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TO: Members of the MAG Transportation Review Committee

FROM: David Moody, City of Peoria, Chair

SUBJECT: MEETING NOTIFICATION AND TRANSMITTAL OF TENTATIVE AGENDA

Thursday, May 28, 2009, 10:00 a.m.
MAG Office, Suite 200, Saguaro Room
302 North 1st Avenue, Phoenix

A meeting of the MAG Transportation Review Committee (TRC) will be held at the time and place noted
above. Please park in the garage under the building. Bring your ticket to the meeting as parking will
be validated. Bicycles can be locked in the rack at the entrance to the parking garage.

The next meeting of the MAG Transportation Review Committee will be held at the time and place noted
above. Committee members or their proxies may attend in person, via videoconference or by telephone
conference call. Those attending video conference must notify the MAG site three business days prior to
the meeting. Those attending by telephone conference call please contact MAG offices for conference call
instructions.

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

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

. Call to Order

Approval of Draft April 23, 2009 Minutes

Call to the Audience

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

Transportation Director’s Report

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

COMMITTEE ACTION REQUESTED

2. Approve Draft minutes of the April 23, 2009

meeting.

3. For information and discussion.

4. For information and discussion.

ITEMS TO BE HEARD

Project Changes — Amendment and
Administrative  Modification to the FY
2008-2012 MAG Transportation Improvement

Program

The Fiscal Year 2008-2012 Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP) and Regional
Transportation Plan Update were approved by
the MAG Regional Council on July 25, 2007.
Since that time, there have been requests from
member agencies to modify projects in the
programs. A handout of the proposed
amendments and administrative modifications
to the FY 2008-2012 TIP will be provided at
the meeting.

5. For information, discussion and

recommendation to approve of amendments
and administrative modifications to the FY
2008-2012 Transportation Improvement
Program, and as appropriate, to the Regional
Transportation Plan 2007 Update.



6. Interim Closeout of the Federal Fiscal Year

(FFY) 2009 MAG Federally Funded Program

The interim closeout has established the
availability of $28.4 million in unobligated
. MAG Federal funds for the current Federal
Fiscal Year (FFY). In addition, there may
additional funds through redistributed
Obligation Authority (OA); generally, States
and Metropolitan Planning Organizations are
notified of funding availability in late July to
mid August, but have been notified as late at
mid September. Member agencies have
submitted requests for $77.6 million in
closeout projects. The projects are listed by
modal category, then by the closeout
priorities. The projects are currently being
rated for Congestion Mitigation and Air
Quality (CMAQ) scores. The CMAQ scores
will be provided at the meeting. Please refer
to Attachment One.

. Arterial Life Cycle Program Project Change

Policies and Request

The April 22, 2009 Arterial Life Cycle
Program (ALCP) Policies and Procedures
(Policies) require Lead Agencies to present
proposed substitute projects or changes in
project scope to MAG Street Committee for a
technical review and recommendation for
approval through the MAG Committee
Process. At the Street Committee meeting
held on May 12, 2009, the Sonoran Parkway
project in Phoenix, and the Scottsdale Airpark
projects in Scottsdale, were recommended for
inclusion in the ALCP. The Sonoran Parkway
project was recommended with the stipulation
that additional information about: feasibility,
intent of interim and final project,
connectivity, and congestion/traffic flow be
provided in a presentation to the
Transportation Review Committee before
proceeding through the MAG Committee
process for approval. MAG Staff will present
an overview of the presentation guidelines,
required materials, and the ALCP Policies on
project .changes. In addition, the City of

6. For information, discussion and possible

action to recommend approval of additional
projects to be deferred from FFY 2009 to FFY
2010 or later, approve additional projects
requesting removal of Federal funds, and to
make recommendations on priorities for
utilizing MAG Federal funds, which become
available through the FFY 2009 Closeout
Process.

. For information, discussion, and

recommendation to include the proposed
project changes in the draft FY 2010 ALCP as
it proceeds through the MAG Committee
process.



Phoenix will present the proposed change in
project scope as well as the requested
technical information required by the MAG
Street Committee’s conditional
recommendation for approval. The project
request form and other related materials are
provided in Attachment Two.

. Draft Fiscal Year (FY) 2010 Arterial Life

Cycle Program (ALCP)

The Regional Transportation Plan (RTP)
identifies 94 arterial street projects to receive
funding from the regional sales tax extension
and from MAG Federal funds. The Arterial
Life Cycle Program (ALCP) provides
information for each of the 94 projects
spanning a 20-year life cycle. Information
contained in the ALCP includes project
location, regional funding, fiscal year (FY) of
work, type of work, status of project and the
lead agency. As part of the ALCP process,
Lead Agencies update project information
annually, at a minimum. MAG staff has
programmed the Draft FY 2010 ALCP based
on the information provided by Lead Agencies
and from projected revenue streams the
Regional Area Road Fund (RARF), MAG
Surface Transportation Program funds
(STP-MAG), and Congestion Mitigation and
Air Quality (CMAQ) funds. Please refer to
Attachment Three.

. Update to Federal Functional Classification

System

The MAG funding sub-allocation for the
MAG Region from the American Recovery
and Reinvestment Act (ARRA) requires
projects to adhere to the requirements
established in the Surface Transportation
Program (STP). As such, ARRA funded
projects must be located on a facility that is
classified as a urban collector or rural major
collector or higher in the functional
classification hierarchy. Toward that end,
MAG Member Agencies have requested the
update of the functional classification of

8. For information, discussion and possible

action to recommend approval of the Draft FY
2010 Arterial Life Cycle Program contingent
on a new Finding of Conformity for the
Regional Transportation Plan 2010 Update
and FY 2010-2014 MAG Transportation
Improvement Program..

9. For information, discussion, and

recommendation to approve updates to the
functionally classification system as identified
in the attachment.



10.

11.

specific roadways. Pleasereferto Attachment
Four for a listing of requested updates to the
regional functional classification system.

Member Agency Update

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

Next Meeting Date

The next regular TRC meeting will be
scheduled Thursday, June 25, 2009 at 10:00
a.m. in the MAG Office, Saguaro Room.

10. For information and discussion.

11. For information and discussion.



DRAFT MINUTES OF THE
MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
TRANSPORTATION REVIEW COMMITTEE

April 22, 2009
Maricopa Association of Governments Office

302 North First Avenue, Suite 200, Saguaro Room
Phoenix, Arizona

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Peoria: David Moody
ADOT: Steve Hull for Floyd Roehrich
*Avondale: David Fitzhugh
Buckeye: Scott Lowe
Chandler: Dan Cook for Patrice Kraus
*E] Mirage: Lance Calvert
Fountain Hills: Randy Harrel
*Gila Bend: Rick Buss
Gila River: Sreedevi Samudrala for Doug
Torres
Gilbert: Kurt Sharp for Tami Ryall
Glendale: Terry Johnson
Goodyear: Cato Esquivel
Guadalupe: Gino Turrubiartes
*Litchfield Park: Dave Hedlund for Mike
Cartsonis

EX-OFFICIO MEMBERS ATTENDING

*Regional Bicycle Task Force: Jim Hash,
City of Mesa

*Street Committee: Darryl Crossman, City
of Litchfield Park

*ITS Committee: Mike Mah

Maricopa County: Clem Ligocki for John
Hauskins
Mesa: Brent Stoddard for Scott Butler
*Paradise Valley: Robert M. Cicarelli
Phoenix: Ed Zeurcher
*Queen Creek: Mark Young
RPTA: Bryan Jungwirth
Scottsdale: Dave Meinhart for
Mary O’Connor
Surprise: Randy Overmyer
Tempe: Chris Salomone
Valley Metro Rail: John Farry
Wickenburg: Gary Edwards
Youngtown: Grant Anderson for Lloyce
Robinson

Pedestrian Working Group: Brandon Forrey,
City of Peoria
*Transportation Safety Committee: Kerry
Wilcoxon, City of Phoenix

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

OTHERS PRESENT

Eric Anderson, MAG

Monique de los Rios-Urban, MAG
Roger Herzog, MAG

Nathan Pryor, MAG

Steve Tate, MAG

Roger Roy, MAG

Tim Strow, MAG

Kevin Wallace, MAG

# - Attended by Audioconference

Eileen Yazzie, MAG

Jyme Sue McLaren, City of Tempe
David Johnson, Town of Buckeye
Bob Antilla, Valley Metro/RPTA
Ray Dovalina, City of Phoenix
Mark Bolton, Fennemore Craig
Molly Stainkemper, City of Tempe
Jenna Goad, City of Glendale



Call to Order

Mr. David Moody from the City of Peoria called the meeting to order at 10:04 a.m.

Approval of March 26, 2009 Draft Minutes

Mr. Moody asked if there were any changes or amendments to the meeting minutes, and there
were none. Mr. Randall Overmyer from the City of Surprise moved to approve the minutes.
Mr. Bryan Jungwirth RPTA seconded the motion, and the minutes were subsequently approved
by unanimous voice vote of the Committee.

Call to the Audience

Mr. Moody stated that he had not received any request to speak cards from the audience and
moved onto the next item on the agenda.

Transportation Director’s Report

Mr. Moody invited Mr. Eric Anderson from MAG to present the Transportation Director’s
Report. Mr. Anderson then reported on the Regional Area Road Fund (RARF) revenues. He
informed those in attendance that the February RARF revenues decreased by approximately
17 percent from March 2008.

Next, Mr. Anderson also reported on the Highway User Revenue Fund (HURF) revenue
collections and forecast. He informed the Committee that HURF revenue collections were also
downssignificantly. According to Mr. Anderson, year-to-date HURF revenues were 6.8 percent
lower than the previous year, and actual HURF revenues were 8.6 percent lower than
forecasted. He added that diesel tax revenues were down 16 percent year-to-date, and gas tax
revenues were down 8 percent.

Mr. Anderson informed the Committee that the Arizona Department of Transportation
(ADOT) had issued a press release announcing the repayment of board funding obligations
to the State Treasury. The press release reported a repayment of $110 million. Mr. Anderson
stated the funds used were from HELP program and ADOT operating budget. He expressed
concerns about ADOT’s ability to meet contractor reimbursement schedules due to the
decreased HURF revenues and other financial obligations.

Then, Mr. Anderson recapped the Intermodal Planning Group meeting from the previous
Friday. He explained the purpose of the meeting was to review the MAG Unified Planning
Work Program. He reported the attendance of representatives from the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), the Federal Transit Administration (FTA), the Environmental



Protection Agency (EPA), the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality (ADEQ), and
ADOT. He informed the Committee that the Intermodal Planning Group wanted MAG to take
the primary role in prioritizing transit projects for funding.

Continuing on, Mr. Anderson summarized an EPA announcement that the agency was working
towards developing guidance on green house gas emissions. He informed the Committee of
a draft legislative bill in the US Congress named the American Clean Energy and Securities
Act, which contained a series of provisions that could significantly impact transportation
planning. He added that the proposed Act included a provision that would require
Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs) to develop green house emission reduction plans
similar to the PM-10 plans. He reported that the proposed Act also contained a requirement
for MPOs to meet planning targets in order to retain federal funding.

Mr. Moody asked if there were any questions or comments about this agenda item. There were
none, and this concluded the Transportation Director’s Report.

Project Changes — Amendment and Administrative Modification to the FY 2008-2012 MAG
Transportation Improvement Program and FY 2009 Arterial Life Cycle Program

Mr. Moody invited Ms. Eileen Yazzie, the MAG 2002 -2012 Transportation Programming
Manager, to present proposed project changes to the MAG Transportation Improvement
Program (TIP) and Fiscal Year (FY) 2009 Arterial Life Cycle Program (ALCP). Ms. Yazzie
directed the Committee’s attention to a handout provided at their places. She explained that
Table A in the handout listed two additional projects to receive the American Recovery and
Reinvestment Act (ARRA) regional sub-allocation funds.

Ms. Yazzie stated that Table B included administrative modifications and amendments to the
FY 2009 ALCP. She reported that the City of Scottsdale was requesting to reallocate project
savings from the Loop 101 North Frontage Road project to another project included in the
Arterial Life Cycle Program. Ms. Yazzie explained that the project costs for the Loop 101
North Frontage Road were lower than in anticipated, which resulted in project savings.

Ms. Yazzie reported that the City of Scottsdale requested to reallocate the project savings to
completed intersection improvements on Shea Blvd. She stated that the intersection
improvements were not programmed for reimbursement in the ALCP until FY 2021. Mr. Eric
Anderson added that the reallocation of the RARF funds to the Shea Blvd. project did not
result in a net addition of funds to the City in the program.

Mr. Grant Anderson from the Town of Youngtown inquired about the availability of funds in
light of the reduced RARF revenue collections. Ms. Yazzie explained that the funds were
unused half-cent sales tax funds from the project savings from the Loop 101 North Frontage
Road project. She added that per the ALCP Policies and Procedures, jurisdictions may
reallocate project savings to other ALCP projects, which have been completed or require
additional funds due to increased project costs.

Then, Mr. Grant Anderson inquired why additional ARRA projects were not included in Table



A. Ms. Yazzie explained that the MAG Regional Council approved an amendment and
administrative modifications to the TIP to include 59 ARRA funded projects the previous
evening. She stated that she would provide additional information on the ARRA funded
projects in a later agenda item.

Mr. Dave Meinhart from the City of Scottsdale motioned approve the project changes to FY
2008 - 2012 TIP and FY 2009 ALCP. Mr. Clem Ligocki from Maricopa County seconded the
motion, and the projects changes were approved by a unanimous voice vote of the Committee.

Update and Review of Project Deferral Requests for Federal Fiscal Year (FFY) 2009 MAG
Closeout

Continuing on, Mr. Moody invited Ms. Eileen Yazzie, the MAG Transportation Programming
Manager, to present and update of project deferral requests for the FFY 2009 Closeout. She
directed the Committee’s attention to additional handouts for the agenda item that included a
list of requested project deferrals as well as justification letters for projects requesting to be
deferred for a second time or more.

Ms. Yazzie explained that under federal law, the MAG was required to use all of obligation
authority designated to the region. She stated the purpose of closeout was to allocate
unobligated funds to other projects that could obligate the funds in the time required. She
added that the most important criteria for a project to be funded through closeout was that the
project had completed or was near completion of the federal project development process
administered by ADOT Local Government Section and would be able obligate by the end of
the current federal fiscal year.

Next, Ms. Yazzie outlined the three steps in the closeout process contained in the MAG Draft
FFYO09 Federal Fund Programming Principles (Programming Principles). She explained the
first step was the initial closeout and required the calculation of the funding available. The
second step was the interim closeout, which included a review of project deferrals and
submittals. Then, during the final closeout, any additional funds from last minute deferrals and
redistributed obligation authority would be captured.

Ms. Yazzie explained that the current agenda item was focused on project deferral and stated
that project submittals would not be addressed in the current agenda item. She informed the
Committee that the Programming Principles permitted a one time deferral for projects. She
stated that requests to defer a project for a second time or more required the sponsoring agency
to submit a justification letter explaining why the project should remain in the MAG Federal
Fund Program.

Ms. Yazzie informed the Committee that MAG Staff had received six requests to defer a
project for the second time or more. She briefly summarized the deferral requests as well as
requests to remove federal funds from a project. She reported that sponsoring agencies had
requested to remove federal funds from one intersection improvement and three paving
projects.



Then, Ms. Yazzie provided an overview of the FFY09 Federal Fund Closeout estimates. She
stated that MAG Staff was in the process of determining the final FFY08 carry forward and
the FFY09 obligation authority rate. Using a 90 percent obligation rate, Ms. Yazzie estimated
that $140 million in Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) and Surface
Transportation Program (STP) funds were available, and of that, $138 million had been
programmed. She reported that MAG Staff had received requests to defer or remove $10.7
million in federal funds for FFY09. Based on these figures, Ms. Yazzie estimated the funds
available for closeout to be approximately $12.7 million.

Ms. Yazzie informed the Committee that the item was on the agenda for information,
discussion, and recommendation to approve the requests to defer projects and remove federal
funds, as presented in the handouts. Mr. Eric Anderson reported increased scrutiny on
unobligated balances of federal funds at the national level due to the financial condition of the
National Highway Trust Fund. He expressed concerns about the region’s ability to obligate
the federal funds, particularly in light on the current circumstances at ADOT. He explained
that failure to obligate the funds could result in the sweeping of the funds at the national level.

Mr. Grant Anderson inquired about the practice used in previous years of allowing ADOT to
obligate funds, when necessary. Mr. Eric Anderson explained that historically ADOT would
use the funds available on advanced constructed projects; however, the current inventory of
advanced constructed projects was low due to recent economic conditions. As a result,
ADOT’s ability to obligate the funds was significantly reduced. A brief discussion followed
about ADOT’s ability to obligate funds as well as how to address requests to defer projects
for two or more times.

Mr. Eric Anderson encouraged member agencies to review the federally funded projects in
their jurisdiction. He added that each jurisdiction should consider the feasibility of multiple
projects as well as opportunities to consolidation. A brief discussion followed.

Mr. Gino Turrubiartes from the Town of Guadalupe inquired about the possibility of retracting
federal funds from projects, which have been deferred two or more times as a result of the
financial situations at the state and national level. Ms. Yazzie directed the Committee’s
attention the Programming Principles. She referenced language in the Programming Principles
that permitted the removal of federal funds from a project at the discretion of the Committees
through the approval process.

Mr. Meinhart expressed concerns about the ability to obligate funds as directed by the FHWA
given the categorical funding limitations established in the MAG Regional Transportation
Plan. Ms. Yazzie noted that the Programming Principles language stated that the funding
categories would be considered and that adhering to the categories was at the discretion of the
Committees. A brief discussion followed.

Mr. Moody noted the variations in details provided in the deferral justification letters adding
that while some letters provided sufficient detail to explain the need for the justification and
a revised project timeline that other letters did not. He inquired if the delaying the action on
approving the deferrals for one month to allow sponsoring agencies to provide the additional
detail required would present an issue in the closeout process schedule. Ms. Yazzie stated that
delaying the deferrals for one month would not have a negative impact on the closeout process

5



schedule at this point.

Mr. Turrubiartes asked about the cut off time for deferral notifications. Ms. Yazzie explained
the process was on-going and would continue past August. She continued and encouraged
member agencies to notify MAG Staff of deferrals as soon as possible in an effort to give
MAG Staff ample time to conduct financial analyses associated with the closeout. The
Committee conducted a brief discussion on how to proceed with projects requesting to be
deferred a second time or more.

Mr. Randy Overmyer from the City of Surprise motioned to approve the first time project
deferral requests and to assign the other deferral requests toa Working Group or workshop for
review and discussion, with the projects requesting to be deferred for the second time or more
to be discussed at the next Committee meeting after the review by the Working Group or
workshop participants. Mr. Ligocki motioned to discussion Mr. Overmyer’s motion, and Mr.
Grant Anderson seconded Mr. Ligocki’s motion. The Committee discussed various potential
motions as well as the appropriate actions in lieu of Robert’s Rules of Order.

Mr. Moody summarized the final motion proposed by Mr. Overmyer and agreed upon by the
Committee. According to Mr. Moody’s summation, the motion before the Committee was to
recommend the approval of the projects requesting to be deferred or have federal funds
removed as well as to conduct a workshop to review the requests to defer projects two or more
times in an effort to determine if MAG or the other member agencies could assist the
sponsoring agency in obligating the projects in question. In addition, the Town of Buckeye
project would be removed from the deferral request table. Mr. Overmyer agreed this was his
amended motion, and Mr. Grant Anderson seconded. Then, the motion passed with a
unanimous voice vote of the Committee.

Fiscal Year 2009 - Arterial Life Cycle Program (ALCP) Regional Area Road Fund (RARF)
Closeout

Mr. Moody invited Ms. Christina Hopes to present on the FY 2009 Arterial Life Cycle
Program (ALCP) Regional Area Road Fund (RARF) Closeout. Ms. Hopes announced the
approval of the updated to the ALCP Policies and Procedures (Policies) by the MAG Regional
Council the previous evening.

Ms. Hopes informed the Committee that Section 260 of the Policies established the ALCP
RARF Closeout Process and addressed the determination of project eligibility, deadlines as
well as project selection prioritization. She explained that in order for a project to be eligible
for RARF Closeout, the project must be programmed in the Arterial Life Cycle Program; be
completed and/or closed out; and, all ALCP project requirements must be accepted by MAG
by May 15™ of the current fiscal year.

Next, Ms. Hopes addressed the prioritization of eligible projects. She stated that first eligible
projects were prioritized based on the fiscal year reimbursement was programmed in the
approved ALCP, with projects programmed to receive reimbursements in the next fiscal year
receiving the highest priority. She explained that if multiple projects were programmed to
receive reimbursement in the same fiscal year, then the projects would be prioritized based on
the date of the final project invoice and the acceptance date of the final Project Reimbursement
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Request submittal, if necessary.

Ms. Hopes directed to the Committee’s attention to the table of projects eligible for RARF
Closeout, which was provided in the agenda packet. She reported that MAG Staff had
conducted a detailed financial analysis as part of the RARF Closeout process. She stated the
MAG Staff reviewed programmed and actual expenditures in FY 2009 and project data
submitted as part of the annual update process. In addition, MAG Staftreviewed historical and
future trends in RARF revenues, the draft FY 2010 ALCP bonding program as well as
programmed expenditures in the draft FY 2010 ALCP. Ms. Hopes informed the Committee
than numerous funding scenarios were conducted in determining the amount of funding
available for the F'Y 2009 RARF Closeout.

Ms. Hopes announced the recommendation of MAG Staff to advance programmed
reimbursements from FY 2012 to FY 2009 for two ALCP Projects: Queen Creek Rd. from
Arizona Ave. to McQueen Rd. and Lake Pleasant Parkway. She stated that the item was on the
agenda for information and discussion, and possible recommendation to approve ALCP project
reimbursements for the FY09 ALCP RARF Closeout, and amend the FY09 ALCP, 2008-2012
TIP, and RTP Update as necessary.

Before requesting action on the agenda item, Ms. Hopes provided a brief overview of the
development of the draft FY 2010 Arterial Life Cycle Program. She informed the Committee
that Section 270 of Policies established guidance in the event of a deficit in program revenues.
The established guidance required reimbursements to be delayed in priority order.

Ms. Hopes explained that in keeping with Section 270, MAG Staff deferred programmed
reimbursements in the draft FY 10 ALCP on average one to three years depending on projected
RARF revenues and the fiscal year of the programmed reimbursement. She stated that the one
year deferrals in programmed reimbursements began in FY 2013, with the deferments
increasing to three years in the later years of the program. She added that the deferral of
programmed reimbursements only applied to ALCP projects funded with RARF or half-cent
sales tax funds.

Continuing on, Ms. Hopes summarized methods used by MAG Staff to reduce the number of
projects deferred to unfunded years of the program. She explained that MAG Staff increased
the amount of federal funds (CMAQ and STP) allocated to projects in the program. She
announced that additional federal funds were available to fund ALCP projects, with the majority
of the federal funds being available toward the end of Phase IV in FYs 2025 and 2026. Ms.
Hopes cautioned that many of the reported project schedules exceeded the advance construction
guidance provided by FHWA, and as a result, these advanced constructed projects would not
be eligible to receive federal funds.

Then, Ms. Hopes outlined other methods used to address the deficit. She informed the
Committee that MAG Staff had coordinated extensively with Lead Agencies in an effort to
prioritize projects programmed in the ALCP. She stated the Lead Agencies could exchange the
reimbursement schedule of two projects per the ALCP Policies. She explained that exchanges
did not alter the amount of the programmed reimbursements in the ALCP; instead, exchanges
allowed Lead Agencies to prioritize the reimbursement schedule of existing projects.



Mr. Ed Zuercher from the City of Phoenix inquired if the Committee recommended to reimburse
the first two projects on the FY09 RARF Closeout project listing, would the subsequent projects
receive the highest priority during the next closeout process. Ms. Hopes explained that projects
are added to listing upon meeting the eligibility requirements, and the prioritization of eligible
projects would be revised each year in accordance with the ALCP Policies and Procedures. As
a result, newly completed projects with reimbursements programmed early in the ALCP would
be selected before the projects currently listed in the table.

Mr. Meinhart inquired about the ability to meet programmed reimbursement obligations in light
of the decreased RARF revenue collections if the Committee opted to recommend the FY 09
RAREF Closeout projects selected. Ms. Hopes explained that MAG Staff conducted a detailed
financial analysis in determining the amount of funds to release as part of the RARF Closeout
Process. She explained that MAG Staff reviewed the ALCP bonding streams for the current and
upcoming fiscal year as well as the programmed expenditures in those years. Ms. Hopes also
explained that shifting reimbursements from Phases III and IV of the program to the current
fiscal year had a greater impact on the bonding program, and as such, were less likely to receive
RARF Closeout Funds in the immediate future. To remedy this issues, she encouraged Lead
Agencies with closed out projects in Phase Il or IV to consider an exchange with another project
programmed for reimbursement in Phase I or II of the program.

Mr. Clem Ligocki from Maricopa County inquired about the feasibility of adding a City of
Scottsdale project, which was programmed to receive $280,000 in Phase IV of the ALCP, to the
list of projects recommended to receive RARF Closeout Funds. Ms. Hopes informed the
Committee that MAG Staff had run a series of funding scenarios before selecting the projects
recommended for RARF Closeout. She explained that although the programmed
reimbursements for the City of Scottsdale project was relatively small compared to other
reimbursements in the program, that advancing the reimbursement from Phase IV to Phase I of
the program did have a negative impact on the ALCP bonding stream. She stated that the City
of Scottsdale project was not recommended for FY09 RARF Closeout as a result of the project’s
impact on the bonding stream.

Mr. Terry Johnson from the City of Glendale inquired if all of projects programmed in the ALCP
were funded. Ms. Hopes stated the all projects were funded in the FY 2009 ALCP; however,
some projects were unfunded in the draft FY 10 ALCP due to the decrease in RARF revenue
collections. She explained that the FY09 RARF Closeout Process did not increase the amount
of funding allocated to a project or the program; instead, the RARF Closeout Process advanced
existing reimbursements from the year programmed in the approved ALCP to the current fiscal
year.

Mr. Dan Cook from the City of Chandler motioned to recommend to advance the ALCP
reimbursements from 2012 to 2009 for Lake Pleasant Parkway and Queen Creek Rd. from
Arizona Ave. to McQueen Rd. Mr. Overmyer seconded the motion, and the motion was
approved by a unanimous voice vote of the Committee.

Update on the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009: Arizona Department of
Transportation (ADOT) Portion, MAG Sub-Allocation, Transportation Enhancement Portion,




14.

and MAG Region Transit Funds

Mr. Moody invited Ms. Eileen Yazzie to provide an update on the American Recovery and
Reinvestment Act of 2009 (ARRA). Ms. Yazzie informed the Committee that five highway
projects were approved for funding and inclusion in the MAG Transportation Improvement
Program by the MAG Regional Council in March. She announced that two of the five projects
(Interstate-10 from Verrado Way to Sarival Rd. and Interstate-17 from SR 74 to Anthem Way)
had been advertised with the bid opening scheduled for May 2009. She added that the other
three projects would be advertised by the end of June 2009. Ms. Yazzie reported that fifteen
transit projects were also approved by the MAG Regional Council in March for inclusion in the
MAG TIP. She announced that MAG Staff was coordinating with Federal Transit
Administration, City of Phoenix, RPTA, and Metro-Rail for grant application and concurrence
letter, which are mandated by law.

Continuing on, Ms. Yazzie informed the Committee that the State Transportation Enhancement
Review Committee (TERC) was recommending to fund existing transportation enhancement
(TE) projects considered “Ready To Go." She announced that the State TERC was
recommended that the existing (STP-TEA) funding be replaced with 100 percent ARRA funds
plus an additional 50 percent of the current TEA funding up to $250,000, not to exceed the total
project cost. Ms. Yazzie stated that of the $15.6 in ARRA funding allocated to the State for TE
projects, the MAG Region was projected to receive $7.1 million for 11 projects in the area.

Ms. Yazzie encouraged the Committee to contact Ms. Maureen DeCindis from MAG or Ms.
Tammy Flaitz from ADOT with specific questions about the Transportation Enhancements
program as well as the allocation of ARRA funds to the TE projects. She announced that the TE
project recommendations would be presented to the Committee in the coming months for
inclusion in the MAG TIP.

Next, Ms. Yazzie addressed the sub-allocation of ARRA fundsto the MAG Region. Ms. Yazzie
announced that more than $103 million of the $104 million allocated to the region had been
programmed. She thanked the Committee and Member Agency Staff for their efforts in
programming the ARRA funds. A brief discussion followed.

Mr. Moody asked if there were any questions or comments about this agenda item. There were
none, and this concluded the agenda item.

Member Agency Update

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

Next Meeting Date

Mr. Moody informed members in attendance that the next meeting of the Committee would be

9



held on May 28, 2009. There being no further business, Mr. Moody adjourned the meeting at
11:32 am.
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 MARICOPA
ASSOCIATION of

, GDVERN ENTS 302 North 1st Avenue, Suite 300 A Phoenix, Arizona 850C3
Phone (602) 254-6300 A FAX (602) 254-6430
E-mail: mag@mag. maricopa.gov A Web site: www, mag. maricopa.gov
TO: Members of the Transportation Review Committee
FROM: Eric Anderson, Transportation Director
DATE: May 20, 2009

SUBJECT: CERTIFICATION OF JURISDICTION FINANCIAL COMMITMENT

Atthe April 2009 Transportation Review Committee, a discussion was held concerning the need to make
sure that we obligate a much of the available federal funding as we can in the region to help with the
economic recovery and to reduce the carryover balances. Jurisdictions were encouraged to examine the
federalfunded projects that are currently programmed in the MAG Transportation Improvement Program
to determine If the projects are still financially viable given changing project costs and the financial
constraints of the jurisdiction. One suggested option for jurisdictions that have more than one project with

federal funds was to request a reallocation to fully fund one of the projects then delete the other from the
program.

In reviewing the requests for project deferrals and for closeout funds, many jurisdictions are asking for
additional federal funds for multiple projects. The requests for additional funds for FY 2009 total almost
$42 million alone. If the requests for additional funds are not granted, it appears that many of the projects
will then be deferred. This creates two issues. The amount of federal funds that MAG would have to
carryover to the next fiscal year would be substantially higher and may result in the funds being lost to the
region is ADOT is unable to obligate the funds this fiscal year. Deferring projects that are apparently may

not have adequate funding may raise an issue with regard to the fiscal constraint requirement under
federal regulations.

FISCAL CONSTRAINT REQUIREMENT

Federal transportation regulations require that the MAG Transportation Improvement Program (T1P) be
fiscally constrained. The fiscal constraint means that only projects that have committed funding can be
incorporated into the TIP. Ifthe TIP is not fiscally constrained to committed revenues, then the TIP may
not be approved by the FHWA.

REQUEST TO REEVALUATE CLOSEQUT REQUESTS

Given the large requests received and the concems outlined above, jurisdictions need to reevaluate the
requests submitted. Those jurisdictions that are requesting additional funds for FFY 2008 and FFY 2009
projects need to determine if these projects will obligate and bid on schedule if additional federal funds
are not forthcoming. Jurisdictions who are requesting additional funds for multiple projects, in particular,

- - - A Voluntary Association of Local Governments in Maricopa County
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need to evaluate whether to focus the closeout request for addition funds to one project rather than
multiple projects.

CERTIFICATION OF JURISDICTION FINANCIAL COMMITTMENT

With the current financial conditions among MAG member agencies, we are requesting that each
jurisdiction provide MAG a certification that the jurisdiction has the necessary local funds to obligate the
project in the fiscal year in which it is programmed for each project that is in the MAG TIP. The
certification requires the signature of the county, city or town manager, or his / her designated
representative. A sample certification form is included; MAG will send out the forms with project
information in the future.

If you have any questions or comments please contact me at Eanderson@mag.maricopa.gov or at the
MAG offices at 602-254-6300.




SAMPLE

. ‘ Cert . \

As the jurisdiction's manager/administrator or designated representative, | certify that this
information is accurate, that the project has sufficient funding at the local level to move forward
with obligation in the year programmed, that the project has sufficient funding at the local level
to move forward with construction after obligation, and | understand that we, as the local
sponsor of the federal fund project, are responsible for any project cost increases per the MAG
Federal Fund Programming Principles.




VMARICOPA
ASSOCIATION of
GOVERNIMENTS

302 North 1st Avenue, Suite 300 4 Phoenix, Arizona 850C3
Phone (602) 254-6300 4 FAX (602) 254-5480
E-mail: mag@mag. maricopa.gov 4 Web site: www.mag. maricopa. gov

TO: Members of the Transportation Review Committee
FROM: Eileen O. Yazzie, Transportation Programming Manager
DATE: May 20, 2009

SUBJECT: FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR (FFY) 2009 YEAR END CLOSEOUT

FFY09 OBLIGATION AUTHORITY

The estimated amount of federal surface transportation program (STP) and federal congestion mitigation
air quality (CMAQ) funds available for the MAG Region in FFY 2009 is $154 million. The total amount
ofthe projects programmed for FFY 2009 is approximately $ 1 38.7 million. For thisagenda item, member
agencies have submitted requests to defer or delete federal funds from projects totaling approximately
$13.8 million. In addition, there is $2 1.4 million of STP to be deferred in the Arterial Life Cycle Program.
This leaves an unobligated balance for FFY 2009 of $50.4 million. To balance the fiscally constrained
Arterial Life Cycle Program (ALCP), $22 million in STP funds will be carried forward to FFY2010. This
would leave a remaining balance of $28.4 million of unobligated funds for closeout.

The Closeout balance is subject to change since member agency deferral notifications are still being
submitted and the amount of STP and CMAQ funds to the MAG region are still being finalized.

DEFERRAL REQUESTS

By May 19, 2009, member agencies submitted requests to defer or delete federal funds from projects
for approximately $13.8 million. There is currently $10.6 million of requests for project deferrals being
heard through the MAG Committee process. There is an additional $3.1 million of requests to defer or
remove federal funds from projects being heard at the May - June committee cycle. The attached Table
A provides specific details about the new project deferral requests. There are four deferral justification
letters for projects that were requesting to be deferred for a second time or more, two new projects
requesting a first time deferral, and four requests to remove federal funds from the project.

MAG Staff recognizes that agencies may defer projects at a later time due to continuous work to obligate
the project by September 2009 and will work with member agencies until the end of the federal fiscal
year for additional deferrals.

SUBMITTAL OF PROJECTS

The deadline for member agencies to submit projects for use of Closeout funds was April 20, 2009.
There were sixty nine projects submitted to MAG for close-out funds.

Of the sixty nine projects, one project was identified to be advanced, five projects were requested to
advance a portion of construction funds for a new design project for FFY 2009, there were eight projects
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that requested to be advanced and increase of funds, twenty projects scheduled for FFY2009 requested
additional funds, four projects that obligated in FFY 2008 requested additional funds, and thirty one
projects requested new funds. These are identified in Table B.

FEDERAL AID PROJECT FUNDING LEVELS

The MAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) establishes different local cost shares for types of projects.
For arterial projects funded in the Arterial Life Cycle Program (ALCP), projects are funded at a 70/30 split
or the regional reimbursement amount, whichever is less. For Intelligent Transportation System (ITS),
pedestrian, and bicycle projects, there is a maximum cost share of 70/30. Paving projects related to air
quality and transportation demand management (AQ & TDM) are funded at different levels, 50/50, 70/30,
or 94.3/5.7, depending on the year they were originally programmed. \

Current federal legislation allows federal aid project in Arizona to be funded at 94.3%, and the Energy Bill
of 2007 allows CMAQ funded projects that obligate in FFY 2008 and 2009 to be funded up to 100% of
the project costs. For the majority of Closeout requests, lead agencies requested federal funds between
94.3% - 100% of project costs. In these challenging times, MAG staff recommends utilizing the federal
aid maximum cost share, which allows projects to be completed with little to zero local funds.

The total amount requested through the close-out is approximately $77.6 million. Of the $77.6 million
requested, about. $6.8 million is for projects to be advanced, about $42.5 million is for additional funds,
and about $28.2 is for new projects/funds.

CLOSEQUT PRIORITIES
The current Closeout Priorities are:
| Thefirst priority for uncommitted and redistributed obligation authority occurring in the first year
ofthe program will be to advance current federally funded programmed projects that are ready
to be obligated.

2. The second priority is to increase the federal share of projects being obligated in the first year of the program.

The process of selecting these projects will consider committee input and results of the management systems;
3. Any other projects.

CONCERNS REGARDING PROJECTS SUBMITTED FOR FFY09 CLOSEOUT

A) Advancing funds for design

There are five projects requested to advance a portion of construction funds for a new design project for
FFY 2009 in the amount of $1. | million. These funds would be advanced from a later year in the TIP to
be used for design, therefore decreasing the amount of federal funds for the construction project. The
question is then, are there sufficient funds, both locally and federally to build the project. As an example,
the request to advance $450,000 of $1 millionfor a Glendale, New River pedestrian path design project,
leaves $550,000 in federal funds for a total construction cost of $4.9 million.

B) Projects Requesting Additional Federal Funds

A number of requests were received to increase the federal funding for projects to reduce the local
financial commitments. In some cases, the request is for large, significant increases. The concern is that
many of these projects may not obligate if additional funds are not allocated to the projects, thus increasing
the carryover of federal funds that the close-out process is based upon.



Twenty projects scheduled to obligate in FFY2009 and have requested additional funds for about $25.6
million. There were also four requests for an additional $10.6 million of funds for projects that obligated
in FFY 2008 but have not yet gone out to bid. There are eight projects that have been requested to be
advanced from future fiscal years with a requested increase of federal funds of $6.5 million.

If jurisdictions are not prepared to obligate these projects without the requested additional funds, the
amount of federal funds to be carried over increases significantly. The problem is then compounded since
these projects could remain underfunded in future years.

The CMAQ evaluation of projects submitted for Closeout will be completed by the Air Quality Technical
Advisory Committees on May 26, 2009. An update will be given at the TRC meeting. It is expected that
TRC action on the interim list of closeout projects will occur at the May Committee meeting, with
Management Committee, Transportation Policy Committee and Regional Council action taking place in
June, 2009.

If there are any questions regarding the FFYQ09 year-end Closeout process, please call Eileen Yazzie at
602-254-6300.



Closeaut

- Reg

or more, a

localCost| F

Defgrred & . . Project Change and
Project FTMO08- Various Locatlons'on FprT ) AQ or Deferral Request. Please
Change 903C Fort McDow{McDowell Yavapai Nation  [Construct Pave dirt road [TDM CMAQ $ 240008 375000 | $ 399,000 2007 2010 Yes n/a change project into two
phases: $100,000 in
federal for Design (2009),
Deferred & and $375,000 in federal
Project FTM09- Various Locations on For AQor for Construction {Defer to
Change 903D Fort McDow{McDowell Yavapai Nation |Design Pave dirt road TDM CMAQ $ 6,000 | $ 100,000 [ § 106,000 2007 2009 Yes 2010).
Defer, change scope to
include design and
Design and construct left request to add STP funds
and right turn lanes, curb, released from GLD04-201
Deferred & gutter, sidewalks, frontage of $47,000 to this project
Project GDLO5- Guadalupe Rd: Highline road, bus stops and cross for the federal funding to
Change 202 Guadalupe |Canal to Calle Bella Vista  |walks Street  |CMAQ $ 340,000 | $ 500,000 [$ 840,000 2005 2010[  Yes be $547,000.
Various Locations Letter and information will
GDY07- (Goodyear Pave Dirt Road AQ or be handed out at TRC
Deferred 302 Goodyear |Program) Pave dirt road TDM CMAQ $ 3844008 449600 | $ 834,000 meeting.

Loop 101 (Price Freeway) at

Construct multi-use path
and bridge over the Loop
101 (Price Freeway) at

Féderal Cost

Not

Deferred 610C Chandler  |Galveston Street Galveston Street Ped CMAQ $1,315808 | § 1,164,092 [ $ 2,480,800 2009 2010 necessary n/a n/a
Purchase Dynamic Not
Defer GDY13-80|Goodyear _|Various locations Message Signs ITS CMAQ $ 200,000 | % 166,304 | § 366,304 2009 2010 necessary n/a n/a

May 19, 2009

Transportation Review Committee
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Project Description

Delete BKY07- Various Lacations: Yuma AQ or Not Request for funds to be used
Funds 703 Buckeye Rd, Miller Rd Pave dirt roads TDM CMAQ $ 42350 (S 42,350 | $ - |$ 84,700 2008 Delete needed Yes 2012 {for design for BKY(7-704.
Delete QNCO07- |Queen Chandler Heights Rd: Power AQor

Funds 745 Creek Rd to Hawes Rd Pave dirt shoulders TDM CMAQ $ 111691 (% 111,691 | $ 223,382 Delete Yes Yes 2009

Delete QNCO07- [Queen Hunt Highway: Power Rd to AQ or

Funds 746 Creek Ellsworth Pave dirt shoulders TDM CMAQ $ 204893 |% 204,893 |$ 409,786 Delete Yes Yes 2009

Requesting that the funds
from this project to the
Delete GDLO4- Instalf emergency signal other Guadalupe project
Project 201 Guadalupe [8413 S Avenida Del Yaqui |device at fire station ITS |STP-MAG| § 3,000| $ 47,000 $ 50,000 2004 5 Delete Yes No n/a (GDL05-202).

Total Deferral & Removal of

Federal Funds § 3,161,830

This project was originally
programmed at a 50/50

Various Locations: MC-

BKY07- 85/Monroe, Southern Ave, AQ or match with CMAQ funds
Deferred 704 Buckeye Apache Rd Pave dirt shoulders TDM CMAQ $ 187,000 % 113,000 | $ 300,000 2008 1 2010 Yes in late Fiscal Year 2007.

CVKO07- AQ or
Deferred {601 Cave Creek [Townwide Pave dirt roads program | TDM CMAQ $ 15000(% 250,000 | § 265,000 2007 2 2010|  Yes

CHNO7- Commonwealth Ave: AQor
Deferred 601 Chandler  |Hamilton St to McQueen Rd [Pave dirt road TDM CMAQ $ 517,100 8 325000 | $ 842,100 2007 1 2010 Yes

ELMO09- 125th Ave and 127th Ave: AQ or Not
Deferred 802 El Mirage |Varney Rd to Peoria Ave Pave unpaved roads TDM CMAQ $1102,252 | $ 381,031 |$ 1,483,283 2009 9] 2010| needed

PHX09- AQ or Not
Deferred 871 Phoenix Various locations Pave unpaved alleys TDM CMAQ $ 200,000 (% 466,667 | $ 666,667 2009 0 2010| needed

PHX09- AQ or Not
Deferred 872 Phoenix Various locations Pave unpaved roads TDM CMAQ $ 450,000 [ $ 1,050,000 [ $ 1,500,000 2009 0 2010 needed

SUR09- AQor Not
Deferred 820 Surprise West of 219th Ave Pave unpaved roads TDM CMAQ $ 686,700 [ § 1,602,302 [ § 2,289,002 2009 0 2010 needed

A separate request is being
Remove made to increase federal
Fed Funds [SUROQ7- AQor Not funds on another City of
from Project|325 Surprise Various locations Pave dirt roads TDM CMAQ $ 2036809 305,520 | $ 509,200 2007 2 Delete needed Yes 2009 |Surprise project
A separate request i1s being

Remove made to increase federal
Fed Funds |SURO08- AQ or Not funds on another City of
from Project|819 Surprise Saguaro View Area Pave unpaved roads TDM CMAQ $2439,312 | $ 535,688 | $ 2,975,000 2008 1 Delete needed Yes 2009  |Surprise project

LPKO5- |Litchfield Litchfield Rd Bypass at Construct bicycle
Deferred 101C Park Wigwam Boulevard underpass Bicycle |CMAQ $ 53850(% 886,420 [ $ 940,270 2005 4 2010] Yes

May 19, 2009 Transportation Review Commiitee Page 2 of 3



Clossout |
. Request |TIPION.

ect D ipt

Design and construct
GLNO9- Skunk Creek at Union Hills |multi-use underpass Not
Deferred 6509 Glendale Drive under Union Hills Dr Bicycle |CMAQ $ 161,772 |8 147,228 [ § 309,000 2009 2010{ needed
Install fiber & conduit
Gilbert Rd: US-60 to along Gilbert Rd, fiber
GLB04- Guadalupe Rd; and US-60: [only along US-60 (joint
Deferred 205 Gilbert Dobson Rd to Gilbert Rd with Mesa to link ATMS) [ITS CMAQ $ 598408 400660 % 460,500 2004 2011 Yes
Gilbert ATMS Fiber East
GLB13- Guadalupe Rd, Higley Rd, [Ring Project - Phase | Not
Deferred 905 Gilbert Williams Field Rd (Design) ITS CMAQ $ 63,000)|% 122,234 [$ 185234 2009 2011| needed
Higley Rd, Recker Rd,
Guadalupe Rd, Elliot Rd, Gilbert ATMS Fiber East
GLB13- Warner Rd, Ray Rd, Ring Project - Phase I Not
Deferred 906 Gilbert Wiltiams Field Rd {Design) iTS CMAQ $ 63000)|8 122,234 [ § 185234 2009 2011] needed
Joint Project with Peoria:
GLN13- Olive Ave:75th Ave to 59th [ITS Fiber and 1 CCTV Not
Deferred 903 Glendale ave Camera ITS CMAQ $ 219493 | $ 449,450 | $§ 608,943 2009 2010| needed
To simplify the process,
Mesa wishes to proceed
with MES09-809 at the
Along sections of Broadway, |Establish fiber-optic link Yes - But same time as MES10-810,
MES09- Dobson, Alma School and  |on Broadway Rd and not which is scheduled for
Deferred 809 Mesa Baseline Rds connect to west ITS loop |ITS CMAQ $ 992,746 $ 651,254 | § 1,644,000 2009 2010| needed 2010.
Construct regional ITS
PHX09- fiber optic backbone, Not
Deferred 624 Phoenix Various locations phase B-1 ITS CMAQ $ 1,835,000 | § 665,000 | $ 2,500,000 2009 2010| needed
Grand St: Broadway Rd to
MES09- 6th Ave (Nuestro Improve pedestrian Not
Deferred 605 Mesa neighborhood phase 1) facilities Ped CMAQ $ 189,018 (% 441,041 {$ 630,059 2009 2011| needed
MES07- Southern Ave at Country Add 1 right turn lane and
Deferred 315 Mesa Club Dr three bus pullouts Street CMAQ $ 3,437,000 [ § 910,000 1 § 4,347,000 2007 2011 yes
|Detete PHXU7- NGt
Project 308 Phoenix 16th St at Glendale Ave Widen intersection Street CMAQ $1,200,000 | $ 800,000 | § 2,000,000 2007 Delete needed No No
Total Previously Approved Deferral & Removal of Federal $ 10624729 |
Funds
Total Deferral & Removal of
Federal Funds | $ 13,786,559 l
Deferred Deleted
Total AQ & TDM $ 5,112,600 [$ 1,200,142
Total Bike & Ped $ 26396818 -
Total ITS 2,577,136 47,000
Total Street 1,410,000 800,000
Total Transit - -
[Total 11,739,417 2,047,142

May 19, 2009

Transportation Review Committee
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avapai Nation
&) Community eI Economic Development Division

o — e A

i,

@0, Box 17778, Fountatn Hills, A7 83 Phong |

April 20, 2008

Ms. Eileen O. Yazzie

Transportation Programming Manager
Maricopa Association of Governments
302 North First Avenue, Suite 300
Phoenix, Arizona 85003

Re: Deferral Justification for FTM09-803C: Fort McDowell Communitywide

Dear Ms. Yazzie:

The Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation (Nation) has been awarded Congestion Mitigation and Air
Quality improvement Program funds (CMAQ) for paving a series of dirt roads within our
boundaries. it is our understanding that this is the first time that such an award of CMAQ funds
has been made for this type of project. The Nation has worked diligently but we are not currently
in a position to request obligation of the construction funds and we therefore request to defer
those construction funds until FY 2010.

The Nation originally requested funds o pave up to 19.2 miles of dirt roads and requested an
appropriate amount. The funds originally awarded were substantially less, $775,000, and were
actually programmed in FY 2007. Following several meetings between the Nation, FHWA
ADOT, MAG and the BIA, it was decided that the best way to utilize the funds was to work with
ADOT to obligate the funds by using the normal Local Governments Process. The Nation
decided to split the project into a combined pre-design and design phase and then pursue the
construction phase in a later year. As a result, the Nation requested federal authorization of the
design phase of the project in late 2007 and the construction phase was deferred to FY 2008,

Shortly afterwards, we realized that development of the necessary intergovernmental
Agreement would take several months to finalize and it wasn’t until the end of FY 2008 that we
were able to hire a design consuitant team, so the construction phase was deferred once more,
We are happy to report that the design process is now well underway and the first draft of the
Design Concept Report is nearing completion. The result of this process is that we expect the
design to be completed by early 2010 and ready to go to bid in mid to late 2010. We accordingly
request that the construction funds be deferred to FY 2010, which will be the third, and finai,
deferral.



Since starting the federally funded process on this project, the Nation has since been awarded
further federal funds for paving dirt roads in FY 2010 ($700,000). it is our intention to increase
the current design contract by $100,000 by modifying the federal project agreement and finalize
the design of the roadways that will be funded with BOTH the remaining FY 2009 deferred funds
AND the currently available FY 2010 funds.

As a result, we are only requesting to defer $375,000, instead of the $475,000 that is currently
programmed. The attached table shows the details of what we expect to occur and we will be
happy to respond to any questions that you may have.

Sincerely, . LAY

R
Alfonso Rodriguez, Diregtar
Community and Econpmic' Development Department

Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation

cc: Erika McCalvin, Planning Manager
Paul Ward, Qlsson Assaciates



Town of Guadalupe

9241 South Avenida Del Yaqui e Guadalupe, Arizonz e 85283-2598 < Phone: {480) 730-3080

April 20, 2009

Maricopa Association of Governments (“MAG”)
302 N. 1% Avenue, Suite 300
Phoenix, Arizona 85003

RE: Justification Letter for Deferring Projects GDL04-201 & GDL05-202
Dear Ms. Yazzie:

The Town of Guadalupe respectfully requests the deferment of the following two projects:

1. Emergency Signal Device at Fire Station — TIP# GDL04-201 — Federal Funds =$47,000 — Total
Cost = $50,000 — Original Year Programmed for = 2008 — Deferred 5 Times to Date

2. Guadalupe Rd: Highline Canal to Calle Bella Vista — TIP# GDL05-202 — Federal Funds
=$500,000 — Total Cost = $840,000 — Original Year Programmed for = 2008 — Deferred 5 Times
to Date

Both of these projects are currently at the early stages of the ADOT — Local Government process

The reason for the request to defer these two projects is due to the significant amount of turnover the
Town of Guadalupe has experienced over the past few years and the lack of complete transfer of
information from outgoing to the incoming staff.

The Town of Guadalupe is totally committed to completing these two projects through the ADOT —

Local Government process. We will achieve this due to the following reasons:

1. The Town now has on staff very proactive employees at key positions whom will ensure that these
projects move forward quickly and are completed on time.

2. The Town has recently hired a new Town Engineer that is tasked with providing whatever
assistance the Town will require to complete these projects on schedule.

3. The Mayor and Council members are aware of the current situation and are in full support of the
staff and Town Engineer completing these projects.

Please be assured that the Town will do everything in its power to see that these projects are brought
to a successful completion in the timeline required.

Sincerely,
(e
Rlosemary Arellano

Town Manager
Secial Services - 730-3093 < Senior (enter - 730-3097 < Public Works - 730-3095 - Fax - 505-5368

[-800-367-8939 (T0D)



Priority Code Key:
1 = Advance

2 = Additional Funds
3 = New Funds

1A = Advance portion of construction project for a new design phase
1 - 2 = Advance and request Additional Funds

3A = New CMAQ funds on a TEA funded project

* = Request to utilize funds from a deleted proiec!

Scottsdale Rd to Pima

Construct smart
corridor traffic control

TABLE B

Federal Fiscal Year 2009 MAG Closeout Requests

Request is to acquire wireless
communication equiptment to support

Glendale

Tempe

Ave. and 67th Ave

Broadway Rd: Rural
Rd to Mill Ave

nd DMS

Construct pedestrian
and bicycle facilites
improvements

2010

Ped

CMAQ

$ 2571780 | %

2,571,780

$ 5,143,560 {CMAQ

$

2,275,768

$ 5143560 | %

150,000

4,847,548

$

Scottsdale  [Rd system 350,000 700,000 F{CMAQ $ 370,000 locally-funded fiber optic system.
This request is to advance the pre-
design and design for SRPMIC's
Unpaved Roads 2011-2012 CMAQ projects. This
B within the SRP-MIC  |Design Pave dirt AQ or would subtract funds from the
1A NEW SRP-MIC boundaries. roads TDM CMAQ $ 335500 (% 316,377 | § 19,124 |Construction phase.
Glendale requests that $450,000 in
Design multi-use federal funds ts advanced from 2011
New River (east path and underpass, to 2009 for design. This leaves a
bank): Northern with landscaping, remaining $550K of federal funds for
Avenue to Bethany lighting, parking and the construction project; total cost of
1A New Glendale Home Rd pedestrian facilities Ped CMAQ $§ 450000 |8 450,000 construction project is $4,917.120.
Queen Creek requests that $70,000
Ellsworth Rd and in federal funds is advanced to from
Queen Creek Wash to|Design Queen Creek 2013 to 2009 for. This leaves a
Chandler Heights Wash and North remaining $455K of federal funds for
Queen Bivd. and Queen Bank Pedestrian the construction project; total cost of
1A New Creek Creek Wash. Path Bicycle CMAQ $ 70,000 | $ 70,000 | $ - construction project is $682,500.
Glendale requests that $150,000 in
federal funds for this project be
advanced to from 2012 to 2009 to
Various Locations: Design for fiber optic pay for the design of the project. If
Cactus, Thunderbird, |cable and conduit yes, deduct $150 from to the costs of
1A New Glendale and Greenway and CCTV cameras iTS CMAQ $ 150,000 | $§ 150,000 the construction project.
59th Ave between
Northern and Bethany Glendale requests that $150,000 in
Home: Glendale Ave. federal funds for this project be
between 51st Ave, Design for advanced to from 2012 to 2009 to
and 67th Ave; Peoria |installation of fiber pay for the design of the project. If
Ave. between 47th optic cable, conduit, yes, deduct $150 from to the costs of

697,548

the construction project.

- -

Advance $2,571,780 from 2010 and

add $2,275,768 to the project.

May 20, 2009
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Acquire right of way,
New River Trail at design and construct Advance $700,000 from 2011 and
1-2 PEO11-701 |Peoria Qlive Ave. roadway crossings | 2011 |Bicycle CMAQ $ 820,000 ]% 700,000 | § $ 1,520,000 {{CMAQ $ 1,260,000 | $§ 1,960,000 | § 1,960,000 | § add $1,260.000 to the project.
Design & construct
sidewalks,
landscaping, and
Town of Gilbert other pedestrian Advance $420,000 from 2011 and
1-2 GLB11-731 |Gilbert Heritage District improvements 2011 |Ped CMAQ $ 180,000 | $ 420,000 $ 600,000 FICMAQ $ 169,599 | $§ 6252389 589,599 | § add $168,599 to the project.
Acquisition of ITS
signal controllers Advance $246,506 from 2012 and
1-2 SCT12-813 |Scottsdale  |Citywide and cabinets 2012 |iITS CMAQ $ 250,946 | $ 246,506 $ 500,000 [[CMAQ $ 220,946 | § 500,000 { $ 467,452 | $ add $220,946 to the project
Upgrade, retrofit and
Buffalo St at Colorado |integrate TMC Advance $425,000 from 2010 and
1-2 CHN10-613 |Chandier St equipment 2010 |ITS CMAQ $ 575000 % 425,000 $ 1,000,000 F{CMAQ 3 575,000 | $ 1,000,000 | $ 1,000,000 add $575.000 to the project.
Design and construct
fiber-optic cable Advance $242 528 from 2012 and
1-2 TMP12-804 |Tempe Citywide installations 2012 |ITS CMAQ $ 118643 [ % 242,528 $ 361,171 |CMAQ $ 118,643 | § 361171 $ 361,171 add $118,643 to the project.
Light Rail Transit Install CCTV Advance $139,643 from 2012 and
1-2 TMP12-806 |Tempe Corridor in Tempe monitoring stations 2012 ITS CMAQ $ 139,643 | % 285,456 $ 425,099 HCMAQ $ 139,643 | $ 425099 | $ 425,099 add $139,643 to the project
Greenway Rd: US-60 |Construct fiber optic Option 1 - Fund 100% of current
{Grand Ave) to Cotton |interconnection of costs - Advance $500,000 from 2010
1-2 SUR10-614 |Surprise Ln traffic 2010 |ITS CMAQ $ 500,000 | $ 500,000 $ 1,000,000 |{CMAQ $ 500,000 [ $ 1,000,000 | $ 1,000,000 and add $500,000 to the project
Greenway Rd: US-60 |Construct fiber optic Option 2 - Fund 100% of current
{Grand Ave) to Cotton |interconnection of costs - Advance $500,000 from 2010
1-2 SUR10-614 Ln traffi 500,000 | $ 500,000 $ 1,000,000 1,200,000 | $ 1,700,000 | $ 1,700,000 and add $1,200,000 to the project
; i . bbEe012 16 . 58912700 5 11548830 i LB 123601868 B e

Phoenix Is requesting that $800,000

g AQ or (CMAQ) from the deieted PHX07-308
PHX07-740 |Phoenix Various Locations Pave dirt roads 2009 (TDM CMAQ $ 2628954 | $ 2,628,954 | § $ 5,257,908 2,628,954 | $ 5,257,908 5,257,908 project be utilized for this project.
gl e o . [% 25080515 DERBOSALS § 5257908 62896415 5257008 | BORrg0E [T . - : i
Litchfield Option 1 - Fund 100% of current
2 LPK08-801 |Park Various locations Pave unpaved alleys | 2009 |TDM CMAQ $ 227562 (% 530,979 [ $ $ 758,541 [{CMAQ $ 227562 |$ 758541 [ % 758541 [ § costs
Litchfield AQ or Option 2 - Fund 100% of increased
2 LPKO08-801 (Park Various locations Pave unpaved alleys | 2009 [TDM CMAQ $ 227562 |% 530,979 1 % $ 758,541 [|CMAQ $ 456501 |§ 9874801 % 987,480 | $ total costs
An additional $1,499,414 n federal
funds is requested for the purchase
of the remaining eight PM-10 certified
street sweepers from the Prioritized
Purchase PM-10 List of Proposed PM-10 Certified
Certified Street AQ or Street Sweeper Projects for FY 2009
2 MAG09-614 |MAG Regionwide Sweepers 2009 |TOM CMAQ $ 73,139 | $ 1,210,000 $ 1,283,139 F{CMAQ $ 1499414 | § 2,873,186 ( § 2,709414 | $ CMAQ Funding.
AQ or
2 PHX07-741 {Phoenix Various Locations Pave dirt shoulders | 2009 |TDM CMAQ $§ 875000(% 875000 [ § $ 1,750,000 FICMAQ 3 875,000 {$ 1,750,000 | $ 1,750,000 [ §
Eastern Canal:
Baseline Rd to
Guadalupe Rd
GLBOS- {Santan Vista Trail Design and construct
2 107R Gilbert phase 1) multi-use path 2009 |Bicycle CMAQ $ 33231 1% 549,769 | § $ 583,000 H{CMAQ $ 1,752,094 | § 2,441,000 | 3 2,301,863 [ §
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Eastern Canal:
Guadalupe Rd to
GLBOS- Elliot Rd (Santan Design and construct
201R Gilbert Vista Trail phase ll)  |multi-use path 2009 |Bicycle CMAQ $ 159,000 | $ 636,000 | § - $ 795,000 {{CMAQ 3 693630 [ $ 14100001 % 1329630 {8 80.370
Eastern Canai: Elliot
Rd to Warner Rd
(Santan Vista Trail Design and construct
GLB07-302 |Gitbert phase IIl) multi-use path 2009 |Bicycle CMAQ $ 92,000 [ $ 500,000 | $ - $ 592,000 [{CMAQ $ 773,950 [ $ 1,350,000 | $ 1,273,050 [ § 76,950
Rio Verde Dr: Forest |Pave shoulders to
Maricopa Rd fo 136th St include a bicycle
MMA09-610 |County alignment lane 2009 |Bicycle CMAQ $ 932,500 | $ 507,500 | $ - $ 1,440,000 F|CMAQ $ 932,500 | $ 1,440,000 | § 1,440,000 | -
Western Canal bike
path at Dobson Rd, Install three
Alma School Rd and  |pedestrian actuated
CHN11-710 |Chandier Arizona Ave crossing signals 2009 |Ped CMAQ $ 117,000 | $ 271,000 | § - $ 388,000 [|CMAQ $ 269,000 | § 540,000 | § 540,000
Design and construct
84th Ave: Peoria Ave |at-grade pedestrian '
PEOQ08-602 |Peoria to Monroe St improvements 2009 |Ped CMAQ $ 1,013,030 (% 1164057 | $ - $ 2,177,087 H{CMAQ $ 2,445183 | § 3,609,240 | % 3,609,240 [ $ -
Scoitsdale Rd: Upgrade sidewalks
Roocsevelt St to Earll  |and add bicycle Total project costs have increased
SCT08-611 [Scottsdale  {Dr lanes 2009 |Ped CMAQ $ 2577443 | % 2,458415 1% - $ 5,035,858 ||CMAQ $ 4845423 | $ 7745321 (% 7,303,837 [ $ 441,483 [from $5,035,858 to $7,745,321
Coltege
Ave:Superstition
Freeway (US60) to Construct pedestrian
TMP08-602 |Tempe Apache Blvd improvements 2009 |Ped CMAQ $ 951,000 | § 2,550,000 [ $ - $ 3,501,000 F|CMAQ $ 1.443605[% 4,235,000 % 3.993605 | % 241385
Chandler Blvd: Install fiber-optic
Detaware St to Gilbert |cable traffic signal
CHNO09-802 |Chandler Rd interconnection 2009 |ITS CMAQ $ 140,347 | $ 309,653 [ § - $ 450,000 F|ICMAQ 3 140,347 | § 450,000 | § 450,000
Country Club Dr: 8th |Install real-time
MESO04- Ave to Baseline Rd adaptive signal
125C Mesa (including US-60 TI) [system 2009 [ITS CMAQ $ 581,190 | § 788810 | % - $ 1,370,000 }|CMAQ $ 581,190 [ $ 1.370,000 | § 1,370,000
ITS Signal Expand fiber-optic
Conversions - Phase |network and fink 11
3 (Mesa Dr. & Main  [traffic signals to the
MES08-807 |Mesa St) Mesa TMC 2009 [ITS CMAQ $ 1,573,227 | $ 646,773 | $ - $ 2,220,000 F{CMAQ 3 1,573,227 | $ 2,220,000 | § 2,220,000
Upgrade TMC
equipment and
purchase central
components, field
MES09-607 |Mesa Various locations cameras and VMS 2009 [ITS CMAQ $ 169,950 { § 396,600 | $ ~ $ 566,550 E[CMAQ $ 169,950 | § 566,550 | $ 566,550 | $ -
Construct ITS
infrastructure and
Queen Queen Creek town traffic management
QNC08-803 |Creek center system 2009 |ITS CMAQ $ 917100 |8 550,221 | $ - $§ 1467321 [{CMAQ $ 200,000 [$ 1667321 (% 750,221 | § 917,100
PEO06- Construct Project was programmed prior to
202C Peoria 91st Ave at Olive Ave [intersection project [ 2009 |Street CMAQ $ 2,100,000 | $ 800,000 | § - $ 2,900,000 {{CMAQ $ 2,485000 | $ 3,285000(§ 3,285,000 [ $ - RTP.
Widen for third
Shea Blvd: Palisades |(westbound)
Fountain Blvd to Fountain Hills |climbing lane and Project was programmed prior to
FTHO07-301 [Hilis Blvd bicycle lane 2009 |Street STP-MAG | § 269,000 | $ 1,076,000 [ $ - $ 1,345,000 f|STP-MAG| § 1,088,000 [ $ 2,705,000 | § 2,164,000 | $ 541,000 |RTP.
Constuct regional
park-and-ride {Loop
Chandler Transit $ 2,731,833 | $ 2.731,833 }|CMAQ 1,086.000 | § 3.817,8331% 1,086,000 [ $§ 2,731,833
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Curry Rd: Scottsdale
to McClintock

Construct bicycle
and pedestrian
improvements

2008

$ 1,500,000

»

This project received closeout funds
in 2008 and cbligated in 2008. Itis
requested for additional funds

24

West Dam: South
Bank to North Bank

Construct Multi-use
Path

2008

$ 6,500,000

©»

This project obligated in 2008. Itis
requesting additional funds

2#

Western Canal: Price
Rd to AZ Mills Mall

Construct Multi-use
Path

2008

$ 9,500,000

@

This project obligated in 2008. Itis
requesting additional funds

2%

Avondale City Hall

Various Locations

Develop a strategic
plan for the
Avondale Traffic
Management System
and design
operations center.

Design Pave dirt
shoulders

2009

§ | 10646838

$

©»

This project obligated in 2008. Itis
requesting additional funds

Buckeye is requesting that $42,350
(CMAQ) from the deleted BKY07-703
project be utilized for this project, with
an additional $13,650. Design for a
2010 Construction Project

3

Dove Valley Rd:
163rd Ave to 179th
Ave

Bell Rd: US-60
(Grand Ave) to 114th

Design Pave dirt

Design a multi-use

1§ 706000 |

$

5.

Surprise is requesting that $150,000
(CMAQ) from the deleted SUR07-325
project ($203,680) be utilized for this
project. Design for a 2012
Construction Project.

Requesting new funds to design a
2011 construction project. f new
funds are not available, then

decrease construction funds from $1

3 Ave path 2011 $ $ million to $825,000
Requesting new funds to design a
2012 construction project. If new
funds are not available, then
Bell Rd: 141st Ave to decrease construction funds from
3 Loop 303 Design sidewalks 2012 $ 3 $892,500 to $767,000
Onginally a part of TEA-PEQ-0(004)
and CM-PEO-0(003)A Loop 101 Trail
Peoria to Grand and New Riwver Trail
New River Trail: Northern to Peoria. Project was
Northern Avenue to  |Construct Multi-use redefined but the plans are complete
3 Olive Avenue Path 0 $ $ and ready for construction.
Arizona Canal: Design for multi-use Request is to advance design for two
Caparral Rd to Indian |path funded in 2012 connected multi-use path segments
3 Bend Rd and 2013 new $ $ that have CMAQ construction funds,
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Maryland Avenue
from 67" Ave. to 69"
Ave. and 79" Ave. to

Design project to
widen roadway for a
bikelane (67" to 69"
Ave.) and a pave
multi-use pathway
connection to

existing pathway in
Discovery Park (79"

New Design project for a STP-TEA

New Glendale 83" Ave to 83" Ave. Bicycle CMAQ $ 100,000 | $ 100,000 100,000 construction project.
Grand Canal in West
Glendale from L101 to|Design a 1.5-mile New Design project for a STP-TEA
New Glendale New River multi-use pathway Ped CMAQ $ 250,000 1§ 250,000 250,000 | $ 250,000 {construction project.
Purchase
reptacement video
wall and control
New Glendale Glendale TMC equipiment ITS CMAQ $ 500,000 | $§ 500,000 500,000 | $ -
Develop an ITS
Strategic Plan
document in line with
regional ITS planning
New Glendale Glendale TMC efforts iTS CMAQ $ 300,000 [ $ 300,000 300,000 | § -
Purchase a
replacement traffic
signal system to
allow for remote
control of the City's
signalized
New Glendale Glendale TMC intersections. ITS CMAQ $ 96,000 | § 96,000 96,000
Installation of 11
CCTV cameras at
existing MCDOT
signals to increase
traffic surveillance
CCTV Camera coverage of key
Maricopa Deployment - 11 MCDOT arterial i
New County Locations corridors. IS CMAQ $ 2250001% 225,000 225,000 | $ -
Replacement of the
MCDOT TMC video
wall including design,
MCDOT Traffic equiptment,
Management Center |instailation, support
Maricopa Video Wall structure, and
New County Replacement support costs iTS CMAQ $ 220,000 | $ 220,000 220,000 | $ -
Queen Riggs Rd: Elisworth to |Environmental
NEW Creek Meridian Clearance 2009 |Street STP-MAG| § 3,000,000 | $ 9,000,000 3,000,000 | $ 6,000,000 |STP-MAG fund request.
These are ALCP projects and would
follow the ALCP policies and
Environmental procedures and be funded at the
Ray Rd at Aima Assessment During 70/30 split and be related to the
NEW Chandier School the Design Phase 2009 |Street CMAQ $ 45,000 | $ 64,300 45,000 | $ 19,300 |ALCP reimbursement budget.

May 20, 2009

Page 5 of 7



Chandler Blvd/Alma

Environmental
Assessment During

Notes .
These are ALCP projects and would
follow the ALCP policies and
procedures and be funded at the
70/30 split and be related to the

NEW Chandler School the Design Phase 2009 |Street CMAQ 45,000 | § 64,300 45,000 19,300 |ALCP reimbursement budget.
These are ALCP projects and would
have to foliow the ALCP policies and

Environmental procedures and be funded at the
Gilbert: Queen Creek |Assessment During 70/30 split and be related to the
NEW Chandler to Hunt Hwy the Design Phase 2009 |Street STP-MAG 140,000 [ $ 200,000 140,000 60,000 |ALCP resmbursement budget.
Environmental
McQueen: Queen Assessment During
NEW Chandler Creek to Riggs the Design Phase 2009 |Street STP-MAG 126,000 | $ 180,000 126,000 54,000 |STP-MAG fund request.
Environmental
Ocotillo: Arizona Ave |Assessment During
NEW Chandler to McQueen the Design Phase 2009 |Street STP-MAG 38,500 | $ 55,000 38,500 16,500 |STP-MAG fund request.
Pre-design and
Pima Rd - Pinnacle  |environmental
NEW Scottsdale  |Peak to Stagecoach [clearance 2009 |Street STP-MAG 1,400,000 | $ 2,000,000 1,400,000 600,000 |STP-MAG fund request.
Yuma Rd at Bullard  |Design bridge and Street/Brid

NEW Goodyear Wash approaches 2009 {ge STP-MAG 1,046,000 | $ 1,260,000 1,046,000 214,000 |STP-MAG fund request.

Replace regional funds with federal
Purchase vanpool funds for the purchase 25 vanpool

VMT09-806T|Valley Metro |Regionwide vans - 26 replace 2009 |Transit none CMAQ 819,550 | § 819,550 819,650 vans for expansion. .

Purchase 14 buses (10 articulated

60" buses and 4 standard 40' buses

to replace 1997 diesel buses curently
Purchase Bus - 14 being used for express service from

NEW Valley Metro |Regionwide replace 2009 |Transit none CMAQ 8,487,000 | § 9,000,000 8,487,000 513,000 |the east valley. B
Replace 5307 & 5309 funds with

Pre-design regional 5307 & CMAQ and advance project from
GLN10-804T[Glendale Bell/Loop 101 park-and-ride 2010 [Transit 5309 CMAQ 162836 [$ 162,836 162,836 2010
Replace 5307 & 5309 funds with
Pre-design regional 5307 & CMAQ and advance project from
GLN11-808T|Glendale Beli/Loop 101 park-and-ride 2011 [Transit 5309 CMAQ 473,060 | $ 473,060 473,060 2011
Safety & Security
components:
wireless broadband
for the light rail
Central Phoenix / East|vehicles to allow for
Valley (CP/EV)20-  |CCTV signals to be
mile light rail transit  [transmitted to police
New VM Rail starter line vehicles 2009 |Transit CMAQ 2,500,000 [ $ 2,500,000 2,500,000
Expand METRO light
rail hours of service
from 11:00pm on
Central Phoenix / East|Friday and Saturday
Valley (CP/EV) 20- evenings to 2:00am
mile light rail transit  Jon Saturday and
New VM Rail starter line Sunday mornings. 2009 |Transit CMAQ 600,000 | $§ 600,000 | § 600,000
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Central Phoenix / East
Vailey: Sycamore /
Main Street Park-and-
Ride

Construction of
shade canopies for
existing park-and-

3 New VM Rail ride spaces Transit CMAQ 3,000,000 [ $ 3,000,000 | $ 3,000,000
Installation of
additional METRO
Central Phoenix / East|ticket vending
Valley (CP/EV) 20- machines and stand
mile light rail transit  |alone fare validation
3 New VM Rail starter line systems Transit CMAQ 800,000 | $ 800,000 | $ 800,000
Construct new multi- Requesting new CMAQ funds to a
Cross cut Canal - use path and TEA funded project. $750,000 of
Thomas Rd to indian [pedestrian/bicycle ARRA- TEA-ARRA funds are programmed
3A SCT09-703 |Scottsdale  |School Rd bridge 2009 |Bicycle TEA $ 9810008 750,000 $ 1,731,000 F[CMAQ 882,333 [$ 1,731,00018% 1,632,333 | § 98,667 |on the project.
Requesting new CMAQ funds to a
Crosscut Canal from  |Design and construct TEA funded project. $750,000 of
Papago Park to multi-use path ARRA- TEA-ARRA funds are programmed
3A ( ) 650,000 $ 1,400,000 $ 971235 $ 200,000 |on the project

TMP09-704

May 20, 2009
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ARTERIAL LIFE CYCLE PROGRAM
REQUEST TO SUBSTITUTE PROJECT OR CHANGE SCOPE OF PROJECT

Name of Original Project
Sonoran Blvd: 15th Ave - 32nd St

Lead Agency City of Phoenix RTPID ACI-SON-10-03
RTP Project Budget 32 110.606 Date of Request 4/15/2009
Name of
Rescoped/Substitute Sonoran Blvd East: 26th St - Cave Creek Road, ST85100294

Description of
Rescoped/Substitute $T85100294: Sonoran Boulevard East, from 26th Street to Cave Creek Road, this project will be

Project two lanes, median, street lights, box culverts, pipe culverts, slope and drainage easements,
right of way acquired, Arch., 404, environmental, biology, plant counts, stumpage fees, cultural
resources

ORIGINAL PROJECT SCHEDULE

Work Fiscal | Reimbursement Programmed
Work Phase . . Fund Type
Year Fiscal Year Reimbursement

Pre-Design 2008 2011

Design 2011 2011 4.075 M RARF
ROW 2012 2012 6.458 M RARF
Construction 2013 2013 10.789 M RARF
Construction 2014 10.789 M RARF

RESCOPED/SUBSTITUTE PROJECT BUDGET

Type of Work Year for Work Total Cost Local Share Regional Share| Regional %

Pre-Design 2008 $ 823,807[ $ 531,692 $ 292,115 35.46%
Design 2008 $ 1,233,544 $ 413344 $ 820,200 66.49%
ROW 2009 $  6,614,286( $ 4,461,504 2,152,782 32.55%
Construction 2014 $  16,807,118] $ 9,540,000|$ 7,267,118 43.24%
Total $ 25,478,755 | $ 14,946,540 | $ 10,532,215 41.34%

CURRENT FACILITY FEATURES (RESCOPED/SUBSTITUTE PROJECT)

Total Lanes 0 Average Daily Traffic N/A
North/South Lanes 0 Leve! of Service 0
East/West Lanes 0 V/C Ratio 0
Length of Facility 0 Bus Pullouts 0

Bicycle Facilities




PLANNED FACILITY FEATURES (RESCOPED/SUBSTITUTE PROJECT)

Total Lanes 2 Bus Pullouts

North/South Lanes 0 Bicycle Facilities Shared-Use Path
East/West Lanes 2 Pedestrian Facilities

Length of Facility 2.3 Paved Shoulders/Curbs

Please explain the
reason for requesting to
substitute or rescope the
original project

This project was divided into 3 segments, Sonoran Boulevard West, from 15th Ave. to 10th St.,
Sonoran Boulevard Central, 10th St to 26th St, Sonoran Boulevard East, from 26th Street to
Cave Creek Road, this project is 7 miles long. Rather than one contractor, the City can hire 3

prime contractors for the segments with numerous subs. The work is spread around between

the three segments utilizing numerous contractors.

What technical
documents and
supporting analysis are
available to demonstrate
the feasibility of the
requested project?

A cd of the Corridor Study was provided.

Description of how the
requested project would
improve mobility/safety
and reduce congestion

This segment is part of three segments totalling seven miles that will give the residents
another option to travel east or west while relieving some traffic congestions on both Happy
Valley and the Carefree Highway.

Requested Project's
Benefit to the MAG
Region?

The Benefit to the MAG region is that there is currently no road that connects the 117 to the
East Valley between a five mile stretch from Happey Valley Road to the Carefree Highway. This
segment is part of three segments totalling seven miles that will give the residents another
option to travel east or west while relieving some traffic congestions on both Happy Valley and
the Carefree Highway.

Please attach the following documentation when submitting the request to MAG Staff:

--- A map of the original project

--- A map of the substitute or rescoped project

--- Corridor Studies and/or other plan documents

--- Technical analysis conducted (ie. level of service, modeling)




ARTERIAL LIFE CYCLE PROGRAM
REQUEST TO SUBSTITUTE PROJECT OR CHANGE SCOPE OF PROJECT

Name of Original Project

Sonoran Blvd: 15th Ave - 32nd St

Lead Agency

City of Phoenix

RTP Project Budget

32,110,606

RTPID

Date of Request

ACI-SON-10-03

4/15/2009

Name of
Rescoped/Substitute

Sonoran Blvd Central: 10th St - 26th St, ST85100293

Description of

Rescoped/Substitute ST85100293: Sonoran Boulevard Central, from 10th Street to 26th Street, this project will be
Project two lanes, median, three bridges, box culverts, pipe culverts, 10 foot shared use path with
bridges, slope and drainage easements, right of way acquired, Arch.MOA, 404, environmental,
biology, plant counts, stumpage fees, cultural resources
ORIGINAL PROJECT SCHEDULE
Work Phase Work Fiscal Reir?bursement P.rogrammed Fund Type
Year Fiscal Year Reimbursement
Pre-Design 2008 2011
Design 2011 2011 4.075M RARF
ROW 2012 2012 6.458 M RARF
Construction 2013 2013 10.789 M RARF
Construction 2014 10.789 M RARF
RESCOPED/SUBSTITUTE PROJECT BUDGET
Type of Work Year for Work Total Cost Local Share Regional Share| Regional %
Pre-Design 2008 S 823,807| $ 531,692 | $ 292,115 35.46%
Design 2008 S 3,698,320 $ 1,958,080 | $ 1,740,240 47.05%
ROW 2008 S 5,162,543| $ 3,009,7611$ 2,152,782 41,70%
Construction 2013 S  20,755,392( $ 12,160,000|$ 8,595,392 41.41%
Total S 30,440,062 | S 17,659,533 | $ 12,780,529 41.99%
CURRENT FACILITY FEATURES {(RESCOPED/SUBSTITUTE PROJECT)
Total Lanes 0 Average Daily Traffic N/A
North/South Lanes 0 Level of Service 0
East/West Lanes 0 V/C Ratio 0
Length of Facility 0 Bus Pullouts 0

Bicycle Facilities




PLANNED FACILITY FEATURES (RESCOPED/SUBSTITUTE PROJECT)

Total Lanes 2 Bus Puliouts

North/South Lanes 0 Bicycle Facilities Shared-Use Path
East/West Lanes 2 Pedestrian Facilities

Length of Facility 23 Paved Shoulders/Curbs

Please explain the This project was divided into 3 segments, Sonoran Boulevard West, from 15th Ave. to 10th St.,

reason for requesting to |Sonoran Boulevard Central, 10th St to 26th St, Sonoran Boulevard East, from 26th Street to
substitute or rescope the [Cave Creek Road, this project is 7 miles long. Rather than one contractor, the City can hire 3
original project prime contractors for the segments with numerous subs. The work is spread around between
the three segments utilizing numerous contractors.

What technical
documents and
supporting analysis are
available to demonstrate
the feasibility of the
requested project?

A cd of the Corridor Study was provided.

Description of how the
requested project would | This segment is part of three segments totalling seven miles that will give the residents
improve mobility/safety |another option to travel east or west while relieving some traffic congestions on both Happy
and reduce congestion [Valley and the Carefree Highway.

Requested Project's The Benefit to the MAG region is that there is currently no road that connects the 117 to the
Benefit to the MAG East Valley between a five mile stretch from Happey Valley Road to the Carefree Highway.
Region? This segment is part of three segments totalling seven miles that will give the residents

another option to travel east or west while relieving some traffic congestions on both Happy
Valley and the Carefree Highway.

Please attach the following documentation when submitting the request to MAG Staff:
--- A map of the original project

--- A map of the substitute or rescoped project

--- Corridor Studies and/or other plan documents

--- Technical analysis conducted (ie. level of service, modeling)




ARTERIAL LIFE CYCLE PROGRAM
REQUEST TO SUBSTITUTE PROJECT OR CHANGE SCOPE OF PROJECT

Name of Original Project
Sonoran Blvd: 15th Ave - 32nd St
Lead Age . . RTP ID
eadfgency City of Phoenix ACI-SON-10-03
RTP Project Budget 32,110,606 Date of Request 4/15/2009
Name of
Rescoped/Substitute Sonoran Blvd West: 15th Ave - 10th St, ST85100292
Description of
Rescoped/Substitute $T85100292: Sonoran Boulevard West, from 15th Avenue to 10th Street, this project will be
Project two lanes, median, street lights, box culverts, pipe culverts, 10 ft. wide shared use path with
bridges, slope and drainage easements, right of way acquired, Arch., 404, environmental,
biology, plant counts, stumpage fees, cultural resources
ORIGINAL PROJECT SCHEDULE
Work Fiscal | Reimbursement Programmed
Work Phase F Type
Year Fiscal Year Reimbursement und Typ
Pre-Design 2008 2011
Design 2011 2011 4.075 M RARF
ROW 2012 2012 6.458 M RARF
Construction 2013 2013 10.789 M RARF
Construction 2014 10.789 M RARF
RESCOPED/SUBSTITUTE PROJECT BUDGET
Type of Work Year for Work Total Cost Local Share Regional Share | Regional %
Pre-Design 2008 S 823,807| $ 531,692 ]S 292,115 35.46%
Design 2008 $ 964,310 | $ 326,540 | $ 637,770 66.14%
ROW 2008 S 5,455,873 | $ 3,303,090 | $ 2,152,783 39.46%
Construction 2012 $ 12,910,210 | $ 7,195,016 |$ 5,715,194 44.27%
Total S 20,154,200 | S 11,356,338 | $ 8,797,862 43.65%
CURRENT FACILITY FEATURES {RESCOPED/SUBSTITUTE PROJECT)
Total Lanes 0 Average Daily Traffic N/A
North/South Lanes 0 Level of Service 0
East/West Lanes 0 V/C Ratio 0
Length of Facility 0 Bus Pullouts 0
Bicycle Facilities




PLANNED FACILITY FEATURES (RESCOPED/SUBSTITUTE PROJECT)

Total Lanes 2 Bus Pullouts

North/South Lanes 0 Bicycle Facilities Shared-Use Path
East/West Lanes 2 Pedestrian Facilities

Length of Facility 23 Paved Shoulders/Curbs

Please explain the This project was divided into 3 segments, Sonoran Boulevard West, from 15th Ave. to 10th St.,

reason for requesting to |Sonoran Boulevard Central, 10th St to 26th St, Sonoran Boulevard East, from 26th Street to
substitute or rescope the |Cave Creek Road, this project is 7 miles long. Rather than one contractor, the City can hire 3
original project prime contractors for the segments with numerous subs. The work is spread around between
the three segments utilizing numerous contractors.

What technical
documents and
supporting analysis are
available to demonstrate
the feasibility of the
requested project?

A cd of the Corridor Study was provided.

Description of how the
requested project would | This segment is part of three segments totalling seven miles that will give the residents
improve mobility/safety |another option to travel east or west while relieving some traffic congestions on both Happy
and reduce congestion |Valley and the Carefree Highway.

Requested Project’s The Benefit to the MAG region is that there is currently no road that connects the 117 to the
Benefit to the MAG East Valley between a five mile stretch from Happey Valley Road to the Carefree Highway. This
Region? segment is part of three segments totalling seven miles that will give the residents another

option to travel east or west while relieving some traffic congestions on both Happy Valley and
the Carefree Highway.

Please attach the following documentation when submitting the request to MAG Staff:
--- A map of the original project

--- A map of the substitute or rescoped project

--- Corridor Studies and/or other plan documents

--- Technical analysis conducted (ie. level of service, modeling)







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
CMAQ.

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 110.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. Changeinfund type allocated to a project or work phase based on avallable funding;

ii. 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. Arequest from the Lead Agency.

b. Itis 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. Itis 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. IfaProject 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.

¢ 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.

C. Al 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
5o, 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
reimbursement.

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 agencyf(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.

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.

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. Alead Agency may exchange two Projects in the ALCP if:

1. Project 1is deferred from Phase |, Il or il to Phase II, lll, or IV, AND Project 2 is advanced from Phase I\, Ill
or IV to Phase |, I, or lll.

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. 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,
¢.  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, such 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
notincluded 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. Thereason(s) the original project was deemed not feasible;

b. Explain how the change the original ALCP project scope or substitute project would relieve
congestion and improve mobility;

¢.  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.



H.

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. Beprogrammed in the same fiscal year(s) as the original project

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

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.

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 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

B.

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. TheTIP 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.

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:

i. Projectlength;

ii.  Through lane capacity;,

iiil. 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;

MAG Staff will review each request for:

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.



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.

2.

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.

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

The budget for each ALCP Project:

1.

4.

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

Will be established in the Project Agreement and Project Overview.

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.

Will be published in the approved Arterial Life Cycle Program.

Credits for local match requirements are not transferable between Projects.

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.

SECTION 320: PROJECT ELIGIBILITY

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

B.

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.

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.

Facilities eligible for improvements under the ALCP include:

1.

Major arterials as defined in Appendix A. Major arterials include:
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,
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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 Agreement.

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
b.

C.

Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS);

Signals;

Lighting;

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

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

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;

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);

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;

Access management;
Rubberized asphalt and concrete paving;
Staff time directly attributable to Project; and,

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:

1. Enhancement Projects or enhancement components of Projects.
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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
Requirements.

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

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
requirement.

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 requirement.
Eligible local match 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:

1. Thejurisdiction’s real estate department will value and appraise any right-of-way given to a Project by a
developer.
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VIARICOPA
ASSOCIATION of
GOVERNINMENTS

302 North 1st Avenue, Suite 300 4 Phoenix, Arizona 85003
Phone (B02) 254-6300 4 FAX (602) 254-6480
E-mail: mag@mag. maricopa.gov 4 Web site: www.mag. maricopa. gov

May 19, 2009

TO: Members of the Transportation Review Committee
FROM: Christina Hopes, Transportation Planner |l
SUBJECT: DRAFT FISCAL YEAR 2010 ARTERIAL LIFE CYCLE PROGRAM

The draft of the FY2010 Arterial Life Cycle Program (ALCP) isattached for vyour
review. Reimbursements in the FY2010 Draft ALCP have been adjusted to 2009$ per the ALCP
Policies and Procedures. The regional reimbursements are listed by work phase, expressed in
millions, and are rounded to the nearest thousand. The actual remaining regional budget is
listed next to the project’s RTP ID, which serves as a unique identifier for the original project
programmed in the RTP. Key abbreviations and acronyms are summarized in the tables below.

COLUMNS AND HEADING ACRONYMS/ABBREVIATIONS

RTP Code The unique identifier tied to the project

FY10 Remain. | The project’s remaining regional reimbursement expressed in 2009S
Reg. Budget

Status Information about the project and/or work phase status and history

PROJECT STATUS ACRONYMS,/ ABBREVIATIONS

A Project has been advanced from it original phase in the RTP
D Project has been deferred from it original phase in the RTP
CO Project has been completed or closed out
E Project funding has been exchanged with another project in the ALCP
E/A Exchanged and Advanced
E/D Exchanged and Deferred
RD Reimbursements Deferred per the ALCP Policies and Procedures (Sec.
270)
WORK PHASE ACRONYMS/ABBREVIATIONS
DES Project design
Pre-DES Project pre-design
ROW Project right-of-way acquisition
CONST Project construction
SAVE Project savings

Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ)} funding is still available for intersection
improvements programmed for work in FY 2024 - 2026. Surface Transportation Program (STP)

A Voluntary Association of Local Governments in Maricapa Caunty

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



funds are also available for capacity improvements programmed for Phase IV, particularly FY
2025 -2026. If you are interested in reprogramming your project to use these funds, please
contact me.

Please review the draft for accuracy, particularly in regards to the fiscal years for work.

All comments and requested revisions should be submitted to MAG by Monday, May 18th.

For further information or questions, please contact me at chopes@mag.maricopa.gov or at
602.254.6300.




DRAFT FY 2010 Arterial Life Cycle Program

RTP Project

Arizona Ave/Chandler Blvd:

RTP Code

FY09 Remain
Reg Budget
2008%$

Exp. In FY09 -
2008$

FY10 Remain
Reg Budget
2009%

Fund
Type

Work
Phase

FY for
Work

STATUS

FY06
2005%

FYO7
2006%

FYO08
2007%

FY09
2008%

FY10

FY11

FY12

FY13

FY14

FY15

FY16

FY17

FY18

FY19

FY20

FY21

FY22

FY23

FY24

FY25

FY26

FY27

FY28

CHANDLER

All-ARZ-30-03 $ s 3582487 8 - co
Intersection Improvements
RARF DES 2004 co 0.189
RARF | ROW 2005 co 1.013
RARF | CONST | 2006 co 2.380
Arizona Ave/Elliot Rd: All-ARZ-10-03 $  3,714,286| $ |s 3,694,299
Intersection |mp|'OVEmentS
RARF DES 2003 | E/A/CO
RARF | ROW 2006 | E/A/CO 0.926
RARF | CONST | 2006 | E/A/CO 2.768
Arizona Ave/Ray Rd: All-ARZ-20-03 co
Intersection Improvements
RARF DES 2005 co 0.188
RARF | ROW 2006 co 0.660
RARF | CONST | 2007 co 2.616
Arizona Ave: Ocotillo Rd
o bt Huy ACI-ARZ-10-03 | $ 6,110,600 $ 1s 6077717
RARF DES 2013 E/D 0.372
RARF | ROW 2014 E/D 1.944
RARF | CONST | 2015 E/D 3.762
Ghandler Biva/Alma School AI-CHN-10-03 | $ 3714305/ $ 1303768 $ 2,397,565
Intersection Improvements
RARF DES 2008 0.353
RARF | ROW 2009 0.951
RARF | CONST | 2015 D 2.398
Chandler Blvd/Dobson Rd: AI-CHN-2003 | $ 3626658 $ 1327058 $ 2,287,225
Intersection Improvements
RARF DES 2005 0017 | 0041
RARF | ROW 2007 0026 | 1.327
RARF | CONST | 2009 2.287
Chandler Blvd/Kyrene Rd: AII-CHN-30-03 | $ 3,714,286 $ |s 3,694,299
Intersection Improvements
cMAQ | DEs 2018 D 0.177
CMAQ | ROW 2019 D 0.559
cMAQ | consT | 2020 D 2.958
Gilbert Rd: SR-202L ACI-GIL-10-03 | $  20,608,611| $ s 20497,709
to Hunt Hwy
Gilbert Rd: SR-202L/Germann| 2008/
10 Ouoon rock Ry ACHGIL10-03-A RARF DES 2009 EIA 0.356
2008/
RARF | ROW 2000 EIA 1.296
RARF | const | 2908/ E/A 0664 | 3.762 0.659
2009
Gilbert Rd: Queen Creek Rd td
Chandlor Hoghts R ACHGIL-10-03-8 RARF DES 2009 E/A 0.770
RARF | ROW 2011 E/A 1.813
RARF | const | 201V E/A 1112 3.694 0.509
2012
Gilbert Rd: Chandler Heights) ¢ gy 10.03.c RARF DES 2009 E/A 0.372
Rd to Hunt H
RARF | ROW 2012 E/A 1.053
RARF | CONST | 2013 E/A 2070 | 2.368
Kyrene Rd/Ray Rd: All-KYR-10-03 $ 3,714,286 $ s 3694299
Intersection Improvements
CMAQ | DES 2022 E/D 0.177
CMAQ | ROW 2023 E/D 0.559
CMAQ | CONST | 2024 E/D 2.958

Transportation Review Committee - May 28, 2009




DRAFT FY 2010 Arterial Life Cycle Program

FY09 Remain FY10 Remain
. Exp. In FY09 - Fund Work | FY for FYO06 | FYO7 | FYO8 [ FYO09
RTP Project RTP Code Reg Budget Reg Budget STATUS FY10 FY11 | FY12 | FY13 | FY14 | FYl5 | FY16 | FY17 | FY18 | FY19 | FY20 | FY21 | FY22 | FY23 | FY24 | FY25 | FY26 | FY27 FY28
! 9 Bucy 2008$ 9 Bucg Type | Phase | Work 2005$ | 2006$ | 2007$ | 2008%
2008% 2009%
Price Rd (Extension):
R 2091 10110 ACI-PRC-10-03 | $ 55115218| $ |s 54818625
STP-MAG| DES 2016 10.964
STP-MAG| ROW 2017 10.964
STP-MAG| CONST | 2018 16.444 | 16.446
Ray Rd/Alma School Rd: All-RAY-10-03 $ 3571984 $ 240273| $ 3,313,782
Intersection Improvements
2007 -
RARF DES oo 0137 | 0240
RARF | ROW 2009 1.829
RARF | CONST | 2011 D 1484
Ray Rd/Dabsan Rd: AI-RAY-2003 [ $ 3,714,286 $ s 3694200
Intersection Improvements
CMAQ | DEs 2024 E/D 0.258
CMAQ | ROW 2025 E/D 0.729
CMAQ | CONST | 2026 E/D 2.707
Ray Rd/McClintock Dr: AI-RAY-40-03 [ $ 3,714,286 $ s 3694200
Intersection Improvements
2009,
cMAQ | DEs 01 ED
CMAQ | ROW 2016 E/D 0.417
CMAQ | CONST | 2017 E/D 3277
Ray Rd/Rural Rd: AI-RAY-50-03 [ $ 3,714,286 $ s 3694209
Intersection Improvemems
CMAQ | DEs 2023 E/D 0.187
CcMAQ | ROW 2024 E/D 0.534
CMAQ | CONST | 2025 E/D 2.973

CHANDLER/GILBERT

Queen Creek Rd: ArizonaAve | o\ onci1003 | §  37.262680| §  6,076312) s 31,018,544

to Higley Rd
CHANDLER Queen Creek Rd] 2005 -
Arizona Ave to McQueen Rd ACI-QNC-10-03-A RARF DES 2008 AICO 0.503
2005 -
RARF ROW 2008 AICO 1.064
2008 -
RARF CONST 2009 AICO 4.510
CHANDLER Queen Creek Rd
McQueen Rd to Lindsay Rd ACI-QNC-10-03-B RARF DES 2012 0.412
2012/
RARF ROW 2013 3.048
RARF CONST 2014 6.692
GILBERT Queen Creek Rd
Lindsay Rd to Val Vista D ACI-QNC-10-03-C RARF DES 2011 0.261
RARF ROW 2012 1.307
RARF CONST 2013 3.360
GILBERT Queen Creek Rd: Va|
Vista Dr to Greenfield Rd| ACI-QNC-10-03-D RARF DES 2011 0.389
RARF ROW 2012 2.779
RARF CONST 2013 3.208
GILBERT Queen Creek Rd
Greenfield Rd to Higley Rd ACI-QNC-10-03-E RARF DES 2011 0.584
RARF ROW 2012 2.137 2.137
RARF CONST 2013 2.352 2.352
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DRAFT FY 2010 Arterial Life Cycle Program

FY09 Remain FY10 Remain
. Exp. In FY09 - Fund Work | FY for FYO06 | FYO7 | FYO8 [ FYO09
RTP Project RTP Code Reg Budget Reg Budget STATUS FY10 FY11l | FY12 | FY13 | FY14 | FY15 | FY16 | FY17 | FY18 | FY19 | FY20 | FY21 | FY22 | FY23 | FY24 | FY25 | FY26 | FY27 FY28
! 9 Budg 2008$ 9 BUCAet | Type | phase | Work 2005$ | 2006$ | 2007$ | 2008%
2008% 2009%
FOUNTAIN HILLS
SheaBlvd: Palisades ACI-SHA-10-03 | $ 5990785 $  1,195419| $ 4,769,560
Blvd to Cereus Wash
Shea Blvd: Palisades BVY 5o gpia 10.03.4 RARF DES 2009 0.288
to Fountain Hills Blvd|
Shea Blvd: Technology DY o 545 10.03-8 RARF DES 2009 0.907
to Cereus Wash|
RARF | ROW 2010 0.180
RARF | CONST | 2010 4589
Shea Blvd: Palisades Blvd td ACI-SHA-10-03-C RARF DES 2022 D
Technology D
RARF | ROW 2023 D
RARF | CONST | 2024 D
GILBERT
Elliot R/Cooper Rd: AII-ELT-30-03 $ 4073471 $ s 4,051,550
Intersection Improvements
CMAQ | DEs 2018 E/D 0.230
CMAQ | ROW 2019 E/D 0.811
CMAQ | CONST | 2020 E/D 3.011
Elliot R/Gilbert Rd: AII-ELT-40-03 $  3,714,286| $ s 3,694,299
Intersection |mpr0VEmentS
CMAQ | DES 2019 E/D 0.245
CcMAQ | ROW 2020 E/D 3.449
CMAQ | CONST | 2021 E/D
Elliot Rd/Greenfield Rd: AII-ELT-10-03 $ 3,714,286 $ s 3,694,299
Intersection Improvements
RARF DES 2013 A 0.246
RARF | ROW 2014 A 1.697
RARF | CONST | 2015 A 1.750
Elliot Rd/Higley Rd: AII-ELT-20-03 $  3,714,286| $ s 3,694,299
Intersection |mpTOVEmenIS
CMAQ | DEs 2018 E/A 0.396
CcMAQ | ROW 2019 E/A 0.630
CMAQ | CONST | 2020 E/A 2.668
Ellot Ra/val Vista Dr: AILELT-50-03 [ $ 3,714,286 $ s 3694200
Intersection Improvements
CMAQ | DES 2019 E/A 0.212
CMAQ | ROW 2020 E/A 0.745
CMAQ | CONST | 2021 E 2.737
Germann Rd:
o o Power Rd ACI-GER-20-03 | $  21,806,456| $ s 21689108
Germann Rd;
Gilbert Rd 1o val vieta b ACHGER-20-03-A RARF DES 2012 ED 0.780
RARF | ROW 2013 E/D 1.194
RARF | CONST | 2014 ED 2266 | 2.266
Germann Rd;
Val Vista Dr o Higley R ACHGER-20-03-8 RARF DES 2012 E/ID 1.120
RARF | ROW 2013 E/D 2.426
RARF | CONST | 2014 E/D 3.843 7.795
Greenfield Rd:
Efiot Rt Ray Rd ACI-GRN-10-03 | $ 3,714,268 $ s 3,694,280
RARF DES 2011 E/A 0.410
RARF | ROW 2012 E/A 1568
RARF | CONST | 2013 E/A 1716
Guadalupe Rd/Cooper Rd: AILGUD-30-03 | $ 3,714,286 $ s 3694209
Intersection |mp|’0Vemenl$
RARF DES 2009 E/A 0.232
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DRAFT FY 2010 Arterial Life Cycle Program

FY09 Remain FY10 Remain
. Exp. In FY09 - Fund Work | FY for FYO06 | FYO7 | FYO8 [ FYO09
RTP Project RTP Code Reg Budget Reg Budget STATUS FY10 FY11l | FY12 | FY13 | FY14 | FY15 | FY16 | FY17 | FY18 | FY19 | FY20 | FY21 | FY22 | FY23 | FY24 | FY25 | FY26 | FY27 FY28
) 9 Bucy 2008$ 9 Bucg Type | Phase | Work 2005$ | 2006$ | 2007$ | 2008%
2008% 2009%
RARF | ROW 2009 E/A 1567
2009/
RARF | CONST | 5 E/A 1.895
Guadalupe Rd/Gilbert Rd: AI-GUD-40-03 | $  3,714,286| $ s 3,694,299
Intersection Improvements
RARF DES 2011 E/D 0.261
RARF | ROW 2012 E/D 1273
RARF | CONST | 2013 E/D 2.160
Guadalupe Rd/Greentield Rd: AIl-GUD-10-03 | $ 3,714,286 $ s 3,694,299
Intersection Improvements
CMAQ | DEs 2021 0.282
CMAQ | ROW 2022 0.533
CMAQ | CONST | 2023 2.880
Guadalupe Rd/Power Rd: AI-GUD-20-03 | $  3,714,286| $ s 3,694,299
Intersection Improvements
RARF DES 2016 E/A
RARF | ROW 2017 E/A
RARF | CONST | 2018 E/A 3.694
Guadalupe Rd/Val Vista Dr: AIl-GUD-50-03 | $ 3,714,286 $ s 3,694,299
Intersection Improvements
CMAQ | DES 2016 0.234
CMAQ | ROW 2017 0.864
CMAQ | CONST | 2018 2.596
Ray Rd: Val Vista Dr
St ACI-RAY-10-03 | $ 16,414,750 $ s 16326417
RARF DES 2011 E/A 1183
RARF | ROW 2012 E/A 1381
RARF | CONST | 2013 | E/ARD 2956 | 8.877 1333
RARF | SAVE | 2025 | E/ARD 0.586
Ray Rd/Gilbert Rd: All-RAY-30-03 $  3,714,286| $ s 3,694,299
Intersection Improvements
RARF DES 2016 E 0.240
RARF | ROW 2017 E 1.120
RARF | CONST | 2018 E 2.334
Val Vista Dr:
Warner Rd to Pecos Rd ACI-VAL-20-03 $ | ® |8 i
RARF DES 2004 co 0.600
RARF | ROW 2005 co 1.248
2005/
RARF | CONST | 5o co 1616 | 6.934
Warner Rd/Cooper Rd: AI'WNR-10-03 | $  3714286) $ 1,702,409 $ 2,001,051
Intersection Improvemenls
RARF DES 2008 0.495
RARF | ROW 2009 1.208
RARF | CONST | 2009 2.001
Warner Rd/Greenfield Rd: AI'WRN-20-03 | $ 3,714,286 $ s 3,694,299
Intersection |mp|’0Vem€ntS
RARF DES 2012 0.326
RARF | ROW 2013 1.003
RARF | CONST | 2014 2.365
GILBERT/MESA/MARICOPA COUNTY
Power Rd: Santan Fwy to
Chandler Horghts ACI-PWR-10-03 | $ 20,368,668 $ s 20,259,057
GILBERT Power Rd/Pecos: ACI-PWR-10-03-A RARF DES 2008 E/A 0.592
Intersection Improvements
2008/
RARF | ROW 000 E/A 0.906
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DRAFT FY 2010 Arterial Life Cycle Program

FY09 Remain FY10 Remain
. Exp. In FY09 - Fund Work | FY for FYO06 | FYO7 | FYO8 [ FYO09
RTP Project RTP Code Reg Budget Reg Budget STATUS FY10 FY11l | FY12 | FY13 | FY14 | FY15 | FY16 | FY17 | FY18 | FY19 | FY20 | FY21 | FY22 | FY23 | FY24 | FY25 | FY26 | FY27 FY28
) 9 Bucy 2008$ 9 Bucg Type | Phase | Work 2005$ | 2006$ | 2007$ | 2008%
2008% 2009%
2008/
RARF | CONST | 50 0 | E/ARD 3800 | 4.640
CILBERT Power Rd: ACI-PWR-10-03-B RARF DES 2010 E/A 1.013
Santan Fwy to Pecos Rd
2009/
RARF | ROW %010 | E/ARD 2613
2010/
RARF | CONST | % - | E/ARD 6.695
GILBERT Power Rd:
Pecos Rd to Chandler Heights ACI-PWR-10-03-C RARF DES 2022
RARF | ROW 2023
RARF | CONST | 2024
Power Rd: Baseline Rd to ACI-PWR-20-03 | $ 17,852538| $  7,760,373| $ 10,037,856
Santan Fwy
MESA Power Rd: East Maricopa
Floodway to Santan Fwy/Loop ACI-PWR-20-03-A RARF PRE DES/| 2008 - E/D 1.460
209 DES 2012
2009 -
RARF | ROW 2011 EID 1.973
2012/
RARF | CONST | 5% E/ID 6.605
M.C. Power Rd: Baseline RAt0 | ¢\ bR 20.03-8 RARF DES 2007 | E/AICO 0.251
East Maricopa Floodway
RARF | ROW 2007 | E/A/CO 2.627
2008/
RARF | CONST | 5000 | EfA/cO 4.882
MARICOPA COUNTY
Dobson Rd: ACI-DOB-10-03 | $ 18331,801( $ 1s 18233151
Bridge over Salt River
RARF DCR 2007
RARF EA 2008
RARF DES 2012 D
STP-MAG| ROW 2013 D 9.967
RARF | ROW 2013 D 2.500
STP-MAG| CONST | 2014 D 5.766
EdM”age Rd: BellRdtoJomax|  sci g m1003 | $ 19290326 $ s 19186519
El Mirage Rd: Bell Rd to| 2006 -
Doer Valloy Drive|  ACIELM-L0-03-A RARF DES 2000 A 0.539
2003-
RARF | ROW 2007 A 2.344
RARF | CONST | 2010 A 6.634
El Mirage Rd:
1303 (0 Jomay]  ACHELM-10-03-C RARF DES 2013
2014/
RARF | ROW 015
2015/
RARF | CONST | 5
El Mirage Rd:
Deer Valey Drive to 1304 ACHELM-10-03D RARF DES 2008 | A/co 0.973
RARF | CONST | 2009 | A/co 8.696
g'e:\fgzge Rd: Thunderbird R0 |\ 2003 | $ 21,087562| 1100365 $ 19,870,687
RARF | STUDY | 2006 A
2008 -
RARF |PREDES| 500 1109 | 0338
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DRAFT FY 2010 Arterial Life Cycle Program

FY09 Remain FY10 Remain
. Exp. In FY09 - Fund Work | FY for FY06 | FYO7 | FY08 | FY09
RTP Project RTP Code Reg Budget Reg Budget STATUS FY10 FY11 | FY12 | FY13 | FY14 | FY15 FY16 | FY17 | FY18 | FY19 | FY20 | FY21 | FY22 | FY23 | FY24 | FY25 | FY26 | FY27 FY28
) 9 Bucy 2008$ 9 Bucg Type | Phase | Work 2005$ | 2006$ | 2007$ | 2008%
2008% 2009%
2012-
RARF DES 2014 0206 | 1.289 | 0.425
2009 -
RARF | ROW 2013 1194 | 0924
RARF | CONST [2015-2016] RD 7747 | 7.747
El Mirage Rd: Thunderbird Rd to
Northern Ave ACI-ELM-30-03 $ 16,534,566 $ -|$ 16,445,587
RARF | STUDY | 2006 A 0.299
RARF DES 2016 2188 | 1.346
RARF | ROW 2016 2.245
2017/
RARF | CONST | 500 1.902
2017/
RARF | CONST | 500 4233 | 4233
Gilbert Rd: ) ACI-GIL-20-03 $ 13,778,805 $ s 13,704,656
Bridge over Salt River
STP-MAG| DCR 2007 A
STP-MAG| EA 2008 A
STP-MAG| DES 2013 1.663
STP-MAG| ROW 2014 2,013
STP-MAG| CONST | 2015 10.028
Jomax Rd: SR-303L to ACI-IMX-10-03 | $ 20,368,668 $ s 20,259,057
Sun Valley Parkway
RARF | ROW 2017 10.129
RARF | ROW 2018 10.130
McKellips Rd:
Bridge over Salt River ACI-MCK-30-03 | $ 13,778,805 $ s 13,704,656
RARF DCR 2007 A
RARF EA 2008 A
RARF | ROW 2013 2.622
RARF | CONST | 2014 RD 11.082
McKellips Rd: SR-101L to SRP-
MICIAITS Sehoat Rd ACI-MCK-40-03 | $  38,820,284| $ s 38611379
STP-MAG| PRE-DES| 2008 A
STP-MAG| DES 2013 0514
STP-MAG| ROW 2014 0.782
STP-MAG| CONST | 2015 7.134
RARF | SAVE [2014-2015 RD 10.060 | 10.060 | 10.060
Northern Pkwy: Sarival to
Grand (Phase ) ACI-NOR-30-03 | $ 59,907,846 $ s 59585462
Northern Parkway: ACI-NOR-30-03-A STP-MAG| Pre-DES (2003-2008
Sarival to Dysart
STP-MAG| DES 2009 3.197
2009 -
STP-MAG| ROW 2010 16.396 | 13.859
STP-MAG| CONST [2010-2011| D 10.665 | 10.347
Northern Parkway: ACI-NOR-30-03-8 STP-MAG| ROW |2003-2011] 1800 | 1444 | 1877
ROW Protection
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DRAFT FY 2010 Arterial Life Cycle Program

FY09 Remain

. Exp. In FY09 - Fund Work | FY for FY06 | FYO7 | FY08 | FY09
RTP Project RTP Code Reg Budget STATUS FY10 FY11 | FY12 | FY13 | FY14 | FY15 FY16 | FY17 | FY18 | FY19 | FY20 | FY21 | FY22 | FY23 | FY24 | FY25 | FY26 | FY27 FY28
! ‘-;00%9 20083 Type | Phase | Work 2005$ | 2006$ | 2007$ | 2008%
Northern Pkwy: Sarival to
Grand (Phase 1) ACI-NOR-10-03 | $ 83,870,985 $ -
ACI-NOR-10-03-A STP-MAG| Reimb. |2010-2011] 7.790
Northern Parkway:
Dysart o 111th ACI-NOR-10-03-8 STP-MAG| DES 2011 0.794
STP-MAG| ROW 2011 8.013
STP-MAG| CONST | 2015 4909 | 4.909
Northern Parkway: ACI-NOR-10-03-C STP-MAG| DES 2011 0.722
Sarival Overpass
STP-MAG| CONST | 2012 4439 | 4.439
Northern Parkway: ACI-NOR-10-03-D STP-MAG| DES 2012 0577
Reems Overpass
STP-MAG| CONST | 2013 7.651
Northern Parkway: ACI-NOR-10-03-E STP-MAG| DES 2013 0577
Litchfield Overpass
STP-MAG| CONST | 2014 7.146
Northern Parkway: ACI-NOR-10-03-F STP-MAG| DES 2013 0.361
Agua Fria Bridge
STP-MAG| CONST | 2014 4.475
Northern Parkway:
Nt 101 ACI-NOR-10-03-G STP-MAG| DES 2014 1588
STP-MAG| CONST | 2015 4.259
Northern Parkway: ACI-NOR-10-03-H STP-MAG| DES 2017 1516
Dysart Overpass
STP-MAG| CONST | 2018 3519 | 11.476
Northern Parkway: ACI-NOR-10-03-| STP-MAG| ROW |2012-2020) 0361 | 0.361 3537
ROW Protection
Northern Pkwy: Sarival to
Grand (Phase i) ACI-NOR-20-03 | $ 85428589 $ -
Northern Parkway: ACI-NOR-20-03-A STP-MAG| Reimb. | 2018 3.484
Dysart Overpass
Northern Parkway:
" § ACI-NOR-20-03-8 STP-MAG| DES 2019 0.145
El Mirage Alternative Access
STP-MAG| ROW 2020 1732
STP-MAG| CONST | 2021 2238
Northern Parkway: ACI-NOR-20-03-C STP-MAG| DES 2019 1588
El Mirage Overpass
STP-MAG| CONST | 2020 7.050 | 13.018
Northern Parkway:
Ao Fria 0 11111 ACI-NOR-20-03-D STP-MAG| DES 2021 0.217
STP-MAG| CONST | 2022 2454
Northern Parkway:
1At 0 ogth ACI-NOR-20-03-E STP-MAG| DES 2021 0.866
STP-MAG| ROW 2022 3.465
STP-MAG| CONST | 2023 5089 | 5.089
Northern Parkway: ACI-NOR-20-03-F STP-MAG| DES 2022 1155

107th to 99th
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DRAFT FY 2010 Arterial Life Cycle Program

Ultimate Construction

Baseline Rd: Power Rd to

FY09 Remain FY10 Remain
. Exp. In FY09 - Fund Work | FY for FYO06 | FYO7 | FYO8 [ FYO09
RTP Project RTP Code Reg Budget Reg Budget STATUS FY10 FY11l | FY12 | FY13 | FY14 | FY15 | FY16 | FY17 | FY18 | FY19 | FY20 | FY21 | FY22 | FY23 | FY24 | FY25 | FY26 | FY27 FY28
) 9 Bucy 2008$ 9 Bucg Type | Phase | Work 2005$ | 2006$ | 2007$ | 2008%
2008% 2009%
STP-MAG| ROW 2023 4.909
STP-MAG| CONST | 2024 14.726
Northern Parkway:
Loop 10116 9151 ACI-NOR-20-03-G STP-MAG| DES 2023 0.217
STP-MAG| ROW 2024 0.361
STP-MAG| CONST | 2025 2815
Northern Pkwy: 91st to Grand ACI-NOR-20-03-H CMAQ | CONST | 2025 5.775
Intersection Improvements
Northern Parkway: Corridorwide | » &y NOR 20-03-1 STP-MAG| ROW |2020-2025] 1.805 0.722
ROW Protection
Northern Parkway: ACI-NOR-20-03-] STP-MAG| CONST | 2025 6.051

MESA

Moridion Rd ACI-BSL-10-03 | $ 17,612,907 $ s 17,518,126
Baseline Rd: Power Rd
S oo ol ACHBSL-10-03-A RARF DES 2014 A 0.895
RARF | ROW 2015 A 2684
RARF | CONST | 2016 A 4,992
Baseline Rd: Ellsworth R ) gy 10.03.8 RARF DES 2017 A 0.895
to Meridian Rd|
RARF | ROW 2018 A 2.684
RARF | CONST | 2019 A 5367
Broadway Rd:
Dobson tb Country Club ACI-BDW-10-03 | $  7,225437[ $ |s 7186554
RARF | PRE-DES| 2008 0.080 0.118
RARF DES 2011 D 0.722
RARF | ROW 2012 D 1.069
RARF | CONST | 2013 D 5277
Country Club/University: All-CCB-10-03 $ 2755761 $ s 2,740,931
Intersection Improvements
RARF | PRE-DES| 2007 A 0.066
RARF DES 2011 A 0.066
RARF | ROW 2012 A 1.030
RARF | CONST | 2013 A 1579
Country Club/Brown: Intersection All-CCB-20-03 $ 2755.761| $ 1s 2,740,931
Improvements
RARF DES 2012 A 0.275
RARF | ROW 2013 A 0.825
RARF | CONST | 2014 A 1641
Crismon Rd: Broadway Rd to ACI-CRS-10-03 | $ 36,184,339 $ |s 35989619
Germann Rd
Crismon Rd: Broadway Rdl ¢\ oo 10.03.a RARF | DES | 2014 A 1.226
to Guadalupe Rd|
RARF | ROW 2015 A 3.678
RARF | CONST | 2016 | ARRD 7.357
Crismon Rd: Guadalupe RY| ¢ cps.10-03-8 STP-MAG| DES | 2023 1.190
to Ray Rd|
STP-MAG| ROW 2024 3570
STP-MAG| CONST | 2025 7.140
Crismon Rd: Ray Rl ¢y cRs.10.03.C STP-MAG| DES 2018 A 1101
to Germann Rd|
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DRAFT FY 2010 Arterial Life Cycle Program

FY09 Remain FY10 Remain
. Exp. In FY09 - Fund Work | FY for FY06 | FYO7 | FY08 | FY09
RTP Project RTP Code Reg Budget Reg Budget STATUS FY10 FY11 | FY12 | FY13 | FY14 | FY15 FY16 | FY17 | FY18 | FY19 | FY20 | FY21 | FY22 | FY23 | FY24 | FY25 | FY26 | FY27 FY28
) 9 Bucy 2008$ 9 Bucg Type | Phase | Work 2005$ | 2006$ | 2007$ | 2008%
2008$ 2009%
STP-MAG| ROW 2019 A 3570
STP-MAG| CONST | 2020 A 7.067
Dobson Rd/Guadalupe Rd: AII-DOB-10-03 | $  2,645691| $ s 2631454
Intersection Improvements
RARF | PRE-DES| 2007 0.072
RARF | DES 2008 0.034 0.039
RARF | ROW 2009 0511
RARF | CONST | 2010 2.081
Dobson Rd/University Dr: AI-DOB-20-03 | $ 2,755,761 $ s 2740931
Intersection |mprOVEmentS
RARF | DES 2009 A 0.275
RARF | ROW 2010 A 0.826
RARF | CONST | 2011 A 1.640
Elliot Rd: Power Rd ACIELT-10-03 | $ 17,852,538| $ s 17,756,468
to Meridian Rd
Elliot Rd|
Power Rd to Ellsworty el ACHFELT-10-03-A STP-MAG| DES 2021 0.895
STP-MAG| ROW 2022 2684
STP-MAG| CONST | 2023 5.230
Elliot Rd]
Ellsworth Rd to Moridar]  ACFELT-10-03-8 STP-MAG| DES 2023 0.894
STP-MAG| ROW 2024 2684
STP-MAG| CONST | 2025 5.368
Germann Rd: Ellsworth Rd to
Sinal Butte R ACI-GER-10-03 | $ 12,341,016| $ s 12274605
STP-MAG| DES 2019 A 1.238
STP-MAG| ROW 2020 A 3.603
STP-MAG| CONST | 2021 7.433
Giloert Rd/University Dr: All-GIL-10-03 $  2,755761| $ s 2740931
Intersection Improvements
RARF | DES 2007 A 0.188
RARF | ROW 2007 A 0.495
RARF | CONST | 2009 A 2.058
Greenfield Rd: University Rdtof o spn.2008 | 10,101,989] $ |s  10137,143
Baseline Rd
Greenfield Rd]
Baseline Rd to Southern v ACHGRN-20-03-A RARF | DES 2008 0.454
2008/
RARF | ROW 5000 0.001 0.614
RARF | CONST | 2010 4.064
Greenfield Rd;
Southern Ave to Unveraity Ry ACH-GRN-20-03-8 RARF |PRE-DES| 2013 D 0.299
RARF | DES 2014 D 0.299
RARF | ROW 2015 | DIRD 1598
RARF | CONST | 2016 | D/RD 3.263
Guadalupe Rd: Power Rd to ACI-GUD-10-03 | $ 22,764,982| $ |s 22642475
Meridian Rd
Guadalupe Rd;|
Power Rd to Hawes Rg| AC1"GUD-10-03-A RARF | DES 2013 0.770
RARF | ROW 2014 2312
RARF | CONST | 2015 RD 4.625
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DRAFT FY 2010 Arterial Life Cycle Program

FY09 Remain

FY10 Remain

. Exp. In FY09 - Fund Work | FY for FY06 | FYO7 | FY08 | FY09
RTP Project RTP Code Reg Budget Reg Budget STATUS FY10 FY11 | FY12 | FY13 | FY14 | FY15 FY16 | FY17 | FY18 | FY19 | FY20 | FY21 | FY22 | FY23 | FY24 | FY25 | FY26 | FY27 FY28
) 9 Bucy 2008$ 9 Bucg Type | Phase | Work 2005$ | 2006$ | 2007$ | 2008%
2008% 2009%
Guadalupe Rd]]
Hawes Rd 1o orimeon Rd|  AC-GUD-10-03-8 STP-MAG| DES 2015 0.770
STP-MAG| ROW 2016 D 2312
STP-MAG| CONST | 2017 D 4,625
Guadalupe Rd]
Crimson Rd 1o Meridan | AC-GUD-10-03-C STP-MAG| DES 2016 D 0.770
STP-MAG| ROW 2017 D 2313
STP-MAG| CONST | 2018 D 4145
Hawes Rd: Broadway Rd to ACI-HWS-10-03 | $  20488483| $ s 20378228
Ray Rd
Hawes Rd: Broadway
Rd o Usey  ACHHWS-10-03-A STP-MAG| DES 2020 A 0.702
STP-MAG| ROW 2021 2.106
STP-MAG| CONST | 2022 4211
Hawes Rd: Baseline|
i to ot R ACHHWS-10-03-B RARF DES 2022 0.682
STP-MAG| ROW 2023 2.044
STP-MAG| CONST | 2024 4.088
Hawes Rd: BliotRd ¢, vys.10.03.c STP-MAG| DES 2023 0.249
to Santan Freewa
STP-MAG| ROW 2024 1.493
STP-MAG| CONST | 2024 2.487
Hawes Rd: Santan| - » o ys.10.03-0 RARF DES 2009 A 0.249
Freeway to Ray Rd
RARF | ROW 2010 A 1.493
RARF | CONST | 2010 A 0.574
Higley Rd Parkway: ¥ e |
.60 10 SR209L ACI-HIG-10-03 | $ 16,534,566 $ $ 16,445,587
Higley Rd Parkway}
SR2091 0 Brown i ACHHIG-10-03-A STP-MAG| DES 2017 0.826
STP-MAG| ROW 2018 2.478
STP-MAG| CONST | 2019 4.919
Higley Rd Parkway:| G003, g
Brown Rdto Us-60] ~C"HIC-10-038 STP-MAG| DES | 2018 0826
STP-MAG| ROW 2019 2.478
STP-MAG| CONST | 2020 4.919
Higley Rd Parkway: US 60 to SR X O i
2021 (RM) Grade Separations All-HIG-10-03 $ 27,437,794 $ $ 27,290,141
RARF DES 2015 A 2752
RARF | ROW 2016 4130 | 4130
RARF | CONST | 2017 9134 | 7.145
Lindsay Rd/Brown Rd: AlI-LND-10-03 $ 2755761 $ 1s 274093
Intersection Improvemenls
RARF DES 2010 E/A 0.274
RARF | ROW 2011 E/A 0094 | 0.732
RARF | CONST | 2012 E/A 0636 | 1.004
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DRAFT FY 2010 Arterial Life Cycle Program

FY09 Remain FY10 Remain
. Exp. In FY09 - Fund Work | FY for FY06 | FYO7 | FY08 | FY09
RTP Project RTP Code Reg Budget Reg Budget STATUS FY10 FY11 | FY12 | FY13 | FY14 | FY15 FY16 | FY17 | FY18 | FY19 | FY20 | FY21 | FY22 | FY23 | FY24 | FY25 | FY26 | FY27 FY28
) 9 Bucy 2008$ 9 Bucg Type | Phase | Work 2005$ | 2006$ | 2007$ | 2008%
2008$ 2009%
McKellips Rd: East of ACI-MCK-10-03 | $ 19,649,774 $ |s 19,544,031
Sossaman to Meridian
McKellips Rd: East off ) ) vy 10.03-a RARF DES 2016 A 1179
Sossaman to Crismon Rd|
RARF | ROW 2017 A 3.535
RARF | CONST | 2018 A 7.068
McKellips Rd: Crismon
e o Moridion | ACI-MCK-10-03-8 RARF DES 2016 A 0.786
RARF | ROW 2017 A 2.356
RARF | CONST | 2018 A 4.620
McKellips Rd: Gilbert Rd to
Ponar b ACI-MCK-20-03 | $ 21,279,555 $ s 211650482
Corridor Stud RARF Study 2006
MeKellips Ra/Lindsay RAY 5 ) vick-20-03- RARF DES 2011 D 0.043 0372
Intersection Improvements|
RARF | ROW 2012 D 1574
RARF | CONST | 2013 D 4.255
McKellips Ra/Greenfield RA{ ¢, ey 20.03.8 RARF |PRE-DES| 2007 0.040
Intersection |mpTUVEmenIS
CMAQ | DEs 2014 D 0.180
cMAQ | ROW 2015 D 0.230
CMAQ | CONST | 2016 D 2414
McKellips Ra/Higley Rek{ 5 o) \iey 20.03.c RARF |PRE-DES| 2007 0.040
Intersection Improvements|
RARF DES 2011 D 0.180
RARF | ROW 2012 D 0.230
RARF | CONST | 2013 D 2.414
McKellips Rd/Power Rd:| - o\ \1ci20.03.D RARF DES 2014 | DIRD 0.554
Intersection Improvements|
RARF | ROW 2015 | DIRD 0.786
RARF | CONST | 2016 D 1.907
McKellips Rd/Recker Rd:| oy 1 20.03-2 CMAQ DES 2014 DIRD 0.554
Intersection Improvements
CMAQ | ROW 2015 | D/RD 0.786
CMAQ | CONST | 2016 D 1.906
McKellips Rd/Val Vista D s o ek 20.03-F RARF |PRE-DES| 2007 0.040
Intersection |mp|'0Vemenl$
RARF DES 2012 D 0.180
RARF | ROW 2013 D 0.230
RARF | CONST | 2014 D 2414
Meridian Rd: Baseline Rd to ACI-MER-10-03 | $ 28875582 $ |s 28720193
Germann Rd
Meridian Rd;|
Baseline Rd o Ray R ACVMER-10-03-A RARF DES 2015 A 1.652
RARF | ROW 2016 4.955
RARF | CONST | 2017 9.910
Meridian Rd;|
Ray Rd o Gormann Ry ACHMER-10-03-8 RARF DES 2017 1.238
RARF | ROW 2018 3716
RARF | CONST | 2019 7.248
Mesa Dr: Southern Ave to US60|
and Mosa r 1o Broadway Ra ACI-MES-1003 | $  9,180.264| $ 1s 9130862
MesaDr:US 60l )¢y vEs.10-03-A RARF |PRE-DES| 2008 0.044 0.178
to Southern Avej
RARF DES 2008 1.120
RARF | ROW 2010 2133
RARF | CONST | 2012 D 4.853
RARF | PRE-DES| 2009
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DRAFT FY 2010 Arterial Life Cycle Program

. Exp. In FY09 - Fund Work | FY for FY06 | FYO7 | FY08 | FY09
RTP Project RTP Code STATUS FY10 FY11 | FY12 | FY13 | FY14 | FY15 | FY16 | FY17 | FY18 | FY19 | FY20 | FY21 | FY22 | FY23 | FY24 | FY25 | FY26 | FY27 FY28
) 2008% Type Phase | Work 2005% | 2006$ | 2007$ | 2008%
Mesa Dr/Broadway Rd) ¢\ vies 10.03.8 RARF | DES 2012 D 0.847
Intersection Improvements|
RARF | ROW 2013 D
RARF | CONST | 2014 D
Pecos Rd: Ellsworth Rd
to Meridian Rd ACI-PEC-10-03 $ )
RARF DES 2012 D 1.240
RARF | ROW 2013 D 3.716
RARF | CONST | 2014 D/RD 7.438
Ray Rd: Sossaman Rd
to Meridian Rd ACI-RAY-20-03 $ ]
Ray Rd: Sossaman Rd]|
o Elloworth Rd|  ACH-RAY-20-03-A RARF DES 2009 A 0.373
RARF | ROW 2009 A 0.277
RARF | CONST | 2010 A 3.088
Ray Rd: Ellsworth Rd) - ¢y pay.20.03-8 STP-MAG| DES 2023 1.487
to Meridian Rd|
STP-MAG| ROW 2024 4.460
STP-MAG| CONST | 2025 8.489
STP-MAG| SAVE 2025 6.494
Signal Butte Rd:
Broadway to Pecos Rd ACI-SGB-10-03 $ )
Signal Butte Rd|
Broadway R o Ellist R ACHSCB-10-03-A STP-MAG| DES 2020 A 1.652
STP-MAG| ROW 2021 4.955
STP-MAG| CONST | 2022 9.910
Signal Butte Rd]
Ellot Rd 1o Pecos Y ACI-SGB-10-03-8 STP-MAG| DES 2022 1.652
STP-MAG| ROW 2023 4.955
STP-MAG| CONST | 2024 9.290
Southern Ave: Country
Club Dr to Recker Rd ACI-SOU-10-03 $ )
Southern Ave: Countr
Club Dr to Recker Rd RARF STUDY 2006
Southern/Country Club Dri ¢ 5635.10.03.4 RARF DES 2011 0.305
Intersection Improvemems
RARF | ROW 2012 D 1.493
RARF | CONST | 2013 D 2.986
Southern Ave/Stapley Dy oy 501;.10.03-8 RARF |PRE-DES| 2007 0.119
Intersection Improvements|
RARF DES 2011 D 1.214
RARF | ROW 2012 D 2.986
RARF | CONST | 2013 D 4106 | 4.106
Southern Ave/Lindsay Rdj ¢, s,.10.03.c RARF | DES | 2012 | ED 0.313
Intersection Improvements
RARF | ROW 2013 E/D 1.162
RARF | CONST | 2014 E/D 3.229
Southern AvefHigley Rdf o) 50.10.03-p RARF | DES | 2011 | EmD 0.759
Intersection Improvements|
RARF | ROW 2012 E/D 2.276
RARF | CONST | 2013 E/D 5,091
Sou.th.ern Ave: Sossaman to ACI-SOU-20-03 $ |
Meridian
Transportation Review Committee - May 28, 2009 12




DRAFT FY 2010 Arterial Life Cycle Program

FY09 Remain

FY10 Remain

Beardsley Connection: SR-

. Exp. In FY09 - Fund Work | FY for FYO06 | FYO7 | FYO8 [ FYO09
RTP Project RTP Code Reg Budget Reg Budget STATUS FY10 FY11 | FY12 | FY13 | FY14 | FYl5 | FY16 | FY17 | FY18 | FY19 | FY20 | FY21 | FY22 | FY23 | FY24 | FY25 | FY26 | FY27 FY28
! 9 Bucy 2008$ 9 Bucg Type | Phase | Work 2005$ | 2006$ | 2007$ | 2008%
2008% 2009%
Southern Ave;|
Sossaman Rd to Criomon Rd|  ACl-SOU-20-03-A STP-MAG| DES 2020 A 1.073
STP-MAG| ROW 2021 3.220
STP-MAG| CONST | 2022 6.444
Southern Ave: Crismon|
Rl o Maridian Ry ACI-S0U-20-03-B STP-MAG| DES 2022 0.716
STP-MAG| ROW 2023 2.147
STP-MAG| CONST | 2024 4.156
Stapley Dr/University Dr: All-STA-10-03 $ 2755761 $ s 2740931
Intersection Improvements
RARF DES 2011 E/A 0.274
RARF | ROW 2012 E/A 0.826
RARF | CONST | 2013 EIA 1.641
Thomas Rd:
Gilbert Rd to Val Vista Dr ACI-THM-10-03 $ 5511522| $ % 5,481,862
STP-MAG| DES 2024 E/D 0.368
STP-MAG| ROW 2025 E/D 1.368
STP-MAG| CONST | 2026 E/D 3.745
University Dr: Val Vista Dr to
Hawes Rd ACI-UNV-10-03 [ $  21,447,009( $ |s 21331505
University Dr;
Val Vista Dr to Higley R ACTUNV-10-03-A STP-MAG| DES 2019 A 1.073
STP-MAG| ROW 2020 A 3.220
STP-MAG| CONST | 2021 6.442
University Dr;
Higley Rd to Hawos | ACMUNV-10-03:8 STP-MAG| DES 2021 1.073
STP-MAG| ROW 2022 3.220
STP-MAG| CONST | 2023 6.302
val Vista Dr: University Dr to ACI-VAL-10-03 | $ 10,903,228 $ |s 10,844,554
Baseline Rd
ValVista br: Baseline RY -\, /x| 10.03.4 RARF DES 2011 | ARRD 0.627
to Southern Avel
RARF | ROW 2012 | ARD 1.628
RARF | consT [ 2013 | ARD 3.221
Val Vista Dr: Southern} ¢, /a1 110.03-8 RARF | DES 2012 | ARD 0537
Ave to University Dr|
RARF | ROW 2013 | A/RD 1.611
RARF | CONST | 2014 | A/RD 3.220

PEORIA

101L to Beardsley Rd at 83rd ACI-BRD-10-03 $ 22,884,797| $ 22,884,797 $ 0
Ave/Lake Pleasant Pkwy
Beardsley Rd: Loop 101 to 83rd
Ave/Lake Pleasant Parkway ACI-BRD-10-03-A STP-MAG DES 2007 E/A
STP-MAG| ROW 2007 E/A
2009/
STP-MAG| CONST 2010 E/IA 5.992
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DRAFT FY 2010 Arterial Life Cycle Program

FY09 Remain FY10 Remain
. Exp. In FY09 - Fund Work | FY for FYO06 | FYO7 | FYO8 [ FYO09
RTP Project RTP Code Reg Budget Reg Budget STATUS FY10 FY11l | FY12 | FY13 | FY14 | FY15 | FY16 | FY17 | FY18 | FY19 | FY20 | FY21 | FY22 | FY23 | FY24 | FY25 | FY26 | FY27 FY28
) 9 Bucy 2008$ 9 Bucg Type | Phase | Work 2005$ | 2006$ | 2007$ | 2008%
2008% 2009%
Loop 101 at Beardsley R%ﬁfg'& ACI-BRD-10-03-B STP-MAG| DES 2007 E/A
STP-MAG| ROW 2007 E/A
2009/
STP-MAG| CONST | 50 E/A 16.893
Happy Valley Rd: L303 to 67th ACI-HPV-10-03 | $ 20,368,668 $ s 20,259,057
Avenue
Happy Valley Rd: Loop 303 ¢ by 10.03.4 RARF DES 2016 A
to Lake Pleasant Parkway
RARF | ROW 2017 A
RARF | CONST | 2018 A
Happy Valley Rd: Lake] 1 10.02.
Pleastnt Plony to 67th Avd  ACIHPV-10-03-8 RARF DES 2008 A
2008 -
RARF | ROW 2000 A 6.752
RARF | const | 2008- A 1017 | 4163 | 5655 | 2672
2009
Lake Pleasant Plwy: Union ACI-LKP-10-03 | $ 31,200,130 $  4,793,089| $ 26,264,936
Hills to SR74
Lake Pleasant Pkwy? Interim
Dynamite Bivd 0 1304 ACHLKP-10-03-A RARF bes 2004 A 1.001
FINAL
RARF DES 2010 A 3.754
RARF | ROW 2011 A 5153 | 5.153
2013/
RARF | CONST | 50 5602 | 5.602
Lake Pleasant Pkwy
Union Hills to Dynamite R ACHLKP-10-03-8 RARF DES 2003 | E/CO
RARF | ROW 2004 | E/CO
2006 -
RARF | CONST | %" | EIcO | 7027 | 7.263 | 8044 | 4793
Lake Pleasant Pkwy
1303 to SR74/eartree ACI-LKP-10-03-C RARF DES 2019
RARF | ROW 2020
RARF | CONST | 2021 D
PHOENIX
Avenida Rio Salado:
7th St to SR-202L ACI-RIO-10-03 | $ 43972359 $ s 43735729
Corridor
STPMAG| g | 2007 A
STP-MAG| DES 2011 4171
2011/
STP-MAG| ROW 2012 5519 | 10.554
2013/
STP-MAG| CONST | 50 15224 | 8267
Black Mountain Blvd: SR-51
and Loop 101/Pima Fwy ACI-BMT-10-03 | $ 22,165,903 $ |s 22046621
to Deer Valley Rd
Corridor
STP-MAG| g | 2007
STP-MAG| DES 2010 25515
STP-MAG| ROW 2011 D 2413
2012/
STP-MAG| CONST | 50 D 8559 | 8.559
E)alp_i’;' Valley Rd:67th Avenue ACI-HPV-20-03 | $  16,294,934| $ s 16,207,246
Transportation Review Committee - May 28, 2009 14



DRAFT FY 2010 Arterial Life Cycle Program

FY09 Remain FY10 Remain

. Exp. In FY09 - Fund Work | FY for FYO06 | FYO7 | FYO8 [ FYO09
RTP Project RTP Code Reg Budget Reg Budget STATUS FY10 FY11l | FY12 | FY13 | FY14 | FY15 | FY16 | FY17 | FY18 | FY19 | FY20 | FY21 | FY22 | FY23 | FY24 | FY25 | FY26 | FY27 FY28
) 9 Bucy 2008$ 9 Bucg Type | Phase | Work 2005$ | 2006$ | 2007$ | 2008%
2008% 2009%
Happy Valley| 1| ipy.20.03-A RARF DES 2003 co 0.483
1-17 to 35th Ave )
RARF | ROW 2004 co 0.010
RARF | CONST | 2005 co 4.644
Happy Valley; ] 20.02.
a5th Ave o aara au]  ACIHPV-20-03-B RARF | DEs 2008 A 0.316
RARF | ROW 2010 A 0.868
RARF | CONST | 2012 A 2.986
Happy Valley|
3 Ave i ot A ACI-HPV-20-03-C RARF | DEs 2009 A 0.448
RARF | ROW 2010 A 0.209
RARF | CONST | 2012 A 3.459
Happy Valley; ] 50.02.
S5t Ave ] ACIHPV-20-03-D RARF | DEs 2011 A 0.448
RARF | ROW 2012 A
RARF | CONST | 2013 | ARRD 2.337
Sonoran Blvd: 15th Avenueto | )¢ son10.08 | 32,110,606) |s 31,937,807
Cave Creek
Sonoran Blvd: 15th Ave to 10th S ACI-SON-10-03-A RARF |PRE-DES| 2008 A 0.201
RARF | DES 2008 A 0.634
RARF | ROW 2008 A 2.141
RARF | CONST | 2012 5.684
Sonoran Blvd: 10th Stto 26th St |  ACI-SON-10-03-B RARF |PRE-DES| 2008 A 0.201
RARF | DES 2008 A 1731
RARF | ROW 2008 A 2.141
RARF | CONST | 2013 4275 | 4275
Sonoran Blva: 26th Stto Cave | ¢ 50N-10-03-C RARF |PRE-DES| 2008 A 0.291
RARF | DES 2008 A 0.816
RARF | ROW 2009 A 2.141
RARF | CONST | 2014 7.228

SCOTTSDALE/CAREFREE

Pima Rd: SR101L to Happy
Valley Rd and Dynamite Rd to ACI-PMA-10-03 $ 95612,922| $ 14,088,201| $ 81,086,009
Cave Creek Rd

SCOTTSDALE Pima Rd; 2005 -

Thompson Peak Pkwy tof ~ ACI-PMA-10-03-A $ 448,922 RARF DES 2009 E/IA 0.440 1.537
Pinnacle Peak

2008/
RARE | ROW | 200 E/A 0008 | 1.738
2009/
RARF | CONST | 500 E/A 10.825 | 8.925
SCOTTSDALE Pima RIHappY ¢y ppia.10-03-B RARF | CONST | 2007 A

Valley Intersection Improvement]

SCOTTSDALE Pima Rd;
Pinnacle Peak tg  ACI-PMA-10-03-C RARF DES 2011 1.317
Happy Valley Rd|

RARF ROW 2012 1.165
RARF CONST 2013 3.481 9.686

SCOTTSDALE Pima Rd]
Dynamite Blvd[ ~ ACI-PMA-10-03-D RARF DES 2011 5.275
to Stagecoach Rd|

RARF ROW 2012 5.823
2013/
RARF CONST 2014 RD 12.992 § 12.992
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DRAFT FY 2010 Arterial Life Cycle Program

Carefree Hwy: Cave Creek Rd to

FY09 Remain FY10 Remain
) Exp. In FY09 - Fund | Work | FY for FY06 | FYo7 | Fyos | Fyoo
RTP Project RTP Code Reg Budget Reg Budget STATUS FY10 FY11 | FY12 | FY13 | FY14 | FY15 FY16 FY17 | FY18 | FY19 | FY20 | FY21 | FY22 | FY23 | FY24 | FY25 | FY26 | FY27 FY28
! ‘-;00‘;3;’ 2008$ ‘-;00‘;;’ Type | Phase | Work 2005$ | 2006$ | 2007$ | 2008%
CAREFREE Pima Rd;
Stagecoach Rd to Cave Cree ACI-PMA-10-03-E RARF CONST 2014 RD 2.666 2.666
SCOTTSDALE Pima Rd{ 2004 -
SR101L to Thompson Peak Pk ACI-PMA-10-03-F $ 13,639,279 RARF DES 2006 co 1.061
2006 -
RARF ROW 2008 co
2006 -
RARF CONST 2008 CcO 12.578

SCOTTSDALE

Scottsdale Rd ACI-CFR-10-03 $ 9,225,808| $ - $ 9,176,161
RARF DES 2014 A
RARF ROW 2015 A 2.721
RARF CONST 2016 6.455
SR-101L North Frontage
Roads: Pima/Princess Dr to ACI-SFN-10-03 $ 19,735952| $ 707,985 $ 15,845,317
Scottsdale Rd
SR-101L Frontage Rd: Hayden
Rd to Scottsdale Rd ACI-SFN-10-03-A RARF DES 2007 co 0.611
RARF ROW 2008 CO 0.006
RARF CONST 2008 CO 2.420 0.708
SR-101L Frontage Rd: Pima|
Rd/Princess Dr to Hayden Rd ACI-SFN-10-03-B RARF | PRE-DES 2014 E/D/RD 0.052
RARF DES 2015 E/D/RD 0.618
RARF ROW 2015 E/D/RD 0.602
RARF CONST 2015 E/D/RD 4.630
RARF SAVE 2015 E/D/RD 9.944
Miller Rd/SR-101L Underpass ACI-MLR-10-03 $ 13,778,805 $ -| $ 13,704,656
STP-MAG DES 2018 1.370
STP-MAG| ROW 2019 3.362
STP-MAG| CONST 2020 8.973
Pima Rd: Happy Valley Rd to | o0 |
Dynamite Bivd ACI-PMA-20-03 $ 23,364,060 $ $ 23,238,330
STP-MAG DES 2016 2.099
STP-MAG| ROW 2017 2.317
STP-MAG| CONST 2018 5.496 13.328
Pima Rd:
McKellips Rd to Via Linda ACI-PMA-30-03 $ 30,193,554| $ -|$ 30,031,073
RARF | PRE-DES 2008
RARF DES 2009 2.015
RARF ROW 2009 3.546
2010/
RARF CONST 2011 D 9.946 14.523
Scottsdale Airpark Area Capacity | xoy saT10.03 | 69,133,654 $ s 71841877
Improvements
Frank Lloyd Wright Loop 100 oy a7 10,034 RARF | DES | 2013 A 0.036
Traffic Interchange]
RARF CONST 2014 3.856
Raintree -Loop 101 Traffig ACI-SAT-10-03-B RARF PRE-DES/! 2013 A 0.040
Interchangej DES
RARF CONST 2014 A 1.110
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DRAFT FY 2010 Arterial Life Cycle Program

FY09 Remain

FY10 Remain

. Exp. In FY09 - Fund Work | FY for FY06 | FYO7 | FY08 | FY09
RTP Project RTP Code Reg Budget Reg Budget STATUS FY10 FY11 | FY12 | FY13 | FY14 | FY15 FY16 | FY17 | FY18 | FY19 | FY20 | FY21 | FY22 | FY23 | FY24 | FY25 | FY26 | FY27 FY28
) 9 Bucy 2008$ 9 Bucg Type | Phase | Work 2005$ | 2006$ | 2007$ | 2008%
2008% 2009%
Northsight Bivd: Hayden to Frank o sxr10.03.¢ RARF DES 2013 A 0.146
Lloyd Wright]
RARF | ROW 2014 A 4.485
RARF | CONST | 2015 A 2217
Frank Lloyd Wright Frontage Rd;|
Northsight to Greenway-Haydel ACI-SAT-10-03-D RARF DES 2013 A 0.054
Loop|
RARF | ROW 2014 A 0.345
RARF | CONST | 2015 A 0.563
Rediield Rd: Scottsdale RA 19 5oy sa1.10.03.6 RARF DES 2014 A 0.215
Hayden|
RARF | CONST | 2015 A 2.203
Thunderbird-Raintree Loop ~ ACI-SAT-10-03-F RARF DES 2018 0.301
RARF | ROW 2019 10010 | 4.042
RARF | CONST | 2020 5.920
Raintree Drive: Loop 10119 0 5110036 STP-MAG| DES 2021 D 1.044
Hayden|
STP-MAG| ROW 2022 D 7.602
STP-MAG| CONST | 2023 D 8.792
Hayden Rd: Redfield to Raintred  ACI-SAT-10-03-H STP-MAG| DES 2022 D 0.232
STP-MAG| ROW 2023 D 2.098
STP-MAG| CONST | 2024 D 2.413
CAP Canal South Frontage Rd
Loop 101 to Frank Lioyd Wrigh]  ACMSAT-10-034 RARF DES 2022 D 0.048
RARF | ROW 2023 D 2157
RARF | CONST | 2024 D 0.505
Hayden Rd - Loop 104 sy sat.10.03.5 STP-MAG| DES 2023 D 0.934
Interchange Improvements|
STP-MAG| ROW 2024 D 0.758
2025/
STP-MAG| CONST | 5= D 9.715
Scottsdale Rd: Thompson Peak|
Phwy to Jomax R ACI-SCT-10-03 | $ 13,179,726 $ s 13108802
Scottsdale Rd]
Thompson Peak Pkwy td ~ ACI-SCT-10-03-A RARF | PREDES| 2007 A 0.373
Pinnacle Peak Pk
RARF DES 2009 A 0.709
RARF | ROW 2010 A 2.800
RARF | CONST | 2011 7.465
Scottsdale Rd: Pinnacle Peakl - 5o se1.10.03-8 RARF DES 2013 1.761
Pkwy to Jomax Rd]|
RARF | ROW 2014
RARF | CONST | 2015
Scottsdale Rd: Happy Valley R ¢ scr00.03 |5 28036872 $ |s 27885996
to Carefree Hwy
Scottsdale Rd]
Jomax Rl to Daiteta b ACHSCT-20-03-A STP-MAG| DES 2016 1.071
STP-MAG| ROW 2017 1.936
2018/
STP-MAG| CONST | 50 3144 | 3.144
Scottsdale Rd]
Dixileta Dr to Achlor Hils b ACH-SCT-20-03-8 STP-MAG| DES 2016 1.071
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DRAFT FY 2010 Arterial Life Cycle Program

FY09 Remain FY10 Remain
. Exp. In FY09 - Fund Work | FY for FY06 | FYO7 | FY08 | FY09
RTP Project RTP Code Reg Budget Reg Budget STATUS FY10 FY11 | FY12 | FY13 | FY14 | FY15 FY16 | FY17 | FY18 | FY19 | FY20 | FY21 | FY22 | FY23 | FY24 | FY25 | FY26 | FY27 FY28
) 9 Bucy 2008$ 9 Bucg Type | Phase | Work 2005$ | 2006$ | 2007$ | 2008%
2008$ 2009%
STP-MAG| ROW 2017 1.936
2018/
STP-MAG| CONST | 500 3144 | 3.144
Scottsdale Rd: Ashlel
Hils Dr to Carefres Highay| ACH-SCT20-03-C STP-MAG| DES 2016 1.071
STP-MAG| ROW 2017 1.936
2018/
STP-MAG| CONST | 0.0 3144 | 3144
Shea Blvd: SR-101L ACI-SHA-20-03 | $ 22,884,797| $  2,097,168| $ 20,675,764 A
to SR-87
Shea Bivd at S0th/92nd/96th) ) o) gp1p 50.03.4 RARF DES 2005 co 0.290
Intersection Improvements|
RARF | ROW 2006 co 0.073
RARF | CONST | 2007 co 1.464 1792
RARF | SAVE | 2021
Shea Auxiliary Lane]
from 0 St to Loup 101]  ACHSHA20:03-8 RARF DES 2009 0.632
RARF | ROW 2010 A 1627
RARF | CONST | 2010 A 3.995
Shea Blvd at Via Linda (Phasel) - o g4a 20.03-c RARF DES 2005 co 0.073
Intersection |mprOVementS
RARF | CONST | 2006 co 0.907
Shea Blvd at Via Linda (Phase 2)f ¢ g2 50.03.p RARF DES 2005 A 0.072
Intersection Improvements|
RARF | ROW 2006 A 0.072
RARF | CONST | 2010 A 1.897
Shea Blvd at 1207124t SY 5oy gpya 50.03.¢ RARF DES 2008 A 0.065
Intersection Improvements|
RARF | ROW 2008 A 0.058
RARF | CONST | 2010 A 0.253 0.994
Shea Blvd at Mayo/L3ath St - sy gpia 20.03.F RARF DES 2005 co 0.036
Intersection |mprOVementS
RARF | CONST | 2006 co 0.254
Shea Blvd: SR-101L10 96th SY ) oy 542 50.03.G RARF DES 2004 A 0.072
ITS Improvements|
2008/
RARF | CONST | 2% A 0.303
Shea Bivd: 96th Stio 144t St| ) g 50.03.1 RARF DES 2008 A 0.433
ITS Improvements|
RARF | ROW 2009 A 0.433
RARF | CONST | 2010 A 1.444
SheaBlvd atLoop 101) ¢ gia 50,031 RARF DES 2014 A 0.397
Intersection |mp|’0VEmentS
RARF | ROW 2015 A 0.325
RARF | CONST | 2016 A 2.887
SheaBivd at 110t St 5 ¢ gia 90.03.9 RARF DES 2014 A 0.043
Intersection Improvements|
RARF | ROW 2015 A 0.087
RARF | CONST | 2016 A 0.130
SheaBlvd at 114th SY )y 5140 50.03.k RARF DES 2009 A 0.043
Intersection |mprOVementS
RARF | ROW 2009 A 0.087
RARF | CONST | 2010 A 0.130
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FY09 Remain FY10 Remain
. Exp. In FY09 - Fund Work | FY for FY06 | FYO7 | FY08 | FY09
RTP Project RTP Code Reg Budget Reg Budget STATUS FY10 FY11 | FY12 | FY13 | FY14 | FYl5 | FY16 | FY17 | FY18 | FY19 | FY20 | FY21 | FY22 | FY23 | FY24 | FY25 | FY26 | FY27 FY28
! g 8ucg 2008$ 9BUCIEt | Type | Phase | Work 2005$ | 2006$ | 2007$ | 2008%
2008% 2009%
Shea Blvd at Frank Lloyd Wrighi o 542 50.03.1 RARF DES 2008 A 0.144
Blvd: Intersection Improvements|
RARF | ROW 2009 A 0.144
RARF | CONST | 2010 A 0.361
SheaBivd at 115th SY 5 ) gia 50.03.m RARF DES 2009 A 0.015
Intersection |mp|’OVem€nIS
RARF | ROW 2010 A 0.031
RARF | CONST | 2010 A 0.062
SheaBivd at 125t SY )y oia 90.03.N RARF DES 2010 A 0.062
Intersection Improvements|
RARF | ROW 2011 A 0.062
RARF | CONST | 2012 A 0.247
Shea BIVd at 135t St ¢y 54 20.03.0 RARF | DES | 2010 A 0015
Intersection |mp|’OVem€nIS
RARF | ROW 2011 A 0.031
RARF | CONST | 2012 A 0.062
Shea Bivd at 136th St ¢y 5141 20.03.p RARF | DES | 2009 A 0022
Intersection Improvements|
RARF | ROW 2010 A 0.007
RARF | CONST | 2011 A 0.144
Project Savings| RARF SAVE 2024 RD
Legacy Dr: Hayden Rd to X 0. |
88th Street ACI-UNH-10-03 | $  13419,358( $ $ 13,347,143
STP-MAG| DES 2019 A
STP-MAG| ROW 2020 A
STP-MAG| CONST | 2021 6673 | 6.674

MAG/Multi-Agency
ITS Program AOP-ITS-10-03 $  59,907,846| $ -| $ 59,585,462 CMAQ i i . X . X . . . . 2487 5834

Implementation Studies* APL-MAG-10-03 $  40,933,061] $ 1,675,668| $ 39,642,908 I d 3 . X . . . 3 . 2.332

134.895 119.594 | 124.935 102.707
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ARTERIAL LIFE CYCLE PROGRAM CHANGES: FY 2009 to FY 2010

Change Type

Add/Change Work P

Lead
Agency

Segment ID

Segment Name

Change Description

Add/Changerk Chandler ACI-QNC-10-03-B uCreek Rd: Mceen Rdto  |Added an additional ROW work phase for 2013

Phase Lindsay Rd

h k I R : A NST k phase f 10; Rei

Add/Change Wor Gilbert All-GUD-30-03 Guada u?e d/Cooper Rd dded.CO ST work phase for 2010; Reimbursements reallocated
Phase Intersection Improvements accordingly
A h k i : Del Pre-desi . i -desi i i

dd/Change Wor Mesa ACI-MCK-20-03-D McKeIhps Rd at Power Rd eleted Pre-design work phase. Consolidated pre-design with design
Phase Intersection Improvements
Add/Change Work Mesa ACI-MCK-20-03-E McKe|I|p§ Rd at Recker Rd: Deleted Pre-design work phase. Consolidated pre-design with design
Phase Intersection Improvments
Add/Ch Work Deleted Pre-desi k phase. lid -desi ith desi
Phas/e ange Wor Mesa ACI-MES-10-03-B | Mesa Dr at Broadway Rd eleted Pre-design work phase. Consolidated pre-design with design

Advanced from Phase Il to Phase I

Change in Proje;:t Sc

Change in Projct

ope/Segment

ACI-SAT-10-03-E

Limits

Advanced Scottsdale ACI-SAT-10-03-A

Interchange

Rai -L 101 Traffi Al fi Ph Il to Ph Il
Advanced Scottsdale ACI-SAT-10-03-B aintree -Loop raffic dvanced from Phase Ill to Phase

Interchange

Northsight Blvd: Hayd F Advanced fi Phase lll to Phase 1l
Advanced Scottsdale ACI-SAT-10-03-C © 5|g.t vd: Hayden to Frank vanced from Phase [ll to Phase

Lloyd Wright

Frank Lloyd Wright Frontage Rd: Advanced from Phase Ill to Phase ||
Advanced Scottsdale ACI-SAT-10-03-D Northsight to Greenway-Hayden

Loop

Advanced from Phase il to Phase |l

Advanced Scottsdale vance ase ase

Shea Blvd: Fountain Hills to

Redfield Rd: Scottsdale Rd to Hayden

Project segment limits extended to include Fountain Hills to Palisades. The

Scope/Segment Fountain Hills ACI-SHA-10-03-C new segment will be name Shea Blvd: Palisades Blvd to Technology Drive
. Technology Dr

Limits

Change in Project Extended segment limits. Original project on Sonoran Blvd from Central to

Scope/Segment Phoenix ACI-SON-10-03 Sonoran Blvd: Central to 32nd Street |32nd St. Rescoped project extends from 15th Ave to Cave Creek

Limits

Change in Project Union Hills Dr: Hayden Rd to Pima Rd renamed Legacy Dr: Hayden Rd to

Scope/Segment Scottsdale ACI-UNH-10-03 Union Hills Dr: Hayden Rd to Pima Rd |88th Street (Old Pima Rd); Segment renamed from Union Hills Dr. to Legacy

Limits Dr.
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ARTERIAL LIFE CYCLE PROGRAM CHANGES: FY 2009 to FY 2010

Lead . .
Change Type Segment ID Segment Name Change Description
Agency
Deferred
L T er e - oy T e s —
Deferred Chandler ACIGIL-10-03-C ilbert Rd: Chandler Heights Rd to eferred ROW from Phase | to Phase
Hunt Hwy
M R Deferred DES and ROW f Phase | to Ph
Deferred Chandler ACI-QNC-10-03-B QUeen Creek Rd: McQueen Rd to eferre S and ROW from Phase | to Phase Il
Lindsay Rd
Deferred Chandler All-CHN-30-03 Chandler at Kyrene Deferred DES, ROW, and CONST from Phase Il to Phase IlI
Def DES fi Ph ItoP IV. Def R
Deferred Chandler All-RAY-20-03 Ray Rd at Dobson Rd eferred DES from Phase | to Phase eferred ROW and CONST from
Phase Il to Phase IV
Deferred DES from Phase | to Phase Il. Deferred ROW from Phase | to
D -RAY-40- i kD
eferred Chandler All-RAY-40-03 Ray Rd at McClintock Dr Phase Il. Deferred CONST from Phase |l to Phase IIl.
Deferred ' Chandler All-RAY-50-03 Ray Rd at Rural Rd Deferred DES, ROW, and CONST from Phase Il to Phase IV
Deferred Chandler All-KYR-10-03 Kyrene Rd at Ray Rd Deferred DES, ROW, and CONST from Phase Il to Phase IV
R Al hool Rd: D NST Ph
Deferred Chandler Al-RAY-10-03 Ray Rd at' ma School Rd eferred CONST from Phase | to Phase Il
Intersection Improvements
h ler Blvd/Al hool: Def NST fi Ph ltoP Il
Deferred Chandler All-CHN-10-03 Chand er. vd/Alma Schoo eferred CONST from Phase | to Phase
Intersection Improvements
GILBERT Rd: Def d ROW and CONST fi Ph 1to Ph
Deferred Gilbert ACI-PWR-10-03-B Power Rd elerre an rom Phase | to Phase [
Santan Fwy to Pecos Rd
Eli Rd: D E It 1l
Deferred Gilbert Al-ELT-30-03 iot Rd ?t Cooper Rd eferred DES from Phase Il to Phase Il
Intersection Improvements
Elliot Rd at Val Vista Dr: Def DE ROW fi Ph It to Ph . Defi CONST f
Deferred Gilbert Al-ELT-50-03 io ? al Vista Dr eferred DES and ROW from Phase It to Phase eferred CONST from
Intersection Improvements Phase Il to Phase IV.
Deferred Gilbert Al-ELT-40-03 Elliot Rd at Gilbert Rd: Intersection Deferred CONST from Phase lll to Phase IV
Improvements
Mari Def d DES, ROW CONST f Ph IIto P v
Deferred aricopa ACI-ELM-10-03-C  |EI Mirage Rd: L303 to Jomax eferred DES, ROW, and CONST from Phase Il to Phase
County
j ONST def f FY2010 to FY
Deferred Né;r:;c;sa ACI-NOR-30-03-A  {Northern Parkway: Sarival to Dysart ¢ deferred from 010to FY2011
Deferred DES, ROW, and CONST deferred fi Phase | to Phase Il
Deferred Mesa ACI-PWR-20-03-A |Power Rd: EMF to Santan/Loop 202 | — o' ¢ an eferrecfrom Phase [ to Phase
Deferred Mesa ACI-BDW-10-03 Broadway Rd: Dobson to Country Deferred DES from 2009 to 2011, ROW from 2009 to 2012, and CONST from
Club 2010 to 2013
Deferred Mesa All-CCB-10-03 Country Club/University: IntersectionDeferred DES, ROW, and CONST deferred from Phase | to Phase Il
Improvements
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ARTERIAL LIFE CYCLE PROGRAM CHANGES: FY 2009 to FY 2010

Lead .
Change Type Segment ID Segment Name Change Description
Agency
lub/B i1 i D DESf Ph Ph
Deferred Mesa All-CCB-20-03 Country Club/Brown: Intersection eferred DES from Phase | to Phase Il
Improvements
dal Rd: R i Deferred DES, ROW, T f Ph Ph
Deferred Mesa ACI-GUD-10-03-B ?;Ja alupe Hawes Rd to Crimson |Deferre and CONST from Phase Il to Phase Ill
: Cri R Def DES, ROW, C
Deferred Mesa ACI-GUD-10-03-C Guasﬂa}upe Rd: Crimson Rd to eferred DES, ROW, and CONST from Phase Il to Phase IlI
Meridian Rd
Kellips Rd at Li : Def DES, R NST f Ph {to Ph
Deferred Mesa ACI-MCK-20-03-A McKe |p§ at Lindsay Rd eferred DES, ROW, and CONST from Phase | to Phase il
Intersection Improvements
Dr: Deferred CONS Phase I
Deferred Mesa ACI-MES-10-03-A Mesa Dr: US 60 eferred CONST from Phase | to Phase
to Southern Ave
D d Rd: D D h I to Ph I
Deferred Mesa ACI-MES-10-03-B Mesa r.at Broadway eferred DES from Phase | to Phase
Intersection Improvements
South Country Club Dr: Deferred DES and ROW from Phase | to Phase ||
Deferred Mesa ACI-SOU-10-03-A ern/ untry 2
Intersection Improvements
A : D DE R fi Ph
Deferred Mesa ACI-SOU-10-03-8 Southern. ve/Stapley Dr eferred DES and ROW from Phase | to Phase II
Intersection Improvements
Deferred Mesa ACI-SOU-10-03-C Southern‘ Ave/lindsay Rd: Deferred DES and ROW from Phase | to Phase |l
Intersection Improvements
Val Vista Dr: B i f Ph | to Ph I
Deferred Mesa ACI-VAL-10-03-A Aje ista Dr: Baseline Rd to SoutherniDeferred DES from Phase | to Phase
Deferred Mesa ACI-MCK-20-03-D McKeIIip§ Rd at Power Rd: Deferred CONST from Phase Il to Phase !l|
Intersection Improvements
Th Rd: Deferred DES, ROW, and NST f Ph | to Ph v
Deferred Mesa AC-THM-10-03 | oM@ , re and CONST from Phase | to Phase
Gilbert Rd to Val Vista Dr
Deferred from Phase Il to Phase IV
Deferred Scottsdale ACI-SAT-10-03-G  |Raintree Drive: Loop 101 to Hayden € 2
Deferred Scottsdale AC|-SAT-10-03-H Hayden Rd: Redfield to Raintree Deferred from Phase Il to Phase IV
CAP Canal South Frontage Rd: L Deferred from Phase Ill to Phase 1V
Deferred Scottsdale ACI-SAT-10-03-] anal south frontage Rd: Loop ase [l to Fhase
101 to Frank Lloyd Wright
Rd - L 1011 h Deferred from Phase IIl to Phase IV
Deferred Scottsdale ACI-SAT-10-03-J Hayden oop nterchange r as ase
Improvements
CONST deferred to FY 2010/2011
Deferred Scottsdale ACI-PMA-30-03 Pima Rd: McKellips Rd to Via Linda /
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ARTERIAL LIFE CYCLE PROGRAM CHANGES: FY 2009 to FY 2010

Change Type

Lead
Agency

Scottsdale

Segment ID

ACI-SAT-10-03

Segment Name

Scottsdale Airport Runway Tunnel

Change Description

Project deleted from ALCP and substituted with a series of arterial capacity
improvements called Scottsdale Airpark Area Capacity Improvements

h h ACI-ARZ-10- Ari Ave: Ocotillo Rd to H
Exchanged Chandler CI-ARZ-10-03 rizona Ave: Ocotillo Rd to Hunt Hwy from Phase Il to Phase IV.
Gilbert Rd: Ch Heights R Part of th h . Ray/Rural exch ith Gil Rd: Ch
Exchanged Chandler ACI-GIL-10-03-C ilbe andler Heights Rd to . of three way exchange. Ray/Rural exchanged wi ilbert Chandler
Hunt Hwy Heights to Hunt Hwy.
Exchanged with Arizona/Elliot. Ray at Dobson moved fi Phase Il t
Exchanged Chandler All-RAY-20-03 Ray Rd at Dobson Rd X gedwl izona/Elli y vedirom Fhase fto
Phase IV.
Exch ith Gilb : h | ights. 1
Exchanged Chandler AIILRAY-50-03 Ray Rd at Rural Rd xchanged wi ilbert Rd: Queen Creek to Chandler Heights. Ray Rd/Rura
Rd moved from Phase Il to Phase IV.
Exchanged Chandler AII-ARZ-16-03 Arizona Ave/Elliot Rd: Intersection Exchanged Arizona Ave/Elliot Rd in Phase IV with Ray Rd/Dobson Rd in
Improvements Phase ||
Exchanged Chandler ACI-GIL-10-03-A Gilbert Rd: SR-202L/Germann Exchanged with Arizona Ave: Ocotillo Rd to Hunt Hwy. Gilbert Rd moved
to Queen Creek Rd from Phase [V to Phase Il.
Gilbert Rd: Queen Creek Rd to Three way exchange - Gilbert Rd: Queen Creek to Chandler Heights with
Exch d Chandl ACI-GIL-10-03-B
xchange andier Chandler Heights Rd Ray/Rural. Gilbert Rd. moved from Phase IV to Phase |Il.
Elliot Rd at Higley Rd: Intersection |Exchanged with Ray Rd: Val Vista Dr to Power Rd
Exchanged Gilbert All-ELT-20-03 atrigley o & Y
Improvements
Exchanged with Elliot at Cooper, Elliot at Higley, Elliot at Val Vista, plus
Exchanged Gilbert ACI-RAY-10-03 Ray Rd: Val Vista Dr to Power Rd difference with Germann in FY2026. Ray Rd moved from FY 2027 to Phase
vV
. Elliot Rd at Cooper Rd: Exchanged with Ray Rd: Val Vista Dr to Power Rd. Moved Elliot at Cooper
Exch d Gilb All-ELT-30-0
xchange tbert 3 Intersection Improvements into FY 2027 before reprogramming with CMAQ
. Elliot Rd at Val Vista Dr: Exchanged with Ray Rd: Val Vista Dr to Power Rd. Moved Elliot at Cooper
Exchanged Gilbert AIl-ELT-50-03 . . . -
Intersection Improvements into FY 2027 before reprogramming with CMAQ
Elliot Rd at Gilbert Rd: Int tion |Exchanged with Germann Rd: Val Vista Dr to Higley Rd; Elliot/Gil
Exchanged Gilbert All-ELT-40-03 1ot Rd at iibe ntersectio gedw atvista sley /Gilbert
Improvements moved from Phase Il to Phase IV.
Ray Rd/Gilbert Rd: Exch d with G Rd: Val Vista Dr to Higley Rd. Ray/Gil
Exchanged Gilbert All-RAY-30-03 ay Rd/Gilbert Rd xchanged with Germann Rd: Val Vista Dr to Higley Rd. Ray/Gilbert moved

Intersection Improvements

from Phase Ill to Phase |V
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ARTERIAL LIFE CYCLE PROGRAM CHANGES: FY 2009 to FY 2010

Reallocation of

Reallocation of Project Sa\vlihgs” B

Lead ..
Change Type Segment ID Segment Name Change Description
Agency
Germann Rd: Val Vista Dr to Higle Exchanged Germann Rd with Elliot/Gilbert and Ray/Gilbert. Germann
Exchanged Gilbert ACI-GER-20-03-B Rd ’ giey moved from Phase IV to Phase llI. Difference remained in Phase IV
Exchanged Mesa AllSTA-10-03 Stapley D.r/University Dr: E)fchanged Stapley a't University with Thomas Rd from Gilbert Rd to Val
Intersection Improvements Vista. Stapley at University moved from Phase IV to Phase llI
T Rd: Exch dT R Gil R Val Vi i |
Exchanged Mesa ACI-THM-10-03 homas Rd xchanged Thomas Rd from Gilbert Rd to Val Vista with Stapley at

Project Savings

Reimbursement

Reimbursement Deferred

and Dynamite Rd to Cave Creek Rd

| GILBERT Power bb Pecos:

. . Scottsdale ACI-SAT-10-03-H Raintree Drive: Loop 101 to Hayden
Project Savings
Reallocation of Reallocated project savings to CONST

rocatior Scottsdale | ACI-SHA-20-03-A |Shea at 90th/92nd/96th Streets pro) g
Project Savings
Reallocation of Reallocated project savings to CONST

eatiocation Scottsdale | ACI-SHA-20-03-f  |Shea at 120/124th Streets allocated project saving S
Project Savings
Reallocation of Project Savings allocated to Shea Blvd Auxiliary Lanes from 90th St to Loop
Scottsdale ACI-SHA-10-03 Shea Blvd: SR 101 to SR-87
Project Savings a v ° 101, Shea Blvd at Via Linda, and Shea Blvd at Mayo
. ) Project Savings allocated to Pima Rd: Thompson Peak Parkway to Pinnacle
Reallocation of Pima Rd: SR101 to H Valley Rd
atiocatl Scottsdale ACI-PMA-10-03 appy vafley Peak, Pima Rd: Pinnacle Peak to Happy Valley Rd, and Pima Rd: Dynamite

to Stagecoach

bb of the reimbursement for CONST was deferred Phase | to

ilbert ACI-PWR-10-03-A

Deferred Gilbe 0 Intersection Improvements Phase Il

i Pi Rd: NST rei f 1]
Reimbursement Carefree ACI-PMA-10-03-E ima Rd: Stagecoach Rd to Cave co reimbursement was deferred to Phase
Deferred Creek
Reimbursement Carefree ACI-CER-10-03 Carefree Hwy: Cave Creek Rd to ROW reimbursement deferred to Phase IlI
Deferred Scottsdale Rd
Reimb A portion of th ject deferred to 2027 due to th ici

eimbursement Gilbert ACI-RAY-10-03 Ray Rd: Val Vista Dr to Power Rd portion e project was deferred to ue to the program deficit

Deferred
Reimbursement Maricopa ACI-MCK-30-03 McKellips Road Bridge over the Salt jReimbursement for CONST moved from Phase Il to Phase llI
Deferred County River
Reimbursement Maricopa ACI-MCK-40-03 McKellips Rd: Loop 101 (Pima Fwy) {Reimbursement for Project Savings moved from Phase Il to Phase llI
Deferred County to SRP-MIC/AlIma School Rd

i i : Cri Reimb dto FY 7
Reimbursement Mesa ACI-MCK-10-03-B McK.eI‘Ilps Rd: Crismon Rd to eimbursement deferred to FY 202
Deferred Meridian Rd
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ARTERIAL LIFE CYCLE PROGRAM CHANGES: FY 2009 to FY 2010

Lead ..
Change Type Segment ID Segment Name Change Description
Agency

Reimbursement Mesa ACI-PEC-10-03 Pecos Rd: Ellsworth Rd to Meridian |Reimbursement for CONST moved from Phase Il to Phase Il
Deferred Rd
Reimbursement Mesa ACIVAL-10-03-A Val Vista Dr: Baseline Rd to SoutherniReimbursement deferred from Phase Ill to Phase IV
Deferred Ave
Reimbursement Mesa ACI-VAL-10-03-B Val. Vist? Dr: Southern Ave to Reimbursement deferred from Phase Il to Phase IV
Deferred University Dr

i H Valley Rd: h A 7th A porti h i F
Reimbursement Phoenix ACI-HPV-20-03-D appy Valley Rd: 55th Ave to 67t portion of the CONST reimbursement was deferred to FY 2027
Deferred Ave
Reimbursement Scottsdale ACI-PMA-10-03-A Pima Rd: Thompson Peak Pkwy to A portion of the CONST reimbursement was deferred to Phase I
Deferred Pinnacle Peak Rd
Reimbursement Scottsdale ACI-PMA-10-03-D Pima Rd: Dynamite Blvd to A portion of the CONST reimbursement was deferred to Phase Ill
Deferred Stagecoach Pass

. Loop 101 (Pima Fwy) North Frontage |Reimbursement deferred from Phase [l to Phase Il
Reimbursement . .

Scottsdale ACI-SFN-10-03-B  {Rd: Pima Rd/Princess Dr to Hayden
Deferred
Rd
Reimb t Reimbursement for Project Savings deferred to FY 2027
eimbursemen Scottsdale | ACI-SHA-20-03-A  |Shea at 90th/92nd/96th Streets . ject saving

Deferred
Reimb t Reimbursement for Project Savings deferred to FY 2027
DZ:;’rr:(rjseme" Scottsdale | ACI-SHA-20-03-E  |Shea at 120/124th Streets ! n I gs deterredto

a corridor-wi udy,t e deVIdEd in

to

3 smaller segments. The new segments include:
- Sonoran Central: 10th St - 26th St

Segment Phoenix ACI-SON-10-03 Sonoran Blvd: Central to 32nd Street
- Sonoran East: 26th St - Cave Creek
- Sonoran West: 15th Ave - 10th St
Combined El Mirage Rd from Bell Rd to South of Beardsley (ACI-ELM-10-03-
A) with El Mirage Rd from South of Beardsley to Deer Valley (ACI-ELM-10-
Mari El Mi Rd: South of Beardsley Rd
Segment aricopa ACI-ELM-10-03-B Mirage outh of Bearasiey 03-B). Renamed segment El Mirage Rd from Bell Rd to Deer Valley Dr (ACI-
County to Deer Valley Rd

ELM-10-03-A) and removed ACI-ELM-10-03-B from the FY10 ALCP.
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ARTERIAL LIFE CYCLE PROGRAM CHANGES: FY 2009 to FY 2010

Lead L.
Change Type Segment ID Segment Name Change Description
Agency
Project moved from Phase Il to Phase | during FY2009. Fund type changed
from RARF to STP-MAG. Project was segmented into Beardsley Rd: Loop
Segment Peoria ACI-BRD-10-03 Beardsley Connector 101 to 83rd Ave/Lake Pleasant Parkway and Loop 101 at Beardsley
Rd/Union Hills Dr to coincide with construction activities.
k Lloyd Wright -L 101 Traffic |S t added rt of the S le Ai i
Segment Scottsdale ACI-SAT-10-03-A Frank Lloyd Wrig oop raffic |Segment added as pa.\ o e. cottsdale Airpark Area Capacity
Interchange Improvements substitute projects
Raintree -L 101 Traffi Segment added as part of the Scottsdale Ai k A it
Segment Scottsdale ACI-SAT-10-03-B aintree -oop I § p. . Irpark Area Capacity
Interchange Improvements substitute projects
Segment Scottsdale ACI-SAT-10-03-C Northsigr.\t Blvd: Hayden to Frank Segment added as pa'\rt of the‘ Scottsdale Airpark Area Capacity
Lloyd Wright Improvements substitute projects
Frank Lloyd Wright Frontage Rd: Segment added as part of the Scottsdale Airpark Area Capacity
Segment Scottsdale ACI-SAT-10-03-D Northsight to Greenway-Hayden improvements substitute projects
Loop
S t added rt of th ttsdale Airpark A it
Segment Scottsdale ACI-SAT-10-03-E Redfield Rd: Scottsdale Rd to Hayden egment added as pz.! © e. scottsdale Airpark Area Capacity
Improvements substitute projects
Se t added rt of the Scottsdale Airpark Area C i
Segment Scottsdale ACI-SAT-10-03-F  |Thunderbird-Raintree Loop gmen as pé © ) cottsdale Alrpark Area Capacity
Improvements substitute projects
S t added rt of the Scottsdale Airpark Area C it
Segment Scottsdale ACI-SAT-10-03-G Raintree Drive: Loop 101 to Hayden egment added as p? ° e' cottsdale Alrpark Area Lapacity
Improvements substitute projects
Segment added as part of the Scottsdale Ai k Area C i
Segment Scottsdale ACI-SAT-10-03-H Hayden Rd: Redfield to Raintree & addedas p. . cottsdale Alrpark Area Capacity
Improvements substitute projects
CAP Canal South Frontage Rd: Loo Segment added as part of the Scottsdale Airpark Area C it
Segment Scottsdale ACI-SAT-10-03-! u 28 i pa _ ale Alrpark Area Lapacity
101 to Frank Lloyd Wright Improvements substitute projects
Hayden Rd - Loop 101 Interchange [Segment added rt of the Scottsdale Ai k it
Segment Scottsdale |  ACI-SAT-10-03-) yeen P erchang & as part of the Scottsdale Airpark Area Capacity
Improvements Improvements substitute projects
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ARTERIAL LIFE CYCLE PROGRAM: Project Completions to Date

Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Completed | Reimbursed

Lead Agency RTP ID Segment Name

Project Completions

Queen Creek Rd: Arizona Ave to McQueen

Chandler ACI-QNC-10-03-A Rd 2009 2009

Chandler All-ARZ-10-03 Arizona Ave at Elliot Rd 2006 TBD
Arizona Ave/Ray Rd: Int ti

Chandler AILARZ-20.03  |/\rizona Ave/Ray Rd: Intersection 2007 2007
Improvement

Chandler All-ARZ-30-03 Arizona Ave at Chandler Blvd 2006 2008

Maricopa County ACI-ELM-10-03-D |El Mirage Rd: Deer Valley Drive to L303 2009 18D

Gilbert ACI-VAL-20-03 Val Vista Dr: Warner Rd to Pecos Rd 2006 2008

Phoenix ACI-HPV-20-03-A {Happy Valley: I-17 to 35th Ave 2005 TBD

Scottsdale ACI-PMA-10-03-F Pima Rd: SR101L to Thompson Peak Pkwy 2008 2008
Lake Pl t Pkwy: Union Hills t

Peoria ACI-LKP-10-03-B 2 feasan wy- Union Hifls to 2008 2006-2009
Dynamite Rd
Shea Blvd at 90th/92nd/96th: Intersectio

Scottsdale ACI-SHA-20-03-A /92nd/ section 2007 2009
Improvements

Shea Blvd at Via Linda (Phase1l):
Scottsdale ACI-SHA-20-03-C vd atVia Linda (Phase1) 2006 2009
Intersection Improvements

Shea Blvd at Mayo/134th St: Intersecti
Scottsdale ACI-SHA-20-03-F vd at Mayo/ niersection 2006 2009
Improvements

TBD - To be determined. Please refer to the currently approved version of the ALCP for the estimated fiscl year for reimbursement



FY 2010 ARTERIAL LIFE CYCLE PROGRAM:
MAG IMPLEMENTATION STUDIES

According to House Bill 2546, 10.5 percent of Regional Area Road Funds (RARF) collected is to be

allocated to arterial streets, including capital expenses and implementation studies. As established in

the MAG Regional Transportation Plan approved in 2003, 0.3 percent of RARF funds are allocated for

planning studies for the region. Implementation studies are conducted by MAG and approved in the
TABLE 1 MAG Unified Planning Work Program (UPWP).

Expenditures and Forecasted RARF Revenues

The funding allocated for implementation studies is

. Regional

:{'5‘3' I:E"pe"::dé (Rf}:?': Re;’;;;se) Budget contingent on RARF revenue collections. As a result,

ear orecaste mitlions R o
(20095) the amounts programmed in the ALCP are estimates

derived the ADOT RARF Revenue Forecasts published
annually. The remaining regional budget for the
implementation studies fluctuate concurrently with
the forecasts. Therefore, the amount of funding
e , published in the Arterial Life Cycle Program may vary
3.639 by fiscal year.

2010 350.900

2011 368.400 1337

2012 | Forecasted 396.000 1.437 Table 1 displays the RARF Revenue Forecast published
2013 427.700 1.552 by the Arizona Department of Transportation in the
2014 461.200 1.673 spring of 2009. Table 1 contains expenditures through

FY 2009 and the estimated funding available for
implementation studies for the next five years. Table 2 details all implementation studies funded by

RARF Revenues to date.
TABLE 2

MAG Implementation Studies (Current and Completed)

Please refer to the FY 2010 Arterial

Funding .
Life Cycle Program for additional RTP Code implementation Study Name ~ Amount :e'::‘(“s')
funding information pertaining to , . — ______{millions) |

the MAG Implementation Studies. uIvY -
Rail
APL-MAG-10-03-A MAG Commuter Rail Corridor 0.600 2009
Development Plan

For information about the MAG APL-MAG-10-03-8 High Speed Passenger Rail Strategic
Implementation Studies conducted, Plan - Phase Il Report

please contact MAG Staff at 602-
254-6300.

0.020 2007

UP Yuma West Commuter Rall
APL-MAG-10-03-C Corridor Development Planand 1.076 2009
Commuter Rail System Study




ATTACHMENT FOUR



Functional Classification Worksheet

Road Name: Estrella Drive Length; 1:5 Miles
Limits (termini): 67th Avenue to San Juan Avenue

Current Functional Classification: None
Proposed Functional Classification: Rural Major Collector
Most recent traffic count (ADT): 600 Year: May, 2009

Is this request consistent with the transportation plan? (circle one)(®Yes orC)lo

Has the local agency (owner) committed to funding any construction projects on this route
(i.e. new construction, improvements, etc) , excluding or outside of any Federal funds?

(circle one) OYes or@o
If yes, attach a copy of any documentation to this request

Has the regional planning body approved this request? (circle oneYes on@!o
If yes, attach a copy of either a) an adopted resolution passed by the regional planning body; or (b) an
approved motion shown in the minutes from an official meeting of the regional planning body.

Request Criteria: Describe the reason for this request below (attach additional pages as necessary).
If applicable, provide information on any specific traffic generators, population/housing changes
(official Census or DES estimates), private or public development in the area, commercial/industrial
activity and any other pertinent information that will help to justify this request. Please cite specific
data and data sources for all figures used in the justification. Attach a map of the area with the route
indicated on the map. Maps may be printed from the ADOT website at http://tpd.az.gov. Legible,
handwritten notes on the map are acceptable.

Estrella Drive provides a primary connection between 51st Avenue in Phoenix through the the area and the facility
is currently experiencing significant heavy traffic movements from 51st Avenue . Traffic volumes on the roadway
average 600.

Currently the west end of the facility is classified as a rural major collector and extension of the facility to St. Johns
Road would help to complete the rural major collector network in the area. As southwestern portions of the
urbanized area develop it is anticipated that this route will experience more traffic.







Functional Classification Worksheet

Road Name: Fecos Road Length: 0-8 Miles
Limits (termini): 51st Avenue to East of Tashquinth Drive

Current Functional Classification: None
Proposed Functional Classification: Rural Major Collector

Most recent traffic count (ADT): 1480 Year: May, 2009

Is this request consistent with the transportation plan? (circle one) Yes or{lo

Has the local agency (owner) committed to funding any construction projects on this route
(i.e. new construction, improvements, etc) , excluding or outside of any Federal funds?
(circle one) OvYes or(®io

If yes, attach a copy of any documentation to this request

Has the regional planning body approved this request? (circle oneYes m@*lo
If yes, attach a copy of either a) an adopted resolution passed by the regional planning body; or (b) an
approved motion shown in the minutes from an official meeting of the regional planning body.

Request Criteria: Describe the reason for this request below (attach additional pages as necessary).
If applicable, provide information on any specific traffic generators, population/housing changes
(official Census or DES estimates), private or public development in the area, commercial/industrial
activity and any other pertinent information that will help to justify this request. Please cite specific
data and data sources for all figures used in the justification. Attach a map of the area with the route
indicated on the map. Maps may be printed from the ADOT website at http://tpd.az.gov. Legible,
handwritten notes on the map are acceptable.

Pecos Road provides the primary connection between 51st Avenue and the rural community in the area. Traffic
volumes on the roadway average 1,450.

There is significant potential for major growth in traffic as growth in residential and commercial development is
likely in the corridor and as the facility connects the rural community to developed urban areas in the southwest
Valley through 51st Avenue.







Functional Classification Worksheet

Road Name: Vulture Mine Road Length; 1.5 Miles
Limits (termini): From State Highway 60 northward 1o the Werminus of the Wickenburg town limits

Current Functional Classification: Rural Local Strest

Proposed Functional Classification: Rural Major Collector

Most recent traffic count (ADT): 3803 Year: 2007

Is this request consistent with the transportation plan? (circle one)®Yes orQOio

Has the local agency {owner) committed to funding any construction projects on this route
{i.e. new construction, improvements, etc) , excluding or outside of any Federal funds?
(circle one)(®¥es orOio

If yes, attach a copy of any documentation to this request

Has the regional planning body approved this request? (circle ane)@\'as Ot(:)la
If yes, attach a copy of either 3) an adopted resolution passed by the regional planning body; or (b) an
approved motion shown in the minutes from an official meeting of the regional planning body.

Request Criteria: Describe the reason for this request below (attach additional pages as necessary).
If applicable, provide information on any specific traffic generators, population/housing changes
{official Census or DES estimates), private or public development in the area, commercial/industrial
activity and any other pertinent information that will help to justify this request. Please cite specific
data and data sources for all figures used in the justification. Attach a map of the area with the route
indicated on the map. Maps may be printed from the ADOT website at hitp://ind.az.qov. Legible,
handwritten notes on the map are acceptable.

Vulture Mine Hoad nodh of highway 60 and extending northward o the town limits, is & major traffic route between
State Highways 50 and 83. Trucks and auwtos traveling east on Highway 60 and wishing to reach Highway 83
iNorth and avoid downlown Wickenburg frequently use this portion of Vulture Ming Road. The samé for the trucks
and auto traveling in the opposite direction. A mejor subdivision located on this road is under construction. A large
number of individual homes have been built along this road. A major golf course is located on this road. Alarge
sawer line is in the process of being located along this read to serve current and anticipated growth. A nationaily
recognized heahh treatment centeér is located on this portion of Vulture Mine Road. it serves patients from around
the world. A major commercialfresidential {approximately 2,000 homes) and recreation center is under construction
at the end of this section of Vislture Mine Road. The portion of the road being submifted as a candidate fora
classification change will be ons of only two atcess routes to this center. Finally, trucks frequently travel the entire
langth of Vulture Mine Road from Interstate 10 1o highway 93, creating additional burdens to this road.




Street Transportation
The functional street classification system of the Town of Wickenburg is comprised of principal arterial roadways, major

and minor arterial roadways, collector streets and local roads.

Arterials

Principal arterial roadways provide regional connections between communities and beyond, to major urban areas. They
are designed to carry the maost volume with the longest trip lengths on a minimum percentage of miles when compared to
the total miles of streets in a community. Characteristics of principal arterials emphasize the movement of traffic,
particularly for regional trip purposes providing continuity throughout the region or state, with limited direct access to
adjacent land uses, and infrequent intersections with spacing generally at one mile intervals. These roadways may only

represent 5-10% of the total road miles in a community but could carry 40-55% of the traffic volume.

The Principal artenals in the Wickenburg planning area include:
« US 60
« U.S 93

»  Vullure Mine Road

As principal arterials link through more densely-built portions of the Town they provide the framework for a continuous
community street system that accommodates access 1o local land uses and shorter trip lengths. Characteristics of major
(U.S. 60, U.S. 93) and minar (Vulture Mine Road) arterials include appropriately-spaced curb cuts for properties fronting

on the roadway, channeling traffic from collector streets for community trip purposes and managing vehicular flow with
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