
MARICOPA
 
ASSOCIATION of
 

GOVERNMENTS
 
302 North 1st Avenue, Suite 300 .. Phoenix, Arizona 85003
 

Phone (602) 254-6300 A FAX (602) 254-6490
 
E-mail: mag@mag.maricopa.gov A Web site: www.mag.maricopa.gov
 

June 17, 2009 

TO: Members of the MAG Transportation Review Committee 

FROM: David Moody, City of Peoria, Chair 

SUBJECT: MEETING NOTIFICATION AND TRANSMITTAL OF TENTATIVE AGENDA 

Thursday, June 25,2009,10:00 a.m.
 
MAG Office, Suite 200, Saguaro Room
 
302 North 1st Avenue, Phoenix
 

A meeting of the MAG Transportation Review Comnlittee (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 110ted 
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 ofthe 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, nlembers 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 YOllr jllrisdiction 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
 

COMMITTEE ACTION REQUESTED 
1.	 Call to Order 

2.	 Approve Draft minutes of the May 28,2009 
meeting. 

2.	 Approval of Draft May 28,2009 Minutes 

3.	 Approve Draft minutes of the June 8, 2009 
meeting. 

3.	 Approval of Draft June 8, 2009 Minutes 

4.	 Call to the Audience 4.	 For information and discussion. 

An Opportllnity will be provided to menlbers
 
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
 
Tral1sportation Review Committee requests an
 
exception to this limit.
 

5.	 Transportation Director's Report 5.	 For information and discussion. 

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

ITEMS TO BE HEARD 

6.	 Project Changes Amendment and 6. For information, discussion and 
Administrative Modification to the FY recommendation to approve of amendments 
2008-2012 MAG Transportation Improvement and admil1istrative modifications to the FY 
Program 2008-2012 Transportation Improvement 

Program, and as appropriate, to the Regional 
The Fiscal Year 2008-2012 Transportation Transportation Plan 2007 Update.
 
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 handollt of proposed
 
anlendments and admil1istrative modifications
 



to the FY 2008-2012 TIP will be provided at 
the meeting. 

7.	 Final Closeout of the Federal Fiscal Year 
(FFY) 2009 MAG Federally Funded Progranl 

The Interinl FFY2009 MAG Closeout is on 
the June 24, 2009 Regional Council agenda 
for approval and includes the deferral and 
deletion of federal funds from 30 projects 
totaling $14 million dollars. In addition, the 
Interim FFY2009 MAG Closeout lists 36 
projects to be funded by Closeout Funds 
totaling $28.7 million and a contingency list 
oftwo rank ordered projects. An update will 
be provided regarding any changes to the 
identification of deferred projects and any 
additional funds. 

8.	 DRAFT Project Listings and Schedule for the 
2010-2014 Tral1sportation Improvement 
Program(TIP) 

The deadline for submitting updated 
information or new locally and privately 
funded projects for the Draft FY 2010-20141 
TIP was January 2009. Since then, the 
schedule for the 2010-2014 MAG TIP has 
been modified. A draft copy of the Project 
Listing is available for public review and 
comment, which includes updated and new 
projects, MAG federally funded projects, 
arterial street life cycle program projects, and 
transit projects. The freeway and transit life 
cycles are in final development stages. The 
Draft FY 2010-2014 MAG TIP Project Listing 
will be 11anded out at the meeting. Please 
refer to Attachment One for the Cllrrent 2010
2014 TIP schedule. 

9.	 Regional Freeway and Highway Program 
Proposition 400 Update 

At the May meeting, the Transportation Policy 
Committee received an update on a tentative 
scenario bridging the $6.6 billion gap in the 
Regional Freeway and Highway Program. 
The scenario is based upon four principles: (1) 

7.	 For information and discussion, and possible 
action to recommend approval of the Final 
Closeollt for Federal FY 2009 and recommend 
anlending/adjusting the FY 2008-2012 MAG 
TIP and the RTP 2007 Update as needed. 

8. For informatiol1 and discussion. 

9. For informatiol1 and discussion. 



principles: (1) identifying key program 
management strategies that can be 
implen1ented based on recent lower 
construction and right-of-way costs; (2) 
conducting value engineering for 
SR-202L/South Mountain and SR-303L to 
identify potential savings, yet maiI1tain high 
levels of safety and capacity; (3) carrying 
forward critical widening projects in the urban 
core and building out the metropolitan high 
occupancy vehicle system; and (4) deferring 
select add general capacity lane projects, 
corridors, and traffic interchanges slated for 
later phases of the Regional Transportation 
Plan (RTP) to a future phase or when program 
revenues return. MAG Staff will provide 
additional details to the Committee about the 
tentative scenario including a project listing of 
the Regional Freeway and Highway Program 
projects that identifies the present RTP action 
and the proposed action as recommended by 
this tentative scenario. At the meeting, MAG 
Staff will request for comments on the 
tentative scenario from the Committee. 

10. Update on the I-81l-10 Hidden Valley 
Transpoliation Fran1ework Study 

MAG is in the process of concluding the 
Interstates 8 and 10 Hidden Valley 
Transportation Framework Study in 
association with the Arizona Department of 
Transportation, the Maricopa County 
Department of Transportation, the Pinal 
County Department of Public Works, the 
Town ofBuckeye, the cities ofGoodyear and 
Maricopa, and contribu~ing partners from 
Central Arizona Association ofGovernn1ents 
and the City ofCasa Grande. MAG Staffwill 
provide an update on recent progress, 
including transportation framework 
recommendation put forth by the project team 
and funding partners for the study area. 
Materials will be provided at the meeting. 

11. Member Agency Update 

This section of the agenda will provide 

10. For information and discussion. 

11. For information and discussion. 



Committee members with an opportunity to
 
share information regarding a variety of
 
transportation-related issues within their
 
respective communities.
 

12. For information and discussion. 12. Next Meeting Date 

The next regular TRC meeting will be
 
scheduled Thursday, July 23, 2009 at 10:00
 
a.m. in the MAG Office, Saguaro Room. 



DRAFT MINUTES OF THE
 
MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
 

TRANSPORTATION REVIEW COMMITTEE
 

May 28,2009
 
Maricopa Association of Governments Office
 

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

MEMBERS ATTENDING 
Peoria: David Moody 

*ADOT: Floyd Roehrich 
Avondale: David Fitzhugh 
Buckeye: Scott Lowe 
Chandler: Patrice Kraus 
El Mirage: Pat Dennis for Lance Calvert 

*Fountain Hills: Randy Harrel 
*Gila Bend: Rick Buss 
*Gila River: Doug Torres 

Gilbert: Michelle Gramley for Tami Ryall
 
Glendale: Terry Johnson
 
Goodyear: Cato Esqllivel
 
Guadalupe: Gino Turrubiartes
 
Litchfield Park: Mike Cartsonis
 
Maricopa COllnty: John Hauskins
 

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 
* Menlbers neither present nor represented by proxy. 

OTHERS PRESENT
 
Eric Anderson, MAG
 
Monique de los Rios-Urban, MAG
 
Dean Giles, MAG
 
Bob Hazlett, MAG
 
Roger Herzog, MAG
 
Nathan Pryor, MAG
 
Steve Tate, MAG
 
Eileen Yazzie, MAG
 
Bob Antilla, Valley Metro/RPTA
 
Jim Mathien, METRO
 
Kwi-Sung Kang, ADOT
 
Andy Granger, City of Peoria
 

Mesa: Scott Butler 
Paradise Valley: Bill Mead for Robert M. 

Cicarelli 
Phoenix: Ed Zuercher 
Queen Creek: Mark Young 
RPTA: Bryan Jungwirth 
Scottsdale: Dave Meinllart for 

Mary O'ColIDor 
Surprise: Randy Overmyer 
Tempe: Carlos de Leon for Chris Salomone 
Valley Metro Rail: John Farry 
Wickenburg: Gary Edwards 
Yollngtown: Grant Anderson for Lloyce 

Robinson 

Pedestrian Working Group: Brandon Forrey, 
City of Peoria 

*Transportation Safety Committee: Kerry 
Wilcoxon, City of Phoenix 

+ - Attended by Videoconference 
# - Attended by Audioconference 

Jenna Goad, City of Glendale
 
Jorie Bresnahan, City ofPhoel1ix
 
Paul Gilmore, Town of Litchfield Park
 
Dan Cook, City of Chandler
 
Paul Ward, Olsson and Assoc.
 
Wylie Bearup, City of Phoenix
 
Shane Silby, City of Phoenix
 
Chaun Hill, City of Phoenix
 
Mike Sabatini, Maricopa County
 
Clem Ligocki, Maricopa County
 
Tom Remes, City of Phoenix
 

1
 



1. Call to Order 

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

2. Approval of April 23, 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 millutes. 
Mr. Mark Young from the Town of Queen Creek seconded the motion, and the minutes were 
subsequently approved by unanimous voice vote of the Committee. 

3. Call to the Audience 

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

4. Trallsportation Director's Report 

Mr. Moody invited Mr. Eric Anderson from MAG to present the Transportation Director's 
Report. Mr. Anderson reported the Regional Area Road Fund (RARF) revenues had continued 
to decrease. He stated that the April RARF revenues decreased by approximately 17.8 percent 
compared to April 2008. He informed the Committee that the year-to-date RARF revenues 
were down 13 percent. 

Mr. Anderson reported that forecast for the fiscal year was approximately $380 million. He 
added that RARF revenue collections for the year would not meet the forecasted amount due 
to the reduced revenue collections. He stated that actual revenue collections would be closer 
to $330 to $335 million. Mr. Anderson explained the implications of the actual revenue 
collections would be lower revenues for the current fiscal year as well as a negative impact on 
the fiscal balance projections for the program. 

Mr. A1lderson annollilced that the Arizona Department ofTransportation (ADOT) would begin 
the process of revising the revenue forecasts ill August 2009. He stated that process would 
include an expert panel discussion, which was the first step in revising the forecasts. He 
informed the Committee that the revised projection would probably be released in late October 
or November 2009. 

Next, Mr. Anderson reported on the Highway User Revenue Fund (HURF) revenue and 
forecast of which cities and counties receive half of the revenues collected. He stated that 
HURF revenue collections were 9 percent lower than forecasted and 6.6 percent lower than the 
previous year. Mr. Anderson explained the implication ofthe reduction was $125 nlillion less 
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in HURF revenues for the fiscal year (FY) 2009. He added that while cities and counties 
received half of the revenues collected, the remaining share was allocated to ADOT for tIle 
State Highway Fund. Mr. Anderson also reported a significant decrease in gas tax revenues 
as well as vehicle licensing tax collections. 

Continuing on, Mr. Anderson recalled discussions with John Halikowski, the ADOT Director, 
in regards to the ADOT FY 2009 and 2010 budget. Mr. Anderson informed the Committee 
that the State Legislature had swept over $300 million in ADOT hlnding to balance the State 
general fund in FY 2009. He added that the draft FY 2010 State budget being reviewed by the 
Legislatllre included the transfer of an additional $127 million of ADOT funding. He 
explained the trallsfer of funds included the sweeping of fUllds as well as funding reductions. 

Mr. Anderson stated that ADOT was experiencing cash flow difficulties as a result of the 
reduced funding. He added that ADOT was using a portion of the agency's cash reserves in 
order to meet financial obligations. He stated that tIle proposed funding sweeps in FY 2010, 
if they occur, would likely result in a reduction of full time employees at ADOT. 

Mr. Anderson reported that ADOT currentlywas pursuing an ambitious state highway program 
as well as contending with a significant influx ofstimulus funded projects. As a result, ADOT 
cash flow requirements were notable higher. He explained that for federally funded projects, 
ADOT was required to provide funding for the projects beforehand and then be reimbursed by 
the Federal Highways Adnlinistration (FHWA) through the federal process. He stated the cash 
flow requirements would impact the ability to deliver the freeway program as planned. 

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

5.	 Project Cllanges - 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 Transportation Programming Manager, to 
presellt proposed project changes to the MAG Transportatioll Improvement Program (TIP) and 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2009 Arterial Life Cycle Program (ALCP). Ms. Yazzie directed the 
Committee's attention to a six page handout of project changes provided at their places. 

Ms. Yazzie directed the Committee's attention to page 1 of the handout. She noted a request 
by ADOT to defer specific projects to FY 2010. She explained that the proposed changes to 
the ADOT projects did not constitute a major change or amendment to the actual project. Ms. 
Yazzie also noted a request to add three Safe Routes to School projects to the TIP for FY 2010. 
She reported a request to modify two highway projects funded by the American Recovery and 
Reinvestment Act of 2009 (ARRA). 

Ms. Yazzie stated that the remaining projects listed in the handout were transit projects. She 
explained that MAG Staff had been coordinating with tIle Regional Public Transit Authority 
(RPTA)/Valley Metro on corrections to trallsit projects in FY 2008 and 2009 listed ill the TIP. 
She stated the corrections were needed for the TIP data to correspolld to information provided 
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on RPTA grant applications. 

Then, Ms. Yazzie directed the Committee's attention to four transit projects listed. She stated 
that two Avondale and two Goodyear projects had requested to modify and amend the projects 
related to ARRA funding. She also referenced nine projects on page five related to the 
Phoenix Sky Trai11. Ms. Yazzie informed the Comnlittee that they Phoenix Sky Train project 
was approved at the April meeting ofthe MAG Regional COlfficil to be included in the TIP 
after air quality conformity had been determined. She stated that a 30-day public comment 
period and hearings on the Pll0enix Sky Train project's air quality conformity were underway. 
She reported that the project would be heard at through tIle MAG Committee process in June 
a11d July for approval based on the redetermi11ation of confoffility. 

Ms. Yazzie stated the item was on the agenda for action and asked ifthere were any questions 
about her presentation. Mr. Grant Anderson from the Town ofYoungtown inquired about the 
increased funding listing for a City ofGoodyear highway project. In particular, he inquired if 
the increased funding matched the regional sub-allocation ofARRA funds. Ms. Yazzie stated 
yes, adding that Goodyear was requesting the reallocation of ARRA fllnding from the transit 
projects to the highway project. A brief discussion followed. 

Mr. Joml Hauskins from Maricopa County motioned approve the project changes to FY 2008 
2012 TIP and FY 2009 ALCP. Mr. Young from the TOWIl of Queen Creek seconded the 
motion, and the projects cha11ges were approved by a llnanimous voice vote ofthe Committee. 

6. Interim Closeout of the Federal Fiscal Year (FFY) 2009 MAG Federally Funded Program 

Continuing on, Mr. Moody invited Ms. Eileen Yazzie, the MAG Transportation Programming 
Manager, to present 011 the Federal Fiscal Year (FFY) 2009 Interim Closeout.. Ms. Yazzie 
directed the Committee's attentio11 to a series of revised handouts at their places. She 
apologized for the short notice in regards to the handouts and stated that many ofthe revisions 
to the 11a11douts were minor clerical revisions. Ms. Yazzie stated she would discuss each 
revised handout with the Committee. 

First, Ms. Yazzie referred to a new memorandum on the FFY 2009 Federal Funds Interim 
Closeout. She explained the new memorandum included updated information on additional 
deferrals, miscalculations, and additional funding. She reported that the available funding for 
closeollt had increased from $28.4 million to $28.7 million. 

Next, Ms. Yazzie directed the Committee's attention to Table A, which listed proposed project 
deferrals and deletions. She stated the revised handout included two additional project 
deferrals and the deletion of a project. She explained the City of Scottsdale had requested to 
defer two projects, and the City of Goodyear had requested to remove a project. Ms. Yazzie 
informed the Conlffiittee that the fllndi11g from project deferrals and deletions had increased 
from $13.7 nlillion to $14 million. She also directed the Committee's attentio11 to the City of 
Scottsdale's deferraljustificatio11 memorandum at their seats, whicll had not been included in 
the agenda packet mailout. 
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Continuing on, Ms. Yazzie directed the Committee's attention to the revised Table B at their 
places. She stated that Table B listed projects proposed to received funding through the 
closeout process. She explained that a series of clerical corrections had been made to the 
revised table. Ms. Yazzie stated that the City of Surprise project on Dove Valley Road had 
beell reprioritized as a Priority 1A project instead of a Priority 3 as previously listed. She 
explained the reprioritization was due to a clerical error made by MAG Staff. Ms. Yazzie 
alillounced the omission ofa Priority 2 MAG traffic signal optimization project, which had not 
beeillisted in the original mailing. She stated the omission was an error on the part ofMAG 
Staff. 

Ms. Yazzie informed the Committee that one ofthe requirements for the closeollt process was 
the late submittals for funding new projects would not be accepted. She stated that rule was 
enacted last year; however, at the recommendation of the Transportation Review Conlll1ittee 
projects submitted late would be included in the project listing and amlotated as late submittals. 
Ms. Yazzie reported that the original project listing mailed out with agellda packet did not 
include the required annotations. She stated the revised table included alillotations in the notes 
colllmn adding that eight projects in the various priority categories were annotated as late 
submittals. 

Then, Ms. Yazzie directed the Committee's attention to a memorandum approved on Tuesday 
by the Air Quality Technical Advisory Committee, wllich was also at their seats. She stated 
that two Congestion Mitigation alld Air Quality (CMAQ) evaluation tables were attached to 
the memorandum. She explained that Table A provided a project ranking based on cost 
effectiveness scores, and Table B provided the cost-effectiveness rankings with an additional 
prioritization of PM-1 0 and paving projects. 

After providing all overview ofthe revised handouts, Ms. Yazzie summarized Section 600 of 
the Draft FFY 2009 Federal Fund Programming Principles (Draft Principles), which addressed 
project deferrals. She explained that for all projects, member agencies would be allowed a one 
time deferral witll0utjustification. She stated that requests to defer a project for a second time 
or more required the sponsoring agency to submit a deferral justification letter explaining why 
the project should remaill in the MAG Federal Fund Program. Ms. Yazzie provided a brief 
overview of the deferral justification letters submitted. 

Ms. Yazzie announced that two agencies had requested a one tinle deferral. The first project 
was an intelligent transportation systems (ITS) project for $166,000. The second project was 
a pedestrian project programmed to received $1.1 million in federal funding. Ms. Yazzie also 
summarized the requests to remove federal funds from projects. She stated that MAG Staff 
had received request to remove federal funds from three paving projects for $385,000 and two 
ITS projects for $227,000. She add that four of the five projects would completed with local 
funds instead of the federal fUllds programmed. 

Mr. Eric Anderson, the MAG Transportation Director, directed the Committee's attention to 
a memorandum mailed with the agenda packet addressing member agencies' financial 
commitment. Mr. Anderson expressed concenlS about the financial condition ofmany of the 
MAG member agencies in light of the econonlic dOWlltllnl. He stated that several closeout 
funding requests involved increasing the amount offunding allocated to projects progr~unmed 
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in FFY 2009 and expressed concerns about the ability ofjurisdictions to obligate projects in 
the current FFY if the request for additional funds were not granted. He opined that the many 
ofthe jurisdictions probably wOILld not be able to obligate projects ifthe request for additional 
funds were denied. He explained that tIle jurisdictional inability to obligate projects would 
result in a higher carry forward of federal funds for the region. 

Mr. Eric Anderson noted the illcreasing concenlS of FHWA on the amount of carry forward 
alld unobligated balances occurring nationally. He encouraged member agencies to review the 
federally funded projects in their jurisdiction and asked member agencies to notify MAG Staff 
if projects could not be obligated as programmed. Mr. Andersoll stressed that the TIP is 
required by federal law to be fiscally constrained by both reasonably available revenues as well 
as committed revenues. 

Mr. Eric Anderson explained that MAG was prohibited from including unfunded projects in 
the Transportation Improvement Program. He stated that the fiscal balance was particularly 
important because the MAG Region was a non-attainment area. He informed the Committee 
that some Metropolitan Plannillg Organizations (MPOs) have had their TIPs rejected because 
they did not meet the federal requirement of fiscal cOllstraillt. He emphasized the need for 
member agencies to closely review all projects to ensure the fiscal integrity ofthe MAG TIP. 

Chairman Moody inquired ifit would be appropriate for MAG Staffto provide the Committee 
with a listing ofprojects by agency that had committed to obligate a project in the current FFY 
and failed to do so. He explailled by providing such a list it would enable the Committee to 
determine which jurisdictions were failing to meet their financial commitnlents. Mr. Eric 
Anderson replied that MAG Staff could provide the information to the Committee at their 
request. 

Continuing on, Ms. Yazzie discussed the availability of closeout funds for projects listed in 
Table B. Ms. Yazzie explained to the Committee that if a decision on the closeout funding 
allocations was not decided at the current TRC meeting, that a special meeting of the TRC 
would be required to keep the FFY 2009 Closeout Process on schedule. 

Ms. Yazzie then sllmmarized the financials of the FFY 2009 Closeout. She stated that 
approximately $28.7 million available through the closeout process. Ms. Yazzie reported that 
$154 millioll in CMAQ and STP funds had been allocated to the region, and of that, $138.7 
million were programmed. She stated that MAG Staff received requests to defer or remove 
$14 million in federal filnds from project programmed in FFY 2009. She requested that $22 
million in STP filllds be carried forward to maintain the fiscal balance of the Arterial Life 
Cycle Program (ALCP). Ms. Yazzie explained that based on these calculations the fllnding 
available for the FFY 2009 Federal Fund Closeout was $28.7 million in unobligated funds. 

Then Ms. Yazzie provided an overview of the principles guidillg the FFY 2009 Closeout 
process. She stated the FFY 2009 closeout was guided by tIle Draft Principles and outlined the 
principles established in Section 700, which addressed the prioritization ofunobligated federal 
funds. She reminded the Committee that priorities listed in the Draft Principles have been 
applied to the process for numerous years and dated back to the 1990s. Under the Draft 
Principles, projects proposed to receive closeout funds would be selected in priority order as 
follows: 
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•	 Advancing projects (or phases ofprojects) ofthe same mode, currently programmed in 
the approved Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) with MAG federal funds 
from a future year, in chronological order of the TIP; 

•	 Adding additional federal funds to an existing, unobligated project, up to the originally 
programmed, federal-aid maximum, or the maximum established by the mode in the 
RTP, whichever is less. 

•	 New projects 

Ms. Yazzie informed the Comnlittee that based on the requests received during the submittal 
process that subcategories for the three priorities had been developed. She then summarized 
the priorities codes applied to FFY09 Closeollt Process, which included: 

1 == Advancing a project 
lA == Advallcing a portion of COllstruction project for a new design phase 
1 - 2 == Advancing a project and requestillg additional funds for that project 
2 == Requesting additional funds for a project 
2# == Requesting additional funds for previously obligated project 
3 == Requesting new funds for a project 
3A == Requesting new CMAQ funds on a TEA funded project 
* == Requesting to use funds from a deleted project 

Ms. Yazzie then provided an overview of the projects submitted for FFY09 Closeout by 
priority category. Slle stated that 70 projects requestillg $78.3 million were submitted for 
consideration, of those, seven were subnlitted late. Ms. Yazzie reported that one project 
requesting $350,000 was categorized a Priority 1. She stated that six projects requesting $1.3 
million were categorized a Priority lA, alld eight projects requesting to advance $5.6 million 
and allocate an addition $6.4 million were categorized a Priority 1-2. She stated that two 
Priority 1-2 projects were submitted late for consideration. 

Ms. Yazzie then called the Committee's attelltioll to a City of Sllrprise project listed ill the 
Priority 1-2 Category. She explained the City was seeking either $500,000 or $1.2 million of 
the same project. In addition, the City was requesting to apply $541,208 from a federally 
funded project removed by the City from the MAG Federal Fund Program. Ms. Patrice Kraus 
asked for clarification on the Surprise request. Ms. Yazzie explained tllat the City of Surprise 
would like to either receive $1.2 millioll in funding for the project or apply tIle $541 ,208rom 
the deleted project and request an additiollal $500,000. 

Chairman Moody inquired how late submittals were handled during the FFY 2008 Federal 
Fllnd Closeout Process. Ms. Yazzie stated that during FFY 2008, three projects were 
submitted late for fllnding consideration. She added that those were not removed from funding 
consideration; however, the projects were moved to the end ofthe prioritized listing ofprojects 
for funding consideration. A brief discussion followed. 

Moving on, Ms. Yazzie reported tllat 20 projects requesting $26.7 millioll in funding were 
classified as Priority 2 projects. She stated that the City of Phoenix had requested to apply 
$800,000 from deleted project to one of the City's Priority 2 projects. Slle added that one 
Priority 2 project had been submitted late for consideration. Ms. Yazzie informed the 
Committee that four projects requesting $10.6 million in funding were classified as Priority 
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2# projects, and of those three had been subnlitted late for consideration. 

Ms. Yazzie then addressed Priority 3, which included requests for new funds or to fllnd new 
projects. She reported that 30 projects requesting $28 million in fllnding were classified as 
Priority 3 projects. She announced that the Town of Buckeye and the City of Surprise had 
requested to use funds from deleted projects on three Priority 3 projects. She stated that one 
Priority 3 project had been submitted late for consideration. 

Ms. Yazzie informed the Committee of a clerical error regarding the Priority 3 category. She 
explained the City ofGlendale had submitted a $1 million light rail alternative analysis project 
for consideration, which had not be included in the project listing. She stated the project would 
be i11cluded in the project listing as the agenda item was moved through the MAG Committee 
process. As a result, the closeout figures for Priority 3 would be adjusted to show 31 projects 
submitted requesting $29 million in funding. A brief discussion followed. 

Mr. Brandon Forrey from the City of Peoria inquired what had been historically done when a 
jurisdiction opted to deleted federal fU11ds fronl a project. Mr. Eric A11derson stated that 
historically when federal funds were deleted fronl a project that the funds were returned to the 
regional pool for redistribution as opposed to be reallocated to another project in the original 
jurisdiction. Mr. Anderson emphasized the reconlffiendation of MAG Staff to reallocate 
deleted funds to existing projects in the same jurisdiction due to the number of underfunded 
projects in the current MAG Federal Fund Program. He encouraged the Conlffiittee to 
reallocated funds from a deleted project to another unfunded project in the same jurisdiction 
in order to make projects whole. He also emphasized the importance of not penalizing 
jurisdictions for removing federal funds from one project in an effort to make other projects 
more financially viable. 

Mr. Scott Butler from the City of Mesa inquired if MAG Staff recommendation applied to 
deleted and deferred projects or primarily to deleted projects. Mr. Eric Anderson replied that 
the approach was directed towards to deleted projects as a concerted effort to avoid the 
removal of federal ftlnding by FHWA due to the inability to obligate funds. Mr. Anderson 
emphasized tllat MAG Staff was not making recommendations on deferrals at this time. A 
brief discussion followed. 

Mr. Eric Anderson informed the Committee offederal requirements related to the use offederal 
funds for design work on projects. He stated that ifa jurisdiction used federal funds for design 
and did not construct the project, then tIle jllrisdiction would be required to repay the federal 
funds. Mr. Anderson asked Ms. Yazzie to discuss the FHWA guidance 011 the issue. 

Ms. Yazzie informed the Committee that according to FHWA guida11ce, when federal funds are 
used for design, the project must be desig11ed and constructed within a the time frame of the 
regional Transportation Improvement Program, which for MAG region was five years. Mr. 
Anderson inquired at what point the FHWA would make a deternlination requiring the 
repayment of federal funds. Ms. Yazzie replied that FHWA had indicated they would enforce 
the requirement, when applicable. A brief discussion followed. 
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Mr. Bryan Jungwirth expressed concern about transit projects being categorized as Priority 3, 
or new projects, the table ofproposed projects to receive federal funds stating the categorization 
placed transit projects at a disadvantage in comparison to other projects. He encouraged the 
Committee to take transit projects into consideration given the flexibility of the funds. Mr. 
Jungwirth also expressed concerns abollt the allocation offunding by mode referencing a federal 
movement to promote the programming ofmode nelltral funds at the MPO level. In addition, 
Mr. Meinhart inquired ifMAG Staffhad reviewed and analyzed the closeout funding requests 
in light of the funding allocations established in the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). He 
stated the analysis would be helpful for tIle Committee during the decision-making process. 
Ms. Yazzie affirmed that MAG Staff had conducted such an analysis. 

Mr. A11derson addressed the concerns ofMr. JU11gwirtll and Mr. Meinhart. He replied tllat the 
objective ofthe closeout process was to maximize the anl0unt ofobligated projects in the region 
to ensure continued federal funding. He stated that it would be cllallengi11g to maximize the 
obligation of funds while strictly adhering to the RTP's allocation percentages because of the 
number and type ofprojects currently able to meet the obligation requirements. Mr. Anderson 
continued, explaining that MAG was working under the closeout priorities that had been in 
place since the mid-1990s. He stated that it was within the purview ofthe Committee to revise 
the closeout priorities, if desired, adding that a push to do so had not been initiated to date. 
Discussion followed. 

Ms. Yazzie infornled tIle Committee ofthe option to conduct a separate meeting ofthe TRC to 
discuss the project funding requests in greater detail. She stated another option available to the 
Committee, if desired, was to separate the requests to defer and delete projects in the MAG 
Federal Fund Program in the agenda item from the competitive federal fund selection process. 
She cautioned that a decisions on the projects to receive funds in the federal fund closeout nlust 
be made prior to the next scheduled meeting of the Committee, if the closeout process was to 
remain on schedule. 

Continuing on, Ms. Yazzie sunlffiarized the requests received by MAG Staff for the FFY09 
Federal Funds Closeout Process. She reported a request for $350,000 for advanced projects 
(Priority 1); $1.636 million to advance a portion ofc011structio11 project for a new design phase 
(Priority 1A); $12.286 or $12.986 million to advance projects and receive additional ftlnds 
(Priority 1-2); $39.214 or $39.443 million to increase funds allocated to projects (Priority 2); 
$50 million to increase funds for previously obligated projects (Priority 2#); and, $78 million 
to fund new projects. Discussion followed about the options to separate the requested action 
items and/or to conduct a separate meeting ofthe Committee to discuss the selection ofprojects 
to receive funding once the membership had additional time to review the materials presented. 

Mr. Grant Anderson motioned to approve the list ofprojects presented to be deferred from FFY 
2009 to FFY 2010 or later and to approve the removal of Federal Funds from projects at the 
request of the sponsoring agency. Mr. Terry Johnson from tIle City of Glendale seconded the 
motion. Mr. Forrey inquired if the Committee should be a cap on any additional project 
deferrals from tllis point forward. Mr. Moody replied amending the motion was at the 
discretion of the maker; however, the Comnlittee could discuss the possibility of capping 
deferrals to the special meeting of the Conlmittee. Ms. Pat Derulis from the City ofEl Mirage 
stated the preference to discuss caps 011 deferrals at the special session of the Committee. 
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Chairman Moody reiterated the motion before the Committee stating the motion was to approve 
the list ofprojects presented to be deferred from FFY 2009 to FFY 2010 or later and to approve 
the removal of Federal Funds from projects at the request of the sponsoring agency. He tllen 
called for a vote, and the motion was approved by a unanimous voice vote of tIle Committee. 

Chairman Moody then inquired how the Committee would like to proceed with the selection 
of projects to receive federal funding (Table B). A brief discussion followed. Mr. Moody 
summarized the Committee's desire to conduct a special session of the TRC to discuss the 
selection of projects to receive federal funding. The Committee requested MAG Staffnotify 
the Conunittee of available dates and times to conduct the special session, and MAG Staff 
agreed. 

Mr. Overmyer from the City of Surprise requested tllat MAG Staff to indicate at what POillt 
funding capacity ceased on the listing ofprojects to be provided for the special session. A brief 
discussion followed, and the Committee requested that MAG Staff prioritize the projects by 
category according to the cost-effectiveness scores provided by the Air Quality Technical 
Committee. Ms. Yazzie stated she would revise the tables accordingly. 

Chairman Moody asked if there were any additional questions about the agenda item. There 
were none, and this concluded the discussion on the FFY09 Federal Fund Closeout. 

7. Arterial Life Cycle Program Project Change Policies and Request 

Mr. Moody invited Ms. Christina Hopes to present on the Arterial Life Cycle Program (ALCP) 
Project Change Policies and Requests. Ms. Hopes informed the Committee the ALCP Policies 
and Procedures approved by the MAG Regional Council on April 22, 2009, included policies 
alld provisions governing proposed substitllte projects and changes to project scope for projects 
in the approved Arterial Life Cycle Program. She explained that according to Section 220 of 
the ALCP Policies and Procedures, Lead Agencies requesting to substitute a project or make 
a significant change in project scope must present the proposed changes to the MAG Street 
Conlffiittee before the proposed challge would be moved through the MAG Committee process. 

Ms. Hopes annoullced that on May 12, 2009, the MAG Street Conlffiittee recommended to 
approve the inclusion of the Scottsdale Airpark Area Capacity Improvemellt projects in the 
ALCP as a substitute for the Scottsdale Airpark Tunnel listed in the approved ALCP. She 
informed the Committee that the Street Committee recommended approval of the City of 
Phoenix's scope change to the Sonoran Parkway contingent on an additional presentation to the 
TRC which addressed (1) why the original p,roject was deemed not feasible as well as the 
feasibility ofthe proposed project, (2) the intent ofthe interim and final project for the Sonoran 
Parkway; (3) alignment connectivity, particularly in regards to Dove Valley Road and Interstate 
17; and, (4) how the project would improve congestion in light of the decreased project scope. 

Ms. Hopes introduced Ms. Chaun Hill from the City of Phoenix to present the proposed project 
cllanges to the Sonorall Parkway. Ms. Hopes also illformed tIle Committee that should would 
be on llalld to address any questions or concerns pertaining to the Arterial Life Cycle Program. 
Ms. Hill introduced herself and invited Mr. Wylie Bearup, the City of Phoenix Street Director 
to discuss the project change. Mr. Bearup explained tIle proposed change in project limits to 
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the Sonoran Parkway project. He added that need for the scope change was to improve 
cOllilectivity on the corridor, which the original project as listed in the ALCP did not provide. 

Mr. Bearup stated this c011cluded his presentation and inquired if this addressed the C011cems 
of the Conlffiittee. Mr. Grant A11derson replied 110, that tIle concenlS of the Street Committee 
were not addressed by his presentation. Mr. Anderson requested additional information about 
the connectivity to Interstate 17. Mr. Bearup replied the project would provide connectivity to 
Carefree Highway, admitted the project would not provide the ideal level ofconnectivity, a11d 
emphasized the proposed project change would be an interim solution for the roadway. 
Discussion followed. 

Mr. Ed Zuercher from the City of Phoenix motioned to recommend the inclusion of the 
proposed project changes in the Draft FY 2010 Arterial Life Cycle Program as it proceeds 
through the MAG Conlffiittee process. Mr. Grant Anderson seconded the motion, and the 
motion was approved by a unanimous voice vote of the Committee. 

8. Draft Fiscal Year (FY) 2010 Arterial Life Cycle Progranl (ALCP) 

Mr. Moody invited Ms. Hopes to present the Draft Fiscal Year 2010 Arterial Life Cycle 
Program. Ms. Hopes explained that due to the reduced projections for the Regional Area Road 
Fund (RARF), Section 270 of the ALCP Policies and Procedures was enacted in order to 
maintain the fiscal balance of the ALCP. 

Ms. Hopes informed the Committee that MAG Staffcoordinated with each Lead Agency in an 
effort to prioritize projects in the ALCP as well as reduce the amount of unfunded projects by 
maximizing tIle use of federal funds allocated to the program. She reported that $22 million in 
programmed reimbursements were deferred to FY 2027 in accordance with Section 270, which 
addresses a deficit in program funds. 

In addition, Ms. Hopes reported that the Draft FY10 ALCP has been converted from 2008$ to 
2009$ in accordance with Section 240 of the ALCP Policies and Procedures. She stated the 
converting the funds to 2009$ resulted in a deflation of programmed reimbursements by 0.5 
percent, which was a first in the program's history. Ms. Hopes stated the funding stream had 
been modified for ITS projects in the program in order to maximize the amount ofprogrammed 
CMAQ funds and reduce the number of unfunded projects. 

Ms. Hopes allilounced the item was on tIle agenda for i11formation, discussion and possible 
action to recommend approval ofthe 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. Chairman Moody asked ifthere were 
any questions about the agenda item, and there were none. 

Mr. Meinhart from the City of Scottsdale motioned 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. Ms. Dennis seconded, and the motion was approved by a unanimous voice vote of 
the Committee. 
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9. Update to Federal FUllctional Classification System 

Chairman Moody invited Ms. Yazzie to present all update to the federal functional classification 
system. Ms. Yazzie informed the Committee that the funding sub-allocation for the MAG 
Region from the Anlerican Recovery and Reinvestment Act CARRA) reqllired projects to adhere 
to the requirements established in the Surface Transportatioll Program (STP), and as such, 
ARRA funded projects must be located on a facility classified as an urban collector or rural 
major collector or higher in the federal functional classification hierarchy. 

Ms. Yazzie explained that at the time of approval of the ARRA legislation, the Gila River 
Indian Community and the Town of Wickenburg did not have roads on the federal functional 
classification system. She stated that the Gila River Indian Community (GRIC) requested that 
Pecos Road and Estrella Drive be reclassified as rural major collectors. In addition, the Town 
ofWickenburg requested that Vulture Mine Road be reclassified as a rural major collector. Ms. 
Yazzie announced tllat MAG Staffwas coordinating with the City ofPhoenix on the proposed 
reclassification of Northern Parkway as well; however, all the details on that reclassification 
were not available at this time. 

Ms. Yazzie notified the Committee that a region-wide reclassification would be conducted in 
the near future. She stated tIle three to four classification requests before the Committee were 
necessary for ARRA funded proj ects to move forward. Chairmall Moody asked if there were 
any questions about the agenda item, and there were none. 

Mr. John Hauskins from Maricopa County motioned to recommended approval of the update 
to the federal functional classification system for Vulture Mine Road, Pecos Road, and Estrella 
Drive. Mr. Gino Turrubiartes seconded, and the motion was approved by a unanimous voice 
vote of tIle Committee. 

10. 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. 

Mr. Scott Lowe from Buckeye inquired about the progranlffiing ofhighway proj ects with ARRA 
funds. Ms. Yazzie announced that the previous evening the MAG Regiollal Council approved 
a prioritized list of highway projects to receive ARRA fllnds. She added that the Interstate 17 
bid canle in at $13.6 millioll, which was significantly below the $26 millioll estimated project 
cost. Ms. Yazzie reported that as a result of the cost savings, the MAG Regional Council was 
able to reallocated the freed funds for additional projects and voted to fUlld the State Route 85 
and 74, accordingly. A brief discussion on ARRA funded projects as well as procedures at 
ADOT occurred. 
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11. Next Meeting Date 

Continuing on, Mr. Moody reminded the Conlmittee that MAG Staff would notify the 
Committee memberships of the proposed date and tinle of the special session of the TRC 
discussed in agenda item six. There being no further business, Mr. Moody adjourned the 
meeting at 12:01 p.m. 
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1. Call to Order 

Chairman Moody from the City of Peoria called the meeting to order at 2:02 p.m. 

2. Call to the Audience 

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

3. Interim Closeout of the Federal Fiscal Year (FFY) 2009 MAG Federally Funded Program 

Chairman Moody invited Mr. Eric Anderson, the MAG Transportation Director, to prese11t on 
the FFY 2009 Federal Fund Interim Closeout. Mr. Anderson announced that Ms. Yazzie, 
MAG Transportation Programming Manager, was attending the meeting via audio conference 
and would be available to answer any questions or concerns abollt the agenda item. Mr. 
Anderson notified the Committee ofa revised memorandllm at their places regarding the MAG 
Federally Fllnded Program. He explained the revised memorandum included update figures 
011 the amounts available for closeout. 

Mr. Anderson infornled the Committee tllat $28.7 million was available for the FFY 2009 
Federal Fund Closeout. He reported tllat the funds available for closeollt may increase as 
MAG Staff receives additional project deferrals or requests to delete federal funds from 
projects. He added that the amount may also increase once MAG Staff is officially notified 
of the redistributed obligation authority from the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA). 

Mr. Anderson announced that an item had been included on the MAG Management Committee 
agenda for June that would address project deferrals. He reported tllat MAG Staff would 
discuss the issue of project deferrals as well as request input from the Committee on how to 
minimize the number ofproject deferrals in the future. He stated that staffwould also discuss 
methods to improve tIle fiscal state of the Transportation Inlprovement Program (TIP) to 
ensure that the TIP continued to meet the fiscal constraint requirements. He enlphasized the 
objective ofthe federal fund program as well as closeout was to maximize the funds obligated 
to create jobs and provide transportation assets for the communities in the region. 

Chairman Moody asked for an update on the allocated funding for PM-1 0 sweepers discussed 
at the previous Committee meeting. Mr. Eric Anderson invited Ms. Lindy Bauer, the MAG 
Enviro11illental Director, to address the Chairman's concerns. 

Ms. Bauer informed the Committee that MAG Staff had discovered that funding for street 
sweepers approved by the MAG Regional COllncil had not been spe11t to date. She explained 
the unused funds were a concern to MAG because the air quality benefits from the use ofstreet 
sweepers was included in the air quality conformity analysis conducted by MAG and required 
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by federal law. Ms. Bauer reported that approximately 23 street sweepers worth $4 million in 
funding 11ad not been used by the jllrisdictions awarded the funding. 

Ms. Bauer annOl111Ced that MAG Staff was coordinating with each jurisdiction to determine 
the status ofthe street sweeper purchases. She notified the Comnlittee that MAG had received 
reimbursement requests for two street sweepers since the discovery. She also reported that 
MAG Staff had determined sonle street sweepers had been ordered by the jurisdictions. 

Ms. Bauer informed the Committee that some jurisdictiolls stated they were llnaware that they 
had been awarded funding to purchase street sweepers. She also stated that some jurisdictions 
reported having insufficient staff levels to run the street sweepers and as a result may not 
purchase the street sweepers in question. Ms. Bauer announced that it was possible that seven 
street sweepers may not be purchased based on the input received from the jurisdictions. In 
closing, she announced that an item had been added to the Management Committee agenda to 
address the issue. 

Chairman Moody inquired if additiollal funding would be released from the street sweepers 
for use during the FFY 2009 Federal Fund Closeout. Ms. Bauer replied no, adding that 
sufficient infornlation was not available at this time to make a determination on the anlount 
of funding available, if any. Slle continued, stating it was the recommendation of tIle Air 
Quality Technical Advisory Committee to fund additional street sweepers, which were placed 
on a contingency list, in the evellt allocated funds were returned to regional pool. 

Chairman Moody asked if there were any additional questions or comments about the 
information presented by Ms. Bauer, and there were none. Chairman Moody then asked the 
Committee ifthey would like to entertain a discussion on how to allocate the funding available 
for the FFY 2009 Federal Fund Closeout. 

Mr. Scott Butler fronl the City of Mesa presented a handout to the Committee outlined a 
proposed allocation ofthe available funding (see attachment). He stated that the City ofMesa 
had coordinated with numerous member agencies to determine funding priorities and needs, 
which were reflected in the proposed funding scenario. Mr. Butler also stated he would like 
to make a motion on the proposed funding scenario at the appropriate time during the meeting. 
He informed the Committee that in the proposed scenario the City of Mesa attempted to 
distribllte the funding available thrOUghOllt the region and to as many jurisdictions as possible. 

Mr. Lance Calvert from the City of EI Mirage inquired if MAG Staff has any additional 
information to provide the Committee in regards to the agenda item. Mr. Eric Anderson 
replied yes and presented an overview of the federal fll1ld priorities contained in the Draft 
Federal Fund Programming Principles and that have been in use since the mid-1990s. He 
reference Section 700 ofthe Draft Principles, wllich addressed the prioritization of111l0bligated 
federal funds. Under the Draft Prillciples, projects proposed to receive closeollt funds would 
be selected in priority order as follows: 

•	 Advancing projects (or phases of projects) of the same mode, currently programmed ill the 
approved Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) with MAG federal funds from a future 
year, in chronological order of the TIP; 
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•	 Adding additional federal funds to an existing, unobligated project, up to the originally 
programmed, federal-aid maximum, or the maximum established by the mode in the RTP, 
whichever is less; and, 

•	 New projects. 

Mr. Grant Andersoll from the Town ofYoungtowll noted the proposed scenario presellted by 
the City ofMesa did not include the priority codes used by MAG Staff to categorize and ral1k 
projects according to the established priorities. Mr. Butler acknowledged Mr. Allderson's 
comments. 

Ms. Janeen Gaskins from the City of Avondale inquired that a copy of tIle proposed scenario 
was available online. She requested that ifa copy was not available online would it be possible 
for someone in attendance to summarize the proposed scenario. Mr. Eric Anderson replied that 
on page fOllr of table attached to the agenda packet had been revised. He added that the City 
of Mesa' proposal for the FFY 2009 Federal Fllnd Closeout allocations was not available 
ollline at tllis point. 

Mr. Chris Salomone from the City of Tempe informed the Committee that the Tempe would 
like to withdraw the City's projects from consideration. He explailled the decision was made 
as a result ofmissillg the deadline to submit projects for consideration for the current closeout 
process. 

Then, Mr. Butler motioned to approve the three page proposal presented by the City of Mesa 
to the Committee. He directed the Committee's attention to the Rio Verde project sponsored 
by Maricopa County stating the project was not fully funded in the proposed scellario. Mr. Ed 
Zuercher from the City of Phoenix seconded the motion. 

Mr. Scott Lowe from the Town of Buckeye expressed concerns that the Town's request for 
$56,000 had not been incorporated into the scenario proposed by the City ofMesa. Ms. Yazzie 
addressed the Committee by phone explaining tIle TOWll of Buckeye had requested to 
reallocate $42,350 from a deleted project to fund the requested project. 

Mr. Randy Overmyer from the City of Surprise voiced support for the Town of Buckeye's 
request. Mr. Overmyer expressed concern that several of the projects included in the Mesa 
proposal were new projects and did not adhere to the priorities established in the Draft Federal 
Fund Programming Principles. Mr. Overmyer also stated that 12 of35 projects in the proposal 
appeared to be new projects, which were the lowest priority in the Draft Principles. A brief 
discussion followed. 

Mr. Zuercher offered to reduce tIle proposed funding for the City of Phoenix project to 
accommodate the TOWll of Buckeye's request for $56,000. He requested tllat if additional 
funding became available could the City's project be restored after Maricopa County's project 
was fully funded. Chairman Moody inquired ifthere was agreement with the origillal motion. 
Mr. Butler concurred with Mr. Zuercher's modification to the motion. 
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Mr. Meinhart from the City of Scottsdale expressed support for the motion. as presented. Mr. 
Calvert expressed concerns about the nunlber ofnew projects contained in the nlnding scenario 
proposed by the City of Mesa. He also expressed concern about the fiscal balallce of the 
program over a period ofyears citing tIle lack ofnew revenues being allocated to the program. 
Discussion followed. 

After the discussion ceased, Mr. Zuercher from the City ofPhoellix motiolled to approve the 
modified list of projects as presented in the City of Mesa's table as well as the approval ofa 
contingency list that would fund Maricopa County's project, and if additional fundillg 
available, the City of Phoenix project, which was that was reduced by $56,000. Mr. Scott 
Butler from the City ofMesa seconded the motion, and the motion was approved by a majority 
voice vote. Representatives from the cities ofEI Mirage and Surprise voted nay on the motion 
as presented, and there were no abstentions. 

4. Next Meeting Date 

Chairman Moody informed members ill attendance that the next meetillg of the Comnlittee 
would be held on June 25, 2009. There being no further business, Chairmall Moody adjourned 
the meeting at 2:31 p.m. 
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MARICOPA 
ASSOCIATION af 

GOVERNMENTS 
302 North 1st Avenue, Suite 300 ... Phoenix, Arizona 85003
 

Phone (602) 254-6300 ... FAX (602) 254-6490
 
E-mail: mag@mag.maricopa.gov .6. Web site: www.mag.maricopa.gov
 

June 16, 2009 

TO: Merr~bers of the Transportation Review Committee 

FROM: Eileen O. Yazzie, Transportation Programming Manager 

SUBJECT: REVISED SCHEDULE: 20·10-2014 MAG TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT 
PROGRAM (TIP) AND REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN (RTP) UPDATE 

The schedule for the development of the 20 I0-2014 MAG Transportation Improvement Program 
(TIP) and the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) Update FY 2009 has been revised. This schedule 
may be subject to further refinement as the planning and programming process proceeds. If there are 
changes, we will notify you immediately. Please see the attached revised schedule for further details. 

If there are any questions, please contact either Eileen Yazzie: eyazzie@mag.maricopa.gov, or Roger 
Herzog: rherzog@mag.maricopa.gov, at (602) 254-6300. 

A Voluntary Association of Local Governments in Maricopa County - ---~ -_. ~.._._--_._~._._~--~--_._._._ .._--_.
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2010-2014 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) & 

Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) Update
 

REVISED SCHEDULE 5-5-09
 

• FY 2010-2014 Draft MAG TIP (Listing of Projects) produced 
May 

June 

July 

• TRC recommends Draft of MAG Federal Fund Program and Arterial Life Cycle Program. 

• Managers, TPC, and RC review/recommend/approve Draft of MAG Federal Fund 
Program 

• Arterial Life Cycle Program approved by Managers, TPC, and RC 

• Transit Life Cycle Program approved by RPTA Board 

• 18th-- Mid-Phase Open House and Public Hearing for MAG on 2010-2014 Draft TIP 
(Listing of Projects) and Status of RTP Plan Update. 

• - Managers, TPC, and RC review/recommend/approve Draft Freeway Plan. 

• Draft 2010-2014 TIP and Draft RTP Update are prepared. 

August • TRC recommends Draft 2010 - 2014 TIP & Project Listings, and Draft RTP Update for 
Air Quality Conformity Analysis (AQCA). 

August! • TIP undergoes AQCA (Transportation Division runs horizon year models and then 
September Environmental Division runs AQCA) 

September 

October 

November 

December 

January 

February 

• Managers, TPC and RC review/recommend/approve Draft 2010-2014 TIP and Draft RTP 
Update for an AQCA. 

• 10th - Announcement for Public Hearing on Final Draft TIP, Draft RTP Update and Draft 
AQ Conformity Analysis (30 days notice). 

• 10th - Final-Phase Open House and Public Hearing for MAG on Final Draft TIP, Draft 
RTP Update and Draft AQ Conformity Analysis 

• 10th - AQTAC recommends approval of the AQCA of the TI P and RTP 

• 10th - TRC review/recommend/approve 2010-2014 TIP, RTP Update 

• 13th - Managers review/recommend/approve 2010-2014 TIP, RTP Update, AQCA 

• 20th - TPC review/recommend/approve 2010-2014 TIP, RTP Update, AQCA 

• 27th - RC review/recommend/approve 2010-2014 TIP, RTP Update, AQCA 

• Governor's designee approves TIP 

• First Four Years of the TIP referenced in 2010-2013 Arizona STIP 

REVISED SCHEDULE May 5,2009 




