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OVERALL WORK PROGRAM AND SELF CERTIFICATION
OVERALL WORK PROGRAM

Question: 1. How are activities in the OWP, specifically activities funded by
FTA/FHWA, developed, selected, and prioritized? Moreover, how does
the OWP provide a strategic view and a strategic direction for
metropolitan area planning activities?

Response: Activity Development: Planning for the MAG Unified Planning Work Program
(UPWP) and Annual Budget is a continuous, collaborative process on the key issues facing
the region. In developing the UPWP, MAG is inclusive in its development by taking into
accountinput from the public, Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) member agencies
and local governments, and other transportation agencies in the region, which include local
transit agencies and the state.

The development of the UPWP begins with input from the MAG staff and drafting potential
studies or work elements by MAG and its participating agencies. These work elements may
respond to requests made by the public, participating member agencies, stakeholders, the
Arizona Department of Transportation or federal agencies. These entities all provide
guidance that are used to develop and promote transportation programs and policies and
programs and policies for other MAG responsibilities.

MAG coordinates the review of the draft work elements through staff members of the
participating agencies, MAG, the public, ADOT, and federal agencies (Federal Transit
Administration (FTA), Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), and the Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA), as well as through an intergovernmental review. The UPWP is
then submitted on a monthly basis to MAG’s technical and policy committees for its
endorsement prior to its submittal for FHWA and FTA approval.

One important part of the process in developing the Work Program is the MAG
transportation public involvement program. Public involvement provides the public an early
opportunity to provide input into the MAG planning process and to identify the public’s
funding priorities. The results of the input process are published through public input
opportunity reports. These reports are presented with regular updates to the MAG
Management Committee, the Transportation Policy Committee and the Regional Council
for review and consideration prior to action throughout the year.

In addition, various forums for input are used during the input process including public
workshops, presentations and survey instruments to provide citizens an opportunity to
discuss projects and identify preferences and priorities for the region given the limited
resources.
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As part of the public input process, a Regional Transportation Stakeholders meeting is
conducted to share transportation ideas. At the meeting, the Arizona Department of
Transportation provides an overview of potential projects and the Regional Public
Transportation Authority (RPTA) also presents information. In addition to construction
projects, ideas for future studies may be presented. Stakeholders are provided an
opportunity to react to these ideas and given an opportunity to provide their suggestions.

Many of MAG’s committees include representation from the RPTA and ADOT, such as the
MAG Transportation Review Committee. Representatives from MAG, ADOT and the RPTA
confer on the projects using ADOT federal funds in the TIP. This cooperatively developed
listing of projects is presented to the MAG Transportation Review Committee for
consideration.

Another important step in developing the Work Program is input received at the annual
retreats for the Management Committee and/or the Regional Council if held. These
retreats provide the policy makers of MAG an opportunity to discuss the challenges facing
the region and potential strategies for addressing these challenges. These ideas are
incorporated into the Work Program as the goals for the Program.

The formal development of the Work Program begins with a kick-off meeting in December
when MAG Managers and Program Managers discuss program priorities and review the
proposed timeline and input from the stakeholders meeting, retreats, the public, and
committee meetings. Following this general staff discussion, the development of the Work
Program begins. The development of the budget documentis an incremental process over
a period of five months, during which information on the budget - including financial
resources, format and program ideas - is shared in a series of public meetings and a public
budget workshop. This continuous review of the development of the budget begins in
January and ends with the budget being considered for approval by the Regional Council
in May.

Activity Selection: In January, the Program Managers begin developing their sections of
the Work Program. To ensure that all planning activities proposed by ADOT, RPTA and
Valley Metro Rail are included in the Work Program, a letter is sent to the ADOT
Transportation Director of Planning, RPTA Executive Director, and the Valley Metro Rail
Executive Director, requesting their input into the Work Program. This information is then
incorporated into the new Work Program by the Program Managers. The responsibilities
for the Work Program are discussed in meetings with the Managers and Program
Managers throughout the budget development process. The MAG Executive Director,
working with the staff, develops the Work Program for early review by the Management
Committee, Regional Council Executive Committee and Regional Council.

In the spring, the draft budget is provided to the state and federal agencies for review in
anticipation of the Intermodal Planning Group meeting where questions and comments are
heard and, if necessary, adjustments are made regarding the state and federal agency
comments. The final budget is presented to the Regional Council in May and, upon
approval, is sentin June to the Arizona Department of Transportation, FTA and the FHWA.
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As part of the planning process, the Federal Emphasis Areas for FHWA and FTA are
received each year by MAG. These areas are highlighted in the Work Program and
information is provided on how MAG proposes to respond to these emphasis areas. The
guidance from the federal agencies has helped to guide program development.

The UPWP provides alisting of planning projects and defines objectives, associated tasks,
and deliverables, as well as budgetary and staffing requirements. The UPWP is a
requirement for metropolitan transportation planning activities performed with federal funds
provided under 23 USC and 49 USC 53. The UPWP is used as a support document for
the programming of these federally-assisted initiatives. Planning studies funded by other,
non-federal sources are also identified in the UPWP, and MAG includes them to reflect the
context and direction they set for the major transportation planning efforts being undertaken
for the metropolitan planning area.

The process of developing the annual UPWP entails a closely coordinated effort among
MAG, its participating agencies, including the Arizona Department of Transportation
(ADOT), and stakeholders.

Planning Priorities: MAG uses the following priorities to evaluate projects and fund them
through the UPWP:

1. Projects that fulfill requirements under metropolitan transportation regulations set forth
in 23 CFR 450.300.

2. Projectsthat are necessary to enable MAG and its participating agencies to support the
metropolitan transportation planning process or fulfill other federal, sate, or city/town
regulations applicable to this process.

3. Projects that support planning efforts for projects identified in the MAG Regional
Transportation Plan.

4. Projects that support planning efforts consistent with the direction set forth in master
plans or other planning documents adopted by MAG, the state, and/or the region.

5. Projects that support, develop and implement planning efforts to enable the state and
the region to meet other needs that support MAG’s integrated, multimodal
transportation system.

Consideration of the Planning Factors: Federal regulations require that the metropolitan
planning process provide for consideration of projects and strategies that address the
planning factors that are part of the framework used to evaluate MAG’s transportation
planning program. Studies and projects are reviewed in light of both the MAG planning
priorities and how they address the Federal Highway Administration planning factors
mandated by SAFETEA-LU.

With the passage of SAFETEA-LU, the eight Federal Highway Administration planning
factors (for both metropolitan and statewide planning) are:
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1. Support the economic vitality of the metropolitan area, especially by enabling global
competitiveness, productivity, and efficiency.

2. Increase the safety of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users.

3. Increase the security of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized
users.

4. Increase the accessibility and mobility of people and for freight.

5. Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation, improve the
guality of life, and promote consistency between transportation improvements and state
and local planned growth and economic development patterns.

6. Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system, across and
between modes, for people and freight.

7. Promote efficient system management and operation.
8. Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system.

Federal Transit Administration National Planning Emphasis Areas: The Federal Transit
Administration has identified five key themes for national Planning Emphasis Areas (PEA’S)
to promote as priority themes for the current and upcoming fiscal year. The PEA’s
represent topics in statewide and metropolitan planning and statewide planning for
consideration when developing the Unified Planning Work Program for statewide planning,
including:

1. Incorporating safety and security in transportation planning.

2. Participation of transit operators in metropolitan and statewide planning.

3. Coordination of non-emergency human services transportation.

4. Planning for transit systems management/operations to increase ridership.

5. Support transit capital investment decisions through effective systems planning.

A core function at MAG is to establish and manage a fair and impartial setting for effective
transportation decision-making in an urbanized area. MAG provides a forum for regional
policy development based on meeting the federal requirements described above as well
as other goals. The activities outlined in the UPWP provide the blueprint for activities on
an annual basis that support the adopted policies and goals. The UPWP is a constantly
changing document; work changes occur during the year to reflect priority, funding and
staffing changes to best implement the strategic planning and direction of adopted policies
and goals.



MAG 2009 Planning Certification Review

Question: 2. How do the FTA/FHWA funded activities in the OWP relate to the
goals and priorities identified in the Transportation Plan?

Response: The FTA/FHWA funded activities in the OWP are closely aligned with the
goals and priorities in the Regional Transportation Plan. As part of the process of
developing the OWP, objectives and outcome measures are developed for each activity.
These criteria are related to the goals identified in the Plan, to ensure that OWP work
efforts focus on regional areas of concern. The Plan identifies four major goal areas,
including: (1) system preservation and safety, (2) access and mobility, (3) sustaining the
environment, and (4) accountability and planning.

Planning activities for these broad goal areas are realized through implementation of the
federal planning emphasis areas. The manner in which the OWP activities included in the
MAG FY 2010 Unified Planning Work Program correspond to these emphasis areas is
outlined below:

Support Economic _ Vitality: Long-range infrastructure planning; transportation
implementation; transportation system congestion management.

500.0611 - Transportation Plan Implementation Monitoring
500.0641 - Transportation Performance Monitoring
500.0651 - 500.0658 - Transportation System Management
500.0110 - 500.0140 - Demand Management

600.0110 - 600.0190 - Transportation Planning

600.0661 - 600.0700 - Transportation Improvement Program

Increase Safety: Safety planning program; safety information management system; safety
workshops.

600.0180 - Transportation Safety Planning

Increase Security: Ongoing security efforts in the region; MPO security support activities.

500.0510 - Public Safety Implementation - 911
500.0550 - Community Emergency Notification System
600.0110 - Regional Systems Planning

1000.0400 - Communications Support

Increase Accessibility and Mobility: Multimodal planning and modal options: highway;
transit; bicycle/pedestrian; freight; aviation; special needs.

300.0111 - Human Services Transportation Coordination
600.0120 - Highway Planning

600.0130 - Bicycle Planning

600.0140 - Pedestrian Planning

600.0160 - Aviation Planning

600.0190 - Freight Planning
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Protect and Enhance the Environment: Designated regional air quality planning agency;
close coordination with transportation planning and programming; air quality conformity
analysis; environmental mitigation and resource conservation consultation; noise mitigation
funding.

100.0310 - Air Quality Planning And Monitoring
100.0320 - Carbon Monoxide Planning

100.0330 - Ozone Planning

100.0340 - Particulate Planning

100.0350 - Air Quality Conformity Analysis
100.0410 - Air Quality Modeling and Analysis
600.0110 - Regional Systems Planning
600.0120 - Regional Highway Planning

600.0661 - Transportation Improvement Program

Enhance Modal Integration and Connectivity: Multimodal planning; integrated travel
demand modeling.

600.0110 - 600.0700 Transportation Planning and Programming
600.0631 - 600.0633 Travel Demand Forecasting and Modeling

Promote System Management: Demand management; congestion management process;
Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS); performance monitoring and assessment.

500.0110 - Trip Reduction Program

500.0120 - Travel Reduction Program

500.0130 - Regional Rideshare Program

500.0140 - Telework Outreach Program

500.0651 - Traffic Signal Optimization

500.0653 - ITS Evaluation

500.0654 - Integrated Corridor Management Systems
500.0641 - Transportation Systems Performance Monitoring
500.0643 - Highway Performance Monitoring

Preserve Existing System: Investments on existing system; rubberized asphalt overlays;
litter pickup/landscaping; streets committee coordination.

500.0595 - Litter Prevention and Education
600.0110 - 600.0700 Transportation Planning and Programming

Question: 3. Does the OWP provide for the development of performance
measures that relate to the Transportation Plan's goals and
objectives?

Response: The OWP provides for the development of performance measures that relate
to the goals and objectives of the Regional Transportation Plan. A Performance
Measurement Framework Report, which was included in the OWP, has been completed
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and will provide a coordinated methodology to assist in the planning and programming
functions at MAG. The monitoring approach developed in this study effort was specifically
structured around the goals and objectives in the Regional Transportation Plan. In addition,
performance measures used to assess Regional Transportation Plan alternatives were
used in identifying the factors included in the MAG performance measurement and
monitoring program.

The MAG OWP also includes planning work activities directed at developing indicators that
measure and monitor the performance of the transportation system. Timely system
performance information will not only allow decision makers to create policies that will
facilitate the safe and efficient movement of people and goods, but also will assist in
maintaining an acceptable and reliable level of service on the transportation system serving
the region, taking into account performance by mode and facility type. Specific objectives
of this effort include:

* Enhance planning and programming decision-making processes by enabling MAG
to better monitor and evaluate progress toward achievement of strategic goals.

* Provide the tools necessary to better understand regional trends in transportation
system performance.

* Provide a factual basis to better inform policy makers based on objectives-based
performance-driven planning.

Question: 4. Are fund transfers and reimbursements administered on a timely
basis?

Response: MAG is a sub-recipient of FHWA and FTA funds as well as other federal funds
from the state and other funding sources. The majority of funding at MAG is on a
reimbursement basis in which MAG is required to pay, with MAG funds, the portion of
grants with later reimbursement of these expenditures. In general, MAG reimbursement
requests are made quarterly. The deposit of funds to the MAG account may occur up to
thirty days after a reimbursement request. The review and subsequent disbursement of
funds is based on supporting documentation as the basis for reimbursement. The fund
transfers for payment are made timely by an Electronic Funds Transfer by ADOT, with all
other reimbursements paid by check.

MAG utilizes anindirect cost plan based on audited financial statements. The Indirect Cost
Plan is certified by ADOT prior to approval. Any difference between the indirect estimated
and actual costs is adjusted in the following year through the proposed indirect cost rate.
The indirect cost adjustment, based on audited financial statements, allows for an accurate
and timely adjustment of the indirect costs incurred for the programs during the year.

Question: 5. How can ADOT better assist MAG in the development of its OWP?
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Response: The most important assistance is the informal “give and take” between the
agencies as the UPWP is developed so that issues are identified prior to formal reviews.
The benefit of this communication is to effectively identify any UPWP issues as they arise
so that they can be addressed well before the formal review.

SELF-CERTIFICATION

Question: 6. What process/procedures are used to self-certify the planning
process?

Response: Traditionally, as part of the development of the Transportation Improvement
Program, MAG and ADOT certify that the transportation planning process addresses the
major issues in the metropolitan planning area and is being conducted in accordance with
all applicable federal requirements.

In addition, the MAG Regional Council resolution on the UPWP includes a reference: “that
the metropolitan area have a continuing, cooperative, and comprehensive transportation
planning process that results in plans and programs that consider all transportation modes.
These plans and programs shall lead to the development of an integrated, intermodal
metropolitan transportation system that facilitates the efficient, economic movement of
people and goods.” (See Appendix A.)

Question: 7. Is documentation to support the self-certification provided to the
policy board and the public?

Response: Documentation to support the self-certification of the planning process is
provided to the policy board and the public through the MAG Transportation Improvement
Program report. This document contains a certification page, describing the certification
finding that the transportation planning process addresses the major issues in the
metropolitan planning area and is being conducted in accordance with all applicable
federal requirements. It is signed by the Executive Director of MAG and the Director of
Multimodal Planning Division at ADOT.

Question: 8. Does the MPO have processes, procedures, guidelines, and/or
policies that address Title VI, ADA, DBE, and other regulatory
requirements?

Response: MAG firstadopted a formal public involvement process in 1994, expanding and
enhancing it in 1998 and again in 2001. In 2006, MAG again enhanced the process and
developed a new Public Participation Plan, which was adopted by the MAG Regional
Council in December 2006. The plan meets the requirements outlined in the federal
regulations, including early and continuing public involvement opportunities throughout the
transportation planning and programming process, timely information about transportation
issues, reasonable public access to technical and policy information used to develop
transportation plans, adequate public notice, a process for seeking out and considering the
needs of underserved communities, and periodic review of the process.



MAG 2009 Planning Certification Review

As part of its adopted Public Participation Plan, and as an element of the public
involvement process, MAG provides Title VI communities and low-income communities
access to public information on, and an opportunity for public participation in, matters
relating to human health or the environment, especially as they relate to MAG's
transportation plans and programs. MAG contracted with a Community Outreach Specialist
in 2000, who became a full-time staff member in 2002. The Outreach Specialist is
specifically tasked with engaging Title VI and low-income communities in the transportation
planning process. The specialist attends community meetings, provides presentations and
solicits input from these communities. For example, since 2004, MAG staff has participated
in more than 80 community events and meetings. Information booths are set up at
numerous community events to impart information and receive feedback. In addition, the
specialist translates major MAG documents, such as policy documents, newsletters, fact
sheets, MAG policy documents, public involvement documents, and press releases into
Spanish for posting to the MAG Web site. The specialist responds to requests from
Spanish language print and broadcast media outlets for interviews and other information
related to the MAG planning process. Comprehensive stakeholder lists targeting
individuals and organizations within the Title VI and Environmental Justice communities
have been developed and notices of public meetings and other events are distributed to
these stakeholders. While specific outreach depends on the project, focus groups and
other targeted events are often held to receive input from low-income populations and
minority communities.

MAG also contracted with a Disability Outreach Associate in 2001 to work with the
community to receive input from people with disabilities. This associate is a contracted
employee who attends meetings, makes presentations and transmits materials to the
disability community on behalf of MAG. Input received by the associate is included in
public input opportunity reports, which are provided to MAG policy committees for review
and consideration prior to final action. The associate also translates MAG materials into
braille for the visually impaired, and makes materials available in large print and audio
formats. The associate position was instrumental in ensuring a high level of involvement
of the disability community during the development of the Regional Transportation Plan.

To aid access to MAG Web sites by the visually impaired, all photos and illustrative
graphics are accompanied by a descriptive caption, through the use of the alternate text
(alt text) attribute. A visually impaired reader, who is using a screen reader, will hear the
alt text in place of the image. MAG is currently undergoing a Web redesign that requires
that as many of the techniques recommended by the Web Accessibility Initiative, that are
applicable to our sites, are used in order to make the information on MAG Web sites
accessible to persons with disabilities.

MAG has procedures and a policy for the Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE)
program. The adopted MAG DBE program is to ensure equal opportunity as required in
federal law in contracting markets, address the effects of discrimination, and promote
increased participation in federally funded contracts by small, socially and economically
disadvantaged businesses, including minority and women owned enterprises. MAG is
currently working with the Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) to update the DBE
program and ensure that it is consistent with the DBE policy and procedures of the state.
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SAFETEA-LU PLANNING FACTORS

SAFETEA-LU established stand-alone planning factors for Safety and Security and
expanded the Environmental planning factor to read: “(5) Protect and enhance the
environment, promote energy conservation, improve the quality of life, and promote
consistency between transportation improvements and state and local planned growth and
economic development patterns.”

Question: 1.  Briefly summarizethe current safety goals, objectives, performance
measures and strategies in the RTP.

Response: The RTP provides information on safety planning activities at MAG in
compliance with the requirements of the final rule 23 CFR Part 450. This addresses the
federal planning factor that calls for increasing the safety of the transportation system for
motorized and non-motorized users.

Safety is identified as a major focus in the RTP and is included in the Plan’s first goal that
addresses System Preservation and Safety. One of objectives under this Plan goal is to
provide a safe and secure environment for the traveling public, by addressing roadway
hazards, pedestrian and bicycle safety, and transit security. Safety is also identified as a
critical element of each mode of transportation and the RTP specifically addresses safety
issues in a separate chapter.

The RTP process includes a safety planning program that enables safety issues to be
addressed as part of the regional transportation planning process. MAG has a standing
committee for transportation safety planning and pursues both safety planning and
implementation issues. This includes efforts such as developing a safety information
management system to better understand road safety issues in the region and conducting
safety workshops.

In addition, the MAG Performance Measurement Report addresses safety as one of the
critical components of a complete monitoring program and one that will provide a factual
basis for future safety program investments. The following performance measures have
been included and analyzed: freeway system crash rates, injury rates and fatality rates for
passenger vehicles and large trucks. For all freeway indicators, rates have been calculated
for incidents per million VMT. On the arterial system, performance measures include:
intersection crash ranking and crash, injury and fatality totals for trucks.

Question: 2. Does MAG have TIP/RTP development procedures that ensure
coordination and consistency between MAG’s TIP/RTP and other
transit or transportation network security programs and projects?

Response: As part of the interagency consultation on the Regional Transportation Plan,
the Federal Emergency Management Agency and the Arizona Division of Emergency
Management are invited to provide input regarding coordination issues and opportunities
related to regional transportation planning and programming.

11
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Transportation security is covered specifically in a separate chapter of the Regional
Transportation Plan. To address this issue, an inventory of ongoing security activities and
programs in the MAG region was conducted and documented. This information was
assessed to gain insights into the type of role the metropolitan planning organization might
play to advance and facilitate effective application of security measures to transportation
systems in the region. MAG already participates in the area of security through its role in
the implementation of 9-1-1 and the Community Emergency Notification System, as well
as the development of an interagency communications network (Regional Community
Network).

Question: 3. Briefly describe MAG’s efforts at outreach to, and input from, safety
stakeholders.

Response: MAG began aregional dialogue focused on transportation safety in 2001. This
led to the establishment of the MAG Safety Stakeholders Group that included
representatives from all four “Es” - Engineering, Enforcement, Education and Emergency
Services. Between 2001 and 2004, this Group organized and held an annual Regional
Transportation Safety Forum at each annual Institute of Transportation
Engineers/International Municipal Signal Association Spring Conference. At the time, this
was the only public forum on road safety in Arizona. This event was also open to anyone
at the conference and resulted in the sharing of safety information and training with others
across the state. The yearly forums featured training on Road Safety Assessments and
Road Safety Analysis Tools. The Safety Stakeholders Group developed a Draft Safety
Action Plan by 2004. In March 2004, MAG established the Transportation Safety
Committee, one of the first MPOs in the nation to do so and also prior to SAFETEA-LU
enactment. The Transportation Safety Committee included many of the same stakeholders
and helped transform the Draft Safety Action Plan into the region’s first Strategic
Transportation Safety Plan (STSP). The Plan was adopted by MAG in October 2005, well
before the development of Strategic Highway Safety Plans (SHSP) became a federal
requirement for all states.

The formal mechanisms for MAG to obtain input from safety stakeholders are as follows:

. Public comments received and discussions at Transportation Safety Committee
meetings.
. Public meetings held in connection with the RTP such as the Early Phase

Transportation Stakeholders Open House and Meeting, and continued input
opportunities during the Early Phase.

. Other opportunities during the Early Phase including special events. MAG
participates in several special events that are held in conjunction with ADOT, Valley
Metro and METRO. Past events have included the Chicanos Por La Causa
Business Seminar in Spanish and 1-17 Road Shows. MAG reached hundreds of
people during this time and was able to distribute information about the RTP.

12
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TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM AND PROJECT
SELECTION

DEVELOPMENT:

Question: 1. Does MAG have a documented process(es) that outlines roles,
responsibilities, and key decision points for consulting with Indian
Tribal governments and Federal land Management Agencies in the
development of the TIP?

Response: Development and consultation regarding the Transportation Improvement
Program (TIP) includes three types of activities: the MAG committee process, MAG
member agency meetings and workshops, and participation in the MAG public involvement
process.

*  MAG committee process - The development and consultation of the TIP relies
heavily on the MAG Committee process as it is related to transportation. (Please
see the MAG Committee graphic on the following page.) The committee process
for the development of the TIP integrates six technical advisory committees:
Safety Committee, Streets Committee, Bicycle and Pedestrian Committee,
Intelligent Transportation Systems Committee, Transit Committee (in current
development), and the Transportation Review Committee. Once the
development of projects and the TIP have passed through the technical advisory
committees, the TIP continues through review and approval at the MAG
Management Committee, Transportation Policy Committee, and the MAG
Regional Council. All MAG committees are open to the public.

*  MAG member agency meetings and workshops - In addition to the committee
process, MAG hosts member agency meetings and workshops related to the
development of the TIP, federal fund projects in the TIP, and project status of
federal fund projectsin the TIP. These meetings provide the opportunity to have
detailed discussions on specific projects, modes, and the TIP.

* MAG Public Involvement Process - As part of the overall consultation process,
the federal land management agencies are included in the MAG public
involvement process. The MAG public involvement process is divided into four
phases: Early Phase, Mid-Phase, Final Phase and Continuous Involvement.

Three Native American Indian communities within Maricopa County are MAG members.
Three communities include the Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation, the Gila River Indian
Community, and the Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian Community. These tribes participate
in the MAG transportation planning and programming process with full voting
representation on the three MAG policy committees: MAG Management Committee, TPC
and the Regional Council.

13
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The Native American representative to TPC represents all three Native American Indian
communities. These tribal nations are also full voting MAG members on all MAG
transportation technical committees. A fourth Native American Community, the Tohono
O’odham, has a small piece of tribal land in the MAG region and has discussed becoming
amember of MAG. Regarding the MAG Public Involvement Process, an up-to-date mailing
listis maintained that includes interested citizens, affected public agencies, representatives
of transportation agency employees, private providers of transportation, advocates for low-
income and minority interests, and representatives of community groups with an interest
in transportation. This list includes approximately 3,000 individuals and organizations,
which include the Bureau of Land Management, national forests in/near the MAG region,
regional lands, and other land management agencies.

Question: 2. Briefly explain how MAG ensures that project cost estimates in the
TIP areregularly updated and reflect the latest available information.

Response: MAG has created an Access Database system and the TIP Data Entry System
that MAG member agencies utilize when updating projects contained in the TIP. MAG
releases the TIP Data Entry System to MAG member agencies for approximately two
months to capture new projects and document how current programmed projects are
developing for an upcoming TIP.

The TIP Data Entry System provides the current information as reported in the latest
approved MAG TIP, and allows MAG member agencies to update the fields in the
database. The main focus of the database system is obtaining the project status relating
to the schedule and project cost estimates. The TIP Data Entry System contains project
information: location, description, year of work, project cost estimates per funding type,
schedule, and information related to transportation modeling. This information is used to
generate the TIP’s Listing of Projects, in which the project costs are reported at summary
levels related to type of funds, jurisdiction, modal categories, year of expenditures, and
management systems.

The update through the MAG TIP Data Entry System has occurred annually for the past
five years, and will occur again the fall/winter of 2009-2010. This TIP data also provides
information for the updating of costs in the Regional Transportation Plan. In addition, the
MAG Transportation Division is working with a consultant team to upgrade this system and
have it connected to a GIS based mapping system that will integrate project programming
information with the transportation modeling system for a seamless data transmission.
MAG member agencies will utilize this GIS programming system, most likely in 2010 and
beyond.

In addition, it is important to note that MAG closely monitors the ADOT Five-Year
Construction Program and cost estimating process. This ensures that TIP cost estimates
are reflective of the latest ADOT estimates. At the same time, it enables MAG to provide
input into the ADOT project design process.

Another cost and revenue review occurs through the Risk Assessment Process (RAP).
MAG participates in this group, which is assembled by ADOT annually to assess the future
transportation cost and revenue picture. The group includes not only transportation
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professionals, but also economic and development forecasters who provide their
perspective on the economic trends that affect transportation costs and revenues. The
outcome of sessions is a set of revenue forecasts and an assessment of the future cost
outlook.

Question: 3. Briefly describe how MAG prepares and documents system level
estimates of costs and revenues to adequately operate and maintain
Federal-aid highways and public transportation service in
connection with TIP updates and amendments. In other words, how
are system-level costs for maintenance and operations being
developed and accounted for in TIP and RTP development?

Response: Beginning in August 2009, MAG began working on developing the FY 2011-
2015 Transportation Improvement Program. The development of the TIP begins with
programming federal funds in the needed years and modes. Inthe winter (November 2009
- February 2010), MAG staff will be working with all member agencies to update project
information that is detailed in the TIP, and to collect information, including funding
commitments and estimates, regarding the operations and maintenance of the regional
transportation system for which the member agency is responsible. This information will
be conveyed in the technical report and in the listing of projects section as reported. In
addition, the current TIP documents maintenance projects in the TIP Listing of Projects
related to the regional transportation system, including transit.

The TIP relies on the RTP Planning Factor related to maintaining the regional
transportation infrastructure. The RTP identifies maintenance as a critical Plan element,
with the following objective: To provide for the continuing preservation and maintenance
needs of transportation facilities and services in the region, eliminating maintenance
backlogs. The high level ofimportance placed on preservation is reflected by the allocation
of major blocks of regional-level funding in the RTP to improving the existing roadway
network, and conducting various aspects of the maintenance function, which includes litter
pick-up, landscape maintenance, and rubberized asphalt overlays.

In addition, the chapters in the RTP on the freeway system and the arterial street system
include discussions of system operation, maintenance and preservation. Similarly, the RTP
chapter on mass transportation includes estimates of long range operating costs for each
transit mode, including maintenance facility requirements. The costs associated with these
elements are taken into account as part of the long range assessment of funding and
expenditures for each mode, which is included in the RTP.

Question: 4. What opportunities does the MPO offer for one or more public
hearings during the TIP development process?

Response: In general, MAG’s Public Participation Plan is a response to requirements
included in federal legislation and is divided into four phases: Early Phase, Mid-Phase,
Final Phase, and Continuous Involvement. The Early Phase meetings ensure early
involvement of the public in the development of the transportation plans and programs. The
Mid-Phase process provides for input on initial draft plan analysis for the RTP and the TIP,

16



MAG 2009 Planning Certification Review

and includes a public hearing on regional transportation issues. The Final Phase provides
an opportunity for final comment on the Draft RTP, TIP, and Air Quality Conformity Analysis
and also includes a public hearing. In addition, continuous outreach is conducted
throughout the annual update process by way of MAG committee meetings and special
events.

Question: 5. How does the MPO ensure priority programming and expeditious
implementation of TCMs from the SIP?

Response: For key TCMs, such as the Maricopa County Trip Reduction Program and
Regional Public Transportation Authority Regional Rideshare Program, MAG ensures
priority programming and expeditious implementation through Congestion Mitigation and
Air Quality Improvement (CMAQ) Program funding that is allocated in the Regional
Transportation Plan for air quality projects. The committed measures are implemented by
the respective agencies. The Maricopa County Air Quality Department is responsible for
tracking the implementation of the air quality measures in the applicable air quality plans,
in accordance with the Air Quality Memorandum of Agreement. In addition, during the
priority programming process, projects that support TCMs or other air quality measures are
identified.

The conformity analysis report provides a listing of projects and programs from the TIP that
implement TCMs and other air quality measures. As an example, for projects that
implement Transportation Demand Management projects in the FY 2008-2012 MAG
Transportation Improvement Program, the total level of funding for Areawide Ridesharing,
Travel Reduction, Education and Outreach Programs, and Vanpoolsis $22.0 million. Given
the economic downturn and reduction in transit service over the past year, these programs
are currently under review by the MAG Regional Council Executive Committee to identify
areas of duplication and potential opportunities for integration. In the interim, the MAG
Regional Council Executive Committee has held the advertising and marketing funding for
these programs in abeyance.

For each update of the TIP and Regional Transportation Plan, MAG prepares an update
of the current implementation status of TCMs identified in applicable regional air quality
plans. The update of the current status of TCMs is found in the conformity analysis report,
which accompanies the TIP. According to a review of TCMs for the MAG region, the
agencies with TCM commitments in applicable air quality plans have reported that all TCMs
in the applicable air quality plans are on schedule and there are no obstacles to
implementation of the TCMs. Many of the TCMs in the plans were implemented in the
short term, some have been fully implemented, and others are ongoing.

In addition, the Paving of Streets, Shoulders, and Alleys and PM-10 Efficient Street
Sweepers projects are in applicable air quality plans and are funded at an overall level of
$22.0 million in the FY 2008-2012 MAG Transportation Improvement Program. However,
it should be noted that not all of the projects listed in the conformity analysis report
correspond to specificimplementation commitments, since additional TCM implementation
takes place above and beyond the SIP committed levels.

Question: 6. Does the TIP describe progress in implementing required TCMs?
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Response: The EPA regulations in 40 CFR 93.113 indicate that the transportation plan,
TIP, or any FHWA/FTA project that is not from a conforming plan and TIP must provide for
the timely implementation of TCMs from the applicable air quality plans. Nothingin the TIP
may interfere with the implementation of any TCM in the applicable implementation plan.

For the Maricopa County region, the applicable air quality plans are the Revised MAG 1999
Serious Area Particulate Plan for PM-10, the Revised MAG 1999 Serious Area Carbon
Monoxide Plan, the Carbon Monoxide Redesignation Request and Maintenance Plan, and
the One-Hour Ozone Redesignation Request and Maintenance Plan.

For each update of the TIP and Regional Transportation Plan, MAG prepares an update
of the current implementation status of TCMs identified in applicable regional air quality
plans. The update of the current status of TCMs is found in the conformity analysis report,
which accompanies the TIP. According to a review of TCMs for the MAG region, the
agencies with TCM commitments in applicable air quality plans have reported that all TCMs
in the applicable air quality plans are on schedule and there are no obstacles to
implementation of the TCMs. Many of the TCMs in the plans were implemented in the
short term, some have been fully implemented, and others are ongoing.

PROJECT SELECTION:

Question: 1. Haveexpedited project selection procedures been jointly developed
by MAG, the state, and transit operators to provide for the
advancement of projects from the second or third year of the TIP?
(Please provide a copy).

Response: To meet federal requirements, the MAG TIP reports on all projects
programmed with federal funds and on all regionally significant projects that are funded with
federal and non-federal funds. As part of this process, MAG collaborates closely with the
Arizona Department of Transportation, transit operators and local governments.

Regionally significant projects come from three main sources: (1) the freeway, arterial, and
transit 20-year life cycle programs, (2) the MAG federal fund program, and (3) locally
sponsored projects.

The freeway, arterial, and transit 20 year life cycle programs have specific policies and
procedures that document the prioritization, project selection, and advancement of projects.
Each life cycle program is funded with local, regional, and federal funds including: Surface
Transportation Program (STP), Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ), 5307 and
5309. The TIP reportincludes the projects from these three programs as related to the TIP
years. Each program has procedures for programming and prioritization of projects
including advancement of projects from later years in either a life cycle program or a TIP.

The freeway program relies on a MAG approved Highway Acceleration Policy. This policy
was initially approved in 2000 with further revisions in 2008. The Arterial Life Cycle
Program (ALCP) which began in 2006 relies on the ALCP Policies and Procedures, which
was initially approved in 2005 and has since had revisions and was most recently approved
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in 2009. The Transit Life Cycle Program (TLCP) that also began in 2006 relies on the
Transit Life Cycle Policies and Procedures for programming guidance. (See Appendices
B through D. These items include the full MAG Highway Acceleration Policy, the sections
of the ALCP Policies and Procedures related to programming and
acceleration/advancement, and the sections of the TLCP Policies and Procedures related
to programming and acceleration/advancement of projects.)

The MAG federal fund program is guided by the MAG Federal Fund Programming
Principles and the three above mentioned life cycles. The MAG Federal Fund
Programming Principles specifically relate to projects programmed with CMAQ funds and
outlines the policy direction of MAG federal funds, the programming and prioritization
process, and policies related to timely obligation of projects including the advancement of
federal fund projects. (See Appendix E for a copy of the MAG Federal Fund Programming
Principles.)

The locally sponsored projects that are included in the TIP rely on local funding sources,
which highly correlate to the project schedule and advancement of projects from a later
year in the TIP. MAG coordinates with the local agencies on an annual basis regarding
project development status, including projects underway, advancements, deletions, and
deferrals.

Question: 2.  Has MAGdeveloped project selection criteriathat will allow it to take
advantage of the expedited procedures to advance projects from the
third or fourth year of the TIP? (Please provide a copy).

Response: The project selection criteria for advancing projects from a later year inthe TIP
mainly rely on eligibility, project readiness, and available revenue, and policy and procedure
direction from either the Freeway, Arterial, or Transit Life Cycles Programs or the MAG
Federal Fund Programming Principles. (See Appendices B through E).

Question: 3. How does MAG consult with the state and transit operators in
selecting projects for the TIP?

Response: The MAG TIP is developed through a process that is characterized by a highly
cooperative project selection process. Currently, there is a Resolution on Metropolitan
Transportation Planning and Programming, which is signed by MAG, RPTA, Valley Metro
Rail, and the City of Phoenix. MAG also has an agreement with the Arizona Department
of Transportation covering planning and programming activities. In general, the
transportation planning process in the MAG region is conducted through a participatory
process that is formalized in the MAG committee process.

All projects included in the TIP are from the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), and

specific modal funding allocations are identified in the RTP. For example, the Transit Life
Cycle Program receives 33.3 percent of all Proposition 400 regional sales tax funds.
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MAG consults closely with ADOT regularly on individual project and TIP issues. An ad hoc
group is maintained to address individual project implementation concerns, as well as
discuss transportation planning issues. Topics include design factors, right-of-way
acquisition, construction costs, program adjustments, project progress and outlook, cash
flow, revenue forecasts, travel demand forecasts, and corridor study/design concept report
development.

On September 22, 2009, the MAG Regional Council approved the consolidation of transit
programming activities at MAG, as well as the formation of a new Transit Committee at
MAG. As such, future decisions on choosing and ranking transit projects will be made as
part of the overall TIP process at MAG. The Transit Committee will include MAG member
agencies (transit operators and agencies that purchase transit services), RPTA, Valley
Metro Rail, and the Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT). The Transit Committee
will provide review and input on projects’ to be included in the TIP, and will assist in
developing new transit programming procedures at MAG.

MAG federally funded programs are approved by MAG, working cooperatively with the
Arizona Department of Transportation and transit operators. Additions to the State
Highway Program are approved by the state, working cooperatively with MAG and the
transit operators. Transit additions are approved by the transit operators working
cooperatively with the state and MAG. As the Designated Recipient for federal transit
funds, the City of Phoenix Public Transit Department implements the grant applications
from the Federal Transit Administration (FTA). As part of this process, the City of Phoenix
balances the FTA portion of the transportation annual appropriations bill, and provides to
MAG revisions to the TIP to reconcile the grant and the first year of the TIP. Following this
reconciliation, MAG, working cooperatively with the City of Phoenix, determines if the TIP
is in agreement with the grant. If agreement is reached, MAG concurs with the
reconciliation and informs the FTA.

MAG is currently working on a Memorandum of Understanding with all transit operators in
the MAG region to clarify this planning and programming process further.
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REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN

Question: 1. In developing the current RTP, did MAG prepare a discussion of
environmental mitigation activities, and potential areas to carry out
the activities, in consultation with Federal, State and Tribal wildlife,
land management and regulatory agencies? If yes, provide a brief
description.

Response: In developing the current Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), a discussion
of environmental mitigation and resource conservation issues and opportunities was
prepared and included in the RTP. A broad range of Federal, State, and Tribal agencies
that specifically address environmental, wildlife, land management and regulatory matters
was consulted regarding potential environmental mitigation activities that may have the
greatest potential to address the environmental functions affected by the RTP.

The transportation planning process and its future environmental implications were
discussed, and concepts for potential environmental mitigation activities were identified.
Since previously adopted projects in the RTP undergo extensive environmental and
resource assessment by the implementing agencies through the National Environmental
Policy Act process, the primary goal of the consultation effort was to gain insights regarding
issues that may potentially involve future planning efforts and future RTP elements. This
approach avoided duplicating work efforts and burdening environmental, resource and
regulatory agencies with multiple requests for the same information. The consultation
process yielded mitigation issues and concepts in four major areas: air quality, water
guality, noise and habitat. A detailed discussion of these areas was included in the RTP.

Also, during the meetings with key agencies, the discussions often led into the area of
transportation planning, in general, and how environmental and resource concerns can be
effectively integrated into the planning process. The major points made in this connection
focused on the areas of early agency involvement and planning coordination, which were
also discussed in the RTP.

Question: 2. Indevelopingthecurrent RTP, did MAG consult with State and Local
Agencies responsible for land use management, natural resources,
environmental protection, conservation, and historic preservation?

 If yes, did the consultation involve the comparison of
transportation plan to State conservation plans/ maps and
inventories of natural/historic resources?

* Please provide a brief description of the consultation effort.

Response: In developing the current Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), State, Local,
and Tribal agencies were consulted regarding transportation planning issues affecting land
use management, natural resources, environmental protection, conservation and historic
preservation. These discussions also included the identification of conservation maps,
inventories of natural or historic resources, and other information sources to utilize in the
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regional transportation planning process. Similar to the environmental mitigation
discussions, this consultation effort was aimed primarily at identifying resource and
conservation concerns that address future planning efforts and future RTP elements. The
consultation process yielded mitigation issues and concepts in four major areas: cultural
resources, natural resources, and land use patterns. A detailed discussion of these areas
was included in the RTP.

The MAG long range transportation planning process is structured to make planning
decisions and prepare planning products that are sensitive to environmental mitigation and
resource conservation considerations. A key step in this process is the involvement of
environmental and resource agencies in MAG transportation framework studies. One of
the major steps in the transportation framework study process covers the inventory of
environmental and resource factors. Environmental and resource agencies are solicited for
input early in the process, so that data on existing conditions can be assembled thoroughly
and accurately. Thisincludes the comparison of transportation planning alternatives to state
conservation plans/maps and inventories of natural/historic resources. During the
consultation process, an emphasis is placed on identifying and avoiding known
environmental issues at the level of planning contained in the RTP.

In addition to data collection, the framework process includes the identification of potential
environmental, cultural and natural resource issues affecting the area or corridor under
study. The information on existing conditions and potential issues provides one of the key
inputs for identification of alternatives. Once alternatives have been identified,
environmental and resource data and issues identified in the inventory phase are utilized
as input for the development of evaluation criteria and the assessment of alternatives. This
evaluation process provides valuable information on possible environmental and resource
impacts and helps identify mitigation and/or avoidance considerations connected with
potential future decisions on proposed new transportation corridors or improvements to
existing facilities.

Question: 3. Does MAG have a documented process(es) that outlines roles,
responsibilities, and key decision points for consulting with Indian
Tribal governments and Federal Land Management Agencies in the
development of the Long-range Transportation Plan?

Response: The continuing involvement of environmental and resource agencies is
pursued throughout the MAG transportation planning process, and documented in the
Regional Transportation Plan. A broad range of agencies is a part of this process,
including Indian Tribal governments and federal land management agencies, as well as
state land management agencies. This participation is aimed at early input so that
environmental mitigation and resource conservation considerations are taken into account
at all key stages of the technical planning effort, as well as the decision-making process on
proposed plans and programs. The approach to the consultation process includes two
major elements: (1) consultation in the transportation framework study process, and (2)
consultation on the Regional Transportation Plan.
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Consultation in the transportation framework study process includes involvement of
environmental, resource, and regulatory agencies in the inventory of environmental and
resource factors. For example, as part of the Hassayampa Valley and Hidden Valley
Transportation Framework studies, more than 60 meetings were held with these agencies.
Agencies are solicited for input early and often in the framework study process, so that data
on existing conditions can be assembled thoroughly and accurately. In addition to data
collection, the framework process includes consultation on potential environmental, cultural
and natural resource issues affecting the area or corridor under study. The information on
existing conditions and potential issues is a major input for identification and evaluation of
alternatives.  This early involvement provides valuable information on possible
environmental and resource impacts and helps identify mitigation and/or avoidance
considerations connected with potential future decisions on proposed new transportation
corridors or improvements to existing facilities.

Consultation on the Regional Transportation Plan includes three types of activities: agency
workshops, individual agency meetings, and participation in the MAG public involvement
process.

* Agency Workshops - The consultation effort includes workshops held for the
agenciesinvolved in environmental and resource issues in the MAG region. The
purpose of the workshops is to receive input from the environmental and
resource agencies regarding the application of environmental mitigation and
resource conservation concepts in the transportation planning process.
Workshops have been held in 2006, 2007, and 2008; and one is planned for the
fall of 2009.

* Individual Agency Meetings - In addition to the workshops, separate meetings
with individual agencies to discuss resource conservation and environmental
mitigation issues are held, as appropriate. These meetings provide the
opportunity to have detailed discussions on concerns and issues, as well as
identify available data and information resources in depth.

 MAG Public Involvement Process - As part of the overall consultation process,
the environmental and resource agencies are included in the MAG public
involvement process. The MAG public involvement process is divided into four
phases: Early Phase, Mid-Phase, Final Phase, and Continuous Involvement.

Question: 4. Briefly describe how the MAG RTP development process will
prepare and document system level estimates of costs and
revenues to adequately operate and maintain Federal-aid highways
and public transportation service.

Response: The chaptersinthe RTP on the freeway system and the arterial street system
include discussions of system operation, maintenance and preservation. Costs for these
functions are developed using per-mile rates by facility-type. These rates are applied to
future plan networks to develop long-range cost estimates in terms of Year of Expenditure
(YOE) dollars, taking into account the estimated mileage added incrementally to the system
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and future price inflation rates. Similarly, future transit system operating costs are
estimated based on unit operating costs and the service levels included in the RTP, taking
into account the growth in service provided during the life of the RTP and future price
inflation rates.

Revenues from reasonably available revenue sources are estimated in YOE dollars by
mode for the planning period of the RTP. The costs associated with operation, maintenance
and preservation are taken into account as part of the long range assessment of funding
and expenditures for each mode, which is included in the RTP.

Question: 5. Briefly explain how MAG ensures that project cost estimates in the
Transportation Plan are regularly updated and reflect the latest
available information.

Response: The Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) utilizes the life cycle programs that
are maintained for the major transportation modes, as a key input to the planning process.
These life cycle programs are developed by the Arizona Department of Transportation
(ADOT), the Regional Public Transportation Authority (RPTA), and the Maricopa
Association of Governments (MAG), respectively, for the freeway/highway system, public
transit system, and arterial street system. The programs meet the requirements of Arizona
state legislation calling for the agencies to conduct a budget process that ensures that the
estimated cost of planned improvements does not exceed the total amount of revenues
available for those improvements. Cost estimates in the life cycle programs are generally
updated annually.

The life cycle programs provide a comprehensive yearly listing of projects, including their
costs and implementation schedules. In addition to providing a source of updated cost
estimates, they represent an invaluable tool for monitoring construction progress on
individual projects and assessing the financial status of the programs as a whole. The life
cycle programs provide a benchmark for the decision-making process regarding alterations
to projects scopes, adjustments to construction schedules, and changes to plan and
program priorities.

As part of the RTP update process, other program costs are also updated to reflect
estimated future inflation.

Question: 6. Does the planning process consider and develop strategies, costs
and resources for capital and operations investments to preserve
the existing transportation system? Briefly explain.

Response: The RTP process recognizes the high importance of maintaining the regional
transportation infrastructure. The RTP identifies maintenance as a critical Plan element,
with the following objective: To provide for the continuing preservation and maintenance
needs of transportation facilities and services in the region, eliminating maintenance
backlogs. The high level of importance placed on preservation is reflected by the allocation
of major blocks of regional-level funding in the RTP to improving the existing roadway
network, and conducting various aspects of the maintenance function, which includes litter
pick-up, landscape maintenance, and rubberized asphalt overlays.
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In addition, the chapters in the RTP on the freeway system and the arterial street system
include discussions of system operation, maintenance and preservation. Similarly, the RTP
chapter on public transportation includes estimates of long range operating costs for each
transit mode, including maintenance facility requirements. The costs associated with these
elements are taken into account as part of the long range assessment of funding and
expenditures for each mode, which is included in the RTP.
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AGREEMENTS AND CONTRACTS

Question: 1.  Whatinteragency agreements and contracts exist between the MPO,
State DOT, and transit operators, and are such agreements and
contracts current? Havethere been any changes to theinteragency
agreements and contracts since the previous planning review?
Please include all current agreements and contracts with your
response packet.

Response: A number of interagency agreements exist between MAG and ADOT and the
transit operators, Valley Metro Rail (METRO) and the Regional Planning Transportation
Authority (RPTA).

The agreement between MAG and ADOT is current. Inthe past, this agreement has been
updated every five years with the current agreement effective date of July 1, 2006. This
agreementis scheduled to be updated in 2010. There were no substantive changes to the
ADOT-MAG agreement with the execution of the 2005 update. (A copy of this agreement
is included in Appendix F.)

There are three current interagency agreements in place between MAG and RPTA. The
agreements are for Transit Support Services, Bike and Regional Bike Safety Education
Campaign, and Regional Rideshare. These agreements have been in place for a number
of years with annual updates. These agreements are updated and described in the MAG
Unified Planning Work Program annually and have been ongoing for a number of years.
There have been no substantive changes to the scope of work in the agreements since the
previous planning review. (Copies of the most current agreements are included in Appendix
G through I.)

An agreement with Valley Metro Rail was first executed in 2005 for Light Rail Transit
Planning Services. This agreement has been updated annually and described in the MAG
UPWP since the inception of the agreement. There have been no substantive changes to
the scope of work in the agreement during this time. (A copy of the most current
agreement is included in Appendix J.)

Question: 2. Arethere agreements between MAG and the transit operators that
specify cooperative procedures for carrying out transportation
planning, including corridor and sub-area planning studies?

Response: There is a current resolution between transit operators, including Valley Metro
Rail, RPTA, City of Phoenix (as the Designated Recipient for federal transit funds) and
MAG, in place for transportation planning. This resolution was executed in 2007 and has
been included as part of the UPWP since that time. This resolution has not been updated
from the original document in 2007. (A copy of this resolution is included in Appendix K.)
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Question: 3. Has MAG set up any alternative procedures for agreements such as
asingle cooperative agreement with the State, transit operators, and
the air quality agency; or have they included all of the subject roles,
responsibilities, and cooperative actions in the prospectus of their
Overall Work Program?

Response: A working group was formed comprised of staff from MAG, RPTA and Valley
Metro Rail to review the responsibilities and identify alternative ways to organize transit
programming activities. Staff from the City of Phoenix joined the working group later due
to the City’s role as the designated grant recipient for federal transit funds. The working
group produced a chart identifying all areas of transit activities and entity responsibilities
for those items. The focus of the chart was to examine and evaluate responsibilities that
may be duplicated, fragmented or completed, creating issues with the integration of related
activities. The working group focused on policy discussions and then addressed
implementation based upon guidance from the MAG Executive Committee. Four options
have been developed to address better integration of transit planning and programming.
The options have been finalized by the working group and will be presented this year to the
MAG Executive Committee for further guidance in moving forward with changes to transit
planning and implementation.

Question: 4. Are there any problems with the contents of the agreements that
would require updating?

Response: On April 17, 2009, the annual Intermodal Planning Group (IPG) meeting was
held for the federal review of the work activities of MAG, RPTA and Valley Metro Rail.
Representatives from FHWA, FTA, the EPA, and ADOT participated in the session. During
the meeting, the FTA representative stated that MAG could not delegate its transit
programming responsibilities. Since the IPG meeting, the FTA has notified MAG that the
programming responsibilities need to be clarified in a new Memorandum of Understanding
(MOU). These activities were asterisked in the FY 2010 UPWP for further evaluation
during the 2010 year. For the current fiscal year, MAG is being allowed to advance its
programs, despite the lack of a comprehensive agreement. FTA is anticipating that
compliance will be achieved during the current fiscal year.

MAG has begun work on a new Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with all transit
operators in the MAG region including: Valley Metro Rail, RPTA, City of Phoenix, City of
Tempe, City of Surprise (dial-a-ride/para-transit operator), City of Peoria (dial-a-ride/para-
transit operator), and the City of Glendale (dial-a-ride/para-transit operator). This MOU wiill
outline the cooperative planning and programming responsibilities for the region. It is
anticipated that this MOU will be executed in FY 2010.
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PROGRAM DELIVERY/PROJECT MONITORING AND LIST OF
OBLIGATED PROJECTS

Please discuss MAG’s project monitoring system and the overall program delivery of the
previous TIP. Please address the following questions in the discussion:

Question: 1. How does MAG monitor the TIP to assure timely authorization and
completion of projects?

Response: For the past five years, MAG has worked with MAG member agencies on
project development status through its annual collection of project information through the
TIP Data Entry System. A component of this project information is the status of the project,
i.e., if itis completed, underway, deleted, advanced, deferred, or there was no change to
the project schedule. This information is reported in the Project Listing section of the MAG
TIP. Also, MAG consults regularly with ADOT, RPTA, and Valley Metro Rail regarding the
status of improvement projects and potential implementation issues. An ad hoc group of
these agencies meets at least monthly to facilitate timely completion of projects.

In addition, local projects programmed to receive federal funds are monitored closely with
bi-annual status reports and additional programming guidelines that address project
completion issues. MAG has worked cooperatively with MAG member agencies to
establish Programming Guidelines that address guiding principles, application process,
competitive project selection process for MAG federal funds, programmed federal fund
projects, annual year end closeout process, and re-distributed obligation authority. MAG
works with the ADOT Local Government Section and MAG member agencies to obtain the
most current and accurate information for the bi-annual status reports of local projects
programmed with federal funds.

In addition, MAG has created a public website, MAG Federally Funded Program, that
reports on project development status on all local projects programmed with CMAQ and
STP fundsinthe MAG region. The website is: http://www.mag.maricopa.gov/archive/fedtip.

This site provides members of the public and local government staff with status information
on the development of MAG federally funded projects currently proceeding through the
Arizona Department of Transportation-Local Government process. This website is intended
to serve as a "one-stop-shop" for information about local sponsored federal projects. The
center piece of this website is the Projects Page, which lists all locally sponsored federal
projects. A user can click on the projects tab, and either select a project by its TIP ID
number or use the pull-down toolbar menus to search for the appropriate project. The
Projects Page allows a user to obtain a Details Page that summarizes programming history,
amount of funds programmed, statuses of various clearances, project identification
information, bidding information, and contact information. Additionally, there are links to
information about project development, including the process on working with the ADOT
Local Governments Section, environmental requirements, and contact information.
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MAG is scheduled to receive monthly obligation reports from the ADOT Financial/Planning
section, but receives them inconsistently. As a result, MAG must rely on information from
local agencies and the ADOT Local Government Section to determine project
obligation/authorization.

Question: 2. What process is used to ensure that projects utilize Federal funds
for the year for which they are programmed? Over the past three
years, what percentage of projects in the TIP actually advanced to
construction?

Response: MAG uses the above mentioned status reports, the MAG Federally Funded
Program website, and the Programming Guidelines to encourage and ensure projects
utilize federal funds in the year in which they are programmed. As part of this effort, MAG
reports on obligated projects. The ADOT Local Government Section also provides bid
schedules for locally sponsored federal fund projects. Information pertaining to
constructing projects has not been transmitted from ADOT/FHWA to MAG.

Question: 3. Are project status reports produced? If so, how often? Are such
reports provided to project sponsors, FHWA, FTA, ADOT?

* Optional - What are the primary causes of project delivery
delays?

* Optional - How has MAG addressed these delays?

e Optional - How can FHWA, FTA, and ADOT assist MAG (and local
agencies) in addressing project delays?

* Optional - Did MAG experience any significant delays in the
planned implementation of major projects from the previous TIP?
Please provide a list of projects that were not implemented and
discuss causes of the delays.

Response: The project status reports are developed bi-annually at a minimum, and are
shared with a minimum of three MAG Committees: the MAG Street Committee,
Transportation Review Committee, and MAG Management Committee. MAG member
agencies, including ADOT, are members of these committees.

In addition, the MAG Federally Funded Program website reports on project development
status on alllocal projects programmed with CMAQ and STP funds in the MAG region. The
website is available to the public at http://www.mag.maricopa.gov/archive/fedtip.

 What are the primary causes of project delivery delays?
Response: From working with the Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) and local

sponsors of highway federal fund projects on a continuous basis, the primary causes of
delay seem to be:
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. Local sponsors not anticipating the time needed for project development, therefore
causing a project not to obligate in the year it was programmed to obligate.

. Project Development process documentation, requirements, and formats not
provided in electronic formats/templates for local sponsors.

. Inconsistent timelines, and timetables provided by ADOT. For example, actual
clearance times vary significantly from those documented inthe ADOT Local Project
Development Manual.

. Project development milestone deliverables are not tracked nor managed to meet
the published timetables established by ADOT, the responsible agency to administer
the federal project development process.

. Funding availability for local costs commitments associated with the project.

. Adequate staff available for project development at ADOT and local sponsor
agencies.

. ADOT divisions providing inconsistent and untimely comments about project

development milestones. For example, as projects entering Plans Specifications
and Estimates approval, one of the last steps prior to obligation, ADOT staff
provides comments to the local agency regarding the design and scope of the
project, which should have been provided at 30 percent or 60 percent design plans.

. In consistent and timely financial/obligation reports from ADOT to MAG.
» How has MAG addressed these delays?

Response: MAG works continuously and cooperatively with the ADOT Local Governments
Section and MAG member agencies for project obligations. MAG has worked with its
member agencies through working groups and the MAG Committee process to develop the
MAG Federal Fund Programming Principles. The MAG Federal Fund Programming
Principles provide guidance related to programming concepts, the application process,
competitive project selection process for MAG federal funds, programmed federal fund
projects, the MAG closeout process, and re-distributed obligation authority. These
Programming Principles were conceived from initial guidance that was approved in the mid
1990's, and expanded to include items related to project changes, deferrals of projects,
financial commitment, and project prioritization. In July 2009, the MAG Management
Committee, established the Federal Fund Work Group that is tasked with reviewing the
MAG policies and processes related to federally funded local projects. The primary
objective of the Work Group is to explore ways that MAG can improve the programming
process to reduce the number of projects that have to be deferred from one fiscal year to
another.
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In addition to the Programming Principles, the Federal Fund Status Reports are presented
through the MAG committee process. Working groups are also formed when needed to
address specific issues. Currently, there is a Federal Fund Working Group consisting of
19 MAG member agencies to review and make revisions to the Programming Principles
and process related to project deferrals, project development for small or inexperienced
local governments, project costs, and local financial commitment.

 How can FHWA, FTA, and ADOT assist MAG (and local agencies) in
addressing project delays?

Response: Assistance can be provided by working cooperatively and openly to address
the above mentioned primary causes of project delivery delays, with action items and
deliverables.

LIST OF OBLIGATED PROJECTS

Question: 4. Does the listing identify pedestrian walkways and bicycle
transportation facilities?

Response: For the past five years, MAG has worked with MAG member agencies on
project development status through its annual collection of project information in the TIP
Data Entry System. A component of this project information is the status of the project, i.e.,
if it is completed, underway, deleted, advanced, deferred, or there was no change to the
project schedule. Thisinformation is reported in the Project Listing section of the MAG TIP.

The Project Listing section that reports on the completed and underway projects includes
projects funded with local, regional, state, and federal funds for all modes of transportation,
including pedestrian and bicycle facilities. The completed and underway projects include
federally funded projects that have obligated.

In conjunction with the TIP Program of Projects, a CMAQ Annual Report is generated on
an annual basis that documents the CMAQ funded projects in the MAG region that
obligated in the previous year. This includes pedestrian and bicycle projects that are
funded with CMAQ funds. The CMAQ Annual Report is presented and reported on at the
MAG Air Quality Technical Advisory Committee meetings with information provided to the
Arizona Department of Transportation and the Federal Highway Administration. The MAG
Air Quality Technical Advisory Committee meetings are open to the public.

Question: 5. How is the Annual Listing of Obligated Projects made available to
the public?

Response: As mentioned in the Transportation Improvement Program and Project
Selection section of this report, the TIP, which includes a list of completed and underway
projects, is developed, consulted on, and approved through a public process involving the
MAG Committee process and an approved Public Participation Plan. The completed and
underway projects reported in the TIP Listing of Projects include federally funded projects
that have obligated.
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The Public Participation Plan includes a Mid-Phase joint Open House and Public Hearing
for MAG, ADOT - State Transportation Board, RPTA, Valley Metro Rail, City of
Phoenix/Department of Public Transit, and the Citizen’s Transportation Oversight
Committee. The Draft TIP, Draft State Highway Program, and Draft RTP Plan Update are
reviewed at the Mid-Phase meeting. A Final-Phase Open House and Public Hearing for
MAG on the Final Draft TIP, Draft RTP Update, and Draft Air Quality Conformity Analysis
is also held. The TIP report that is included in the Public Participation process includes a
listing of completed and underway (obligated) projects in the region.

The CMAQ Annual Report is presented and reported on at the MAG Air Quality Technical
Advisory Committee meetings with information provided to the Arizona Department of
Transportation and the Federal Highway Administration. The MAG Air Quality Technical
Advisory Committee meetings are™ open to the public.
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PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PLAN

Section 450.316(a) of the metropolitan planning regulations requires that the metropolitan
planning process include a public participation plan that is created in consultation with
interested parties and provides complete information, timely public notice and full public
access to key decisions; and to support early and continuing public involvement in
developing plans and TIPs.

Question: 1. Has MAG completed its Public Participation Plan in consultation
with all interested parties? (Please include a copy).

Response: The MAG Regional Council adopted the new Public Participation Plan in
December, 2006. (See Appendix L.) Prior to its adoption, MAG made the plan available
for 45 days for review and distributed the plan to all interested parties (as defined in
SAFETEA-LU regulations). MAG also held a stakeholders meeting where the plan was
also presented and discussed by representatives from interested parties, including the
general public, member agencies, freight, and transit interests. All comments made during
the 45-day review were forwarded to policymakers where they were considered prior to
adoption of the plan.

Question: 2.  How does MAG employ visualization techniques in the development
of its metropolitan transportation plan and TIP?

Response: With the help of its graphics, Web and Information Services staff, MAG utilizes
many innovative techniques to help residents better understand what transportation
investments are included in its transportation plans and programs. Examples include
project specific maps and graphs, digital photography, high resolution graphic displays,
Geographical Information Systems, map overlays, PowerPoint presentations, aerial
photography, photo simulations, technical drawings, charts and graphs. Alternative
scenarios, including visual depictions of scenarios, are presented to demonstrate
differences among solutions or approaches. All of these techniques and applications are
used as part of the public involvement process for the TIP and Plan updates at input
opportunities such as large special events, small and large group presentations,
neighborhood meetings/presentations, video conferencing and one-on-one meetings. In
addition, MAG also utilizes its Video Outreach Program to provide information to the public
about MAG plans and programs, such as a recent half-hour documentary on the status of
Proposition 400 projects in the region. This video aired repeatedly on every city cable
channel and provides another way of communicating with Valley residents.

Visualization techniques in public involvement planning are essential to assisting public
understanding of transportation plans and programs. The MAG Public Participation Plan
was recently cited as a notable practice in the Federal Highway Administration’s Public
Involvement/Public Participation Transportation Planning Process Resource Guide. In the
category of Public Participation Plans (PPPs) and Notable Elements, MAG's description of
its utilization of visualization techniques in its PPP was used as an example of how to
include these techniques in a public involvement plan and program.
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Question: 3. Forthe 2007 RTP and 2008 TIP, how did MAG seek out and consider
the needs of those traditionally underserved by the existing
transportation systems, including, but not limited to low-income and
minority households? What issues were raised and how are their
concerns documented? In what instances have comments raised
during consultation resulted in changes to policy, plans, programs
or projects? How does MAG respond to comments when they do
not result in a change? Please discuss and provide documentation
on specific initiatives or activities undertaken by MAG to these
groups in the TIP development process.

Response: MAG conducted an Early Phase, Mid-Phase and Final Phase public
involvement process, as described in the adopted MAG Public Participation Plan, for
updatesto the 2007 RTP and 2008-2012 TIP. During this time, MAG distributed information
and received input at large community events, as well as small and large group
presentations, via the Web, e-mail and telephone correspondence. All meetings were
noticed with some combination of display advertisements, targeted mailing, public notice,
pressreleases, Web posting and announcements at MAG policy committee meetings. (See
Appendix M for listing of press releases.)

In an effort to make information delivery faster, MAG implemented an e-mail notification
system that makes it easier for the public to receive documents such as meeting
notifications, agendas, minutes and reports. Through a free subscription service called
GovDelivery, users can subscribe to pages that contain information and documents for
which they have the highest interest. The service monitors specific Web pages for
changes, and when a change is detected, the service sends an e-mail to subscribers
notifying them of the updated information available. There are about 130 monitored pages
on the MAG Web site. To aid access to MAG Web sites by the visually impaired, all photos
and illustrative graphics are accompanied by a descriptive caption, through the use of the
alternate text (alt text) attribute. A visually impaired reader, who is using a screen reader,
will hear the alt text in place of the image. MAG has a goal of meeting as many of the
techniques recommended by the Web Accessibility Initiative as possible that are applicable
to our Web sites.

After each key public involvement phase, MAG produced a report containing all input
received during the phase. This report was delivered to the MAG Management Committee,
TPC and Regional Council for review and consideration prior to action. During the Mid and
Final phases, a public hearing is conducted and a court reporter is retained. Comments and
suggestions received at the meeting are taken verbatim. MAG produces a formal response
to comments section that is made part of the Mid-Phase and Final Phase reports, and the
public hearing transcript is also included. A sample of events/meetings conducted during
the update cycle where input was received included staffed booths at the MLK Day
celebration, Hispanic Women’s Conference, Arizona Disability Expo, National Federation
of the Blind of Arizona Statewide Conference, EarthFest, Scottsdale Area Realtors
Association Expo, Chicanos Por La Causa Business Expo in Spanish, Tempe Tardeada
(city of Tempe’s salute to Hispanic heritage), City of Phoenix Latino Institute Back to School
Informational and Health Fair, Juneteenth African-American Celebration, Northwest Valley
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Black History Celebration, Annual American Indian Pow Wow (cultural and informational
event), ADOT Informational 1-17 Road Shows (in conjunction with ADOT), Loop 202
Freeway Opening (to celebrate completion of the Loop 202), Touchstone Behavioral Health
Community Fair, African-American Legislative Workshop, Transportation Safety Day
sponsored by the Governor’s Traffic Safety Advisory Council, and the Governor’s Council
on Developmental Disabilities Day at the Legislature, among others.

Since the RTP included modal splits, it is important to note that the bulk of MAG's public
involvement for the RTP, and consequently the TIP, was completed prior to its approval by
voters in 2004. During the development of the RTP, MAG engaged in an intensive public
involvement program. There were more than 350 public input opportunities and three
scientific telephone polls conducted. In the early stages of RTP development, the modal
split was nearly 90 percent for freeways and three percent for transit. After the public
involvement/survey process was complete, and the results provided to the TPC and
Regional Council, transit received a 30 percent increase in modal share. This was due to
the comments received during the public input/survey process, which included informal as
well as scientifically valid surveys that included all segments of the public, including a
variety of ethnic, social and economic demographics.

MAG receives comments on the transportation system on a daily basis. Staff either
responds directly to the inquiry or distributes the comments to the appropriate agency,
whether it be ADOT, Valley Metro, METRO, Maricopa County or a MAG member city or
town. These responses are designed to answer questions, communicate the status of
projects, address actions that can be taken, or provide context as to why action may not
be taken.

Question: 4. Has MAG reviewed its public involvement processes and evaluated
their effectiveness in assuring that the processes provide full and
open access to all? If yes, please provide a copy of the evaluation.

Response: MAG continually reviews its public participation efforts for effectiveness as part
of its communications planning efforts and makes adjustments as warranted. For example,
in 2001, MAG sought a stronger relationship with the underserved communities in the
Valley and contracted with Community Outreach Associates to the African-American,
Hispanic, Native American and disability communities. It quickly became apparent to staff
that there was a need for a full time staff member who could provide this outreach. In
2002, MAG hired a full time Community Outreach Specialist to work with Title VI
communities, condensing the functions of the three minority functions, while maintaining
the Disability Outreach Associate as a separate function.

MAG formally enhanced its public involvement process in 1994, 1998, and 2006. The most
significant recent review of MAG’s public participation process came during the
development of the MAG Public Participation Plan (PPP) in late 2006. This document was
provided for public review, including being noticed with a public notice and made available
45 days before the vote. A draft of the plan was directly mailed to all interested parties as
outlined in the new regulations, including all MAG policy committee members, partner
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agencies, and the MAG public involvement mailing list. After the 45-day period of review
and consultation, MAG adopted the plan in December of 2006.

In addition to the above, staff recognizes that to reach the greatest number of residents,
MAG needs to “go to the people” rather than expecting the people to come to us. To that
end, MAG hosts information booths at numerous large and small scale community events
and provides many small group presentations to provide information about MAG plans and
programs, answer questions, and receive comments. During these events, MAG distributes
an awareness survey in which participants are asked questions regarding transportation
priorities as well as whether they have heard of the Maricopa Association of Governments.
(See Appendix N.) We also ask whether the respondent has ever provided comment to
MAG through any of its public input opportunities. We question their overall perception of
MAG and their primary area of interest, and ask them to check boxes on publications they
are interested in receiving. MAG tracks these responses and utilizes those results to
evaluate our effectiveness in increasing awareness of MAG. For example, in 2001, only 28
percent of respondents said they were aware of MAG. In 2009, that number was up to 43
percent, an overall increase of 54 percent. The same survey shows that while 39 percent
of respondents had an excellent or good perception of MAG in 2001, that number has
since jumped to 52 percent, an increase of 33 percent. Most importantly, the survey
measures whether respondents have ever provided comment to MAG through its input
opportunities. From the baseline of 8 percent of respondents who stated they had provided
input in 2001, to 21 percent of respondents who indicated they had provided comment in
2009, the overall percentage increase in the number of respondents indicating they have
provided input to MAG through its public involvement opportunities is 162 percent — a
significant achievement. (See Appendix N).

Through the utilization of GIS maps, in 2008 MAG public involvement staff used the
Awareness Survey to track the percentage of awareness and perception of MAG
throughout the Valley. The results revealed that some areas with high minority
concentrations (e.g. Title VI communities) were as likely, or even more likely, to be aware
of MAG as other communities. Other areas with high minority concentrations were not as
likely to be aware of MAG. The largest percentage of awareness was in the Northeast
Valley, where many public involvement activities were held surrounding the I-17 widening
project. The Central Valley area also recorded high awareness levels and a good
perception of MAG. Based on zip code analysis, MAG identified areas where additional
outreach was needed, in particular the far Southwest Valley. Since that time, the Interstate
8 and 10-Hidden Valley Transportation Framework Study has provided numerous input
opportunities including 11 city/town meetings and 12 meetings with property owners.

To aid access to MAG Web sites by those with disabilities, primarily the visually impaired,
all photos and illustrative graphics are accompanied by a descriptive caption, through the
use of the alternate text (alt text) attribute. A visually impaired reader, who is using a screen
reader, will hear the alt text in place of the image. MAG is currently undergoing a Web
redesign that requires that as many of the techniques recommended by the Web
Accessibility Initiative, that are applicable to our sites, are used in order to make the
information on MAG Web sites accessible to persons with disabilities.
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These are just a few of the many strategies MAG uses to evaluate its public involvement
process. In developing the MAG Unified Planning Work Program and Annual Budget each
year, MAG public involvement staff develops numerous specific, measurable objectives and
outcome measures for the next fiscal year. Each narrative additionally provides the results
of the outcome measures from the previous year. MAG utilizes these results to determine
progress made and to develop outreach strategies and outcome measures for the
upcoming fiscal year.
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TITLE VI, ADA, and ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE

Please discuss MAG's efforts in addressing Title VI, ADA, and environmental justice
throughout the transportation planning processes. Please address the following questions
in the discussion:

Question: 1. What Title VI and Environmental Justice measures, benchmarks, or
criteria has MAG developed? (Examples: travel time from home to
work, number of low-income people who can travel from home to
work in under an hour.) How were these measures developed?
Who had inputin their development? Does the RTP and TIP provide
some measure of service across all modes?

Response: MAG recognizes the significance of transportation to all residents of the
metropolitan area and the importance of Title VI/Environmental Justice considerations in
the transportation planning process. As a result, an environmental justice analysis of the
Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) was prepared. Each of the three major components
of the RTP (freeways/highways, transit and arterial streets) was addressed in this analysis
to assess the distribution of benefits of projects included within the RTP. The analysis
determined the percentage of communities of concern that are served by new freeways or
widening of existing freeways, planned transit improvements, and arterial streets projects.
Five communities were included in the analysis: minority populations, low income
populations, aged populations, mobility disability populations, and female head of
household populations. Based on the review of freeway/highway, transit and arterial
improvements, it was concluded that the RTP provides equal or better benefits to minority
communities.

The measures of equity in the transportation planning process were developed as part of
the RTP update process. Public involvement in connection with these efforts include
opportunities for public input early on in the process, during the planning process, and prior
to final hearings. The process provides complete information on transportation plans,
timely public notice, full public access to key decisions, and opportunities for early and
continuing involvement in the process for all segments of the region’s population, including
Title VI and environmental justice communities. Numerous public outreach activities are
conducted as part of the MAG RTP outreach efforts. These include staffed information
booths, public workshops and meetings, attendance at events, presentations, and open
houses. The outreach activities have been targeted to both specific minority groups and
the general public as a whole.

Question: 2. What aspects of theregional transportation system are identified as
part of a regional analysis of benefits and burdens? How are
benefits and burdens of the regional transportation system
distributed across different racial, ethnic and economic groups?

Response: MAG endeavors to incorporate environmental justice into regional

transportation planning on an ongoing basis. Each of the three major components of the
RTP (freeways/highways, transit and arterial roads) was addressed in a Title

41



MAG 2009 Planning Certification Review

VI/Environmental Justice analysis, which determined the percentage of communities of
concern that are served by new freeways or widening of existing freeways, planned transit
improvements, and arterial streets projects.

Approximately 40 percent of the census tracts for each of the communities of concern
(minority, female head of household, poverty, disability and age 60+) are served by the
improved freeway/highway network, which is virtually the same as the 40 percent of the
non-minority census tracts that are served. Similar results were found in transit where
around 90 percent or more of the communities of concern were served by the transit
network; whereas, a slightly lower number of non-community of concern census tracts were
affected. For arterial projects, three of the five communities of concern were served less
than the non-minority communities.

The analysis relied on proximity to transportation improvements as a measure of equity in
the transportation planning process. Proximity is an important issue; however, individual
project impacts are also addressed on a project-by-project basis. For those without cars
in a region as geographically dispersed as the Phoenix Metropolitan area, transit provides
a critical link to jobs, shopping, medical care, and recreation. As indicated by census and
other travel survey data, there is a direct correlation between income and transit
dependency. Reaching out to address this need, the RTP increased funding for transit to
33 percent of the sales tax extension from the approximate two percent in the prior sales
tax, demonstrating a growing commitmentto provide transportation options for all residents
of Maricopa County.

Question: 3. How does MAG determine the needs, values and issues of low-
income and minority populations? (Examples: neighborhood or
community advisory groups; targeting visioning process; local
studies done for other major public capital investments, such as
sports arenas, jails, sewage treatment plants, hospitals; MAG
interviews and involvement with businesses, community leaders,
and residents; focus groups; and preference surveys.) How does
MAG seek viewpoints of communities that have no spokespersons
or community-based organizations?

Response: MAG’s approach to determining the needs of low income and minority
populations is unique. During the development of the RTP beginning in 2001, MAG
contracted with Community Outreach Associates to the African-American, Hispanic, Native
American and disability communities. The sole objective of these associates was to engage
the low income and minority populations, and report the results to the MAG TPC and
Regional Council via the MAG Communications Division. The associates developed
extensive mail lists of key figures in these communities, participated in special events and
made small and large group presentations. In 2002, MAG condensed three of the positions
into one full time Community Outreach Specialist and retained the Disability Outreach
Associate. These positions were critical in helping the TPC and Regional Council develop
a multimodal transportation plan that was part of the successful passage of Proposition
400. The relationships forged during that time continue to flourish today, and the
stakeholder lists developed during that intensive outreach period are continually updated.
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More recently, MAG staff has made a priority of engaging groups that are on the fringe of
the community such as brain injury survivor groups, aged caregivers groups and mental
health deficiency groups, among others. MAG staff provides these presentations in
cooperation with Valley Metro. The purpose of these presentations is to help these groups
learn how to navigate the Valley’s transportation system, including how and where to
purchase a transit ticket, apply for an ADA eligibility card, and ensure a discounted fare.

In addition, MAG works closely with its Human Services division, which conducts a variety
of planning efforts on behalf of disadvantaged populations. For example, the MAG Human
Services Technical Committee is composed of member agency staff, representatives of
United Way, community councils, the Arizona Department of Economic Security, and the
Area Agency on Aging. The Continuum of Care Regional Committee on Homelessness
provides direction on homeless planning and policy and directs an annual street count of
homeless populations. Another committee works with domestic violence service providers.
The Elderly and Persons with Disabilities Transportation Program Committee determines
a priority listing of Section 5310 applications, including mobility management funds to
transport older adults and people with disabilities. Recently, the MAG Human Services
Coordination Transportation Plan was recognized as a national best practice. The MAG
Transportation Ambassador Program is one of the strategies included in the plan and a
significant reason for the award. To date, more than 200 people participate in the program
from a variety of social service and transportation agencies, community based groups, and
individual advocates. All participants offer feedback on the needs of transportation
disadvantaged populations and the strategies to best meet these needs.

MAG also works with its Information Services division to track changes in population and
employment, changes in growth patterns, and shifting demographics.

Finally, MAG works with numerous private and nonprofit partners to host forums, conduct
surveys, and analyze information gathered through external sources, such as a recent
partnership with the Center for the Future of Arizona, which conducted a Gallup Poll of
3,600 Arizona respondents to measures Arizonans’ attitudes and values.

All of these efforts combine to assist the organization in identifying the needs, values and
issues of low-income and minority populations.

Question: 4. How does MAG provide meaningful access to persons with limited
English proficiency in its public involvement processes consistent
with Executive Order 13166 and US DOT LEP Guidance [70 F.R.
74087 (2005)]?

Response: The MAG Community Outreach Specialist translates MAG policy documents,
public involvement documents, press releases, fact sheets and other major materials into
Spanish for distribution and posting to the MAG Web site. The specialist responds to
requests from Spanish language print and broadcast media outlets for interviews and other
information related to the MAG planning and programming process. In addition, MAG
includes specific language on all public hearing/meeting notices that any special assistance
needed is available if given reasonable notice.
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Question: 5. How are Indian tribal governments and related public agencies
involved in the development of transportation plans and programs?

Response: Three Native American Indian communities within Maricopa County are MAG
members. These communities include the Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation, the Gila River
Indian Community, and the Salt River Pima Maricopa Indian Community. These tribes
participate in the MAG transportation planning and programming process with full voting
representation on the three MAG policy committees: MAG Management Committee,
Transportation Policy Committee (TPC) and the Regional Council. The Native American
representative to TPC represents all three Native American Indian communities. These
tribal nations are also full voting MAG members on all MAG transportation technical
committees. A fourth Native American Community, the Tohono O’odham, has a small piece
of tribal land in the MAG region and has discussed becoming a member of MAG. The MAG
Senior Policy Planner is also currently serving on a technical advisory committee to update
the long range transportation plan for the Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian Community. This
ADOT led effort included consultant selection by the technical advisory committee plus an
expected year-long involvement to provide feedback into the planning process. In addition,
briefings on transportation issues have been provided by MAG staff to the Arizona Inter-
Tribal Council, the Tohono O’odham Nation and the Ak-Chin Indian Community.

Question: 6. How does MAG compareinvestments across different modes? How
are highway capital costs compared to public transit capital costs
and costs to support walking and bicycling?

Response: An integrated approach is taken to evaluating the trade-offs in investments
among the modes. In the development of the RTP in 2002/2003, this approach involved
developing a series of plan scenarios, each with a different modal emphasis but essentially
the same total cost. The scenarios were characterized by an emphasis, respectively, on
freeways/highways, mass transit, and arterial streets. A set of performance factors was
evaluated for each scenario, providing insights into the trade-offs among the scenarios
regarding factors such as service levels, impacts, and costs. Based on this analysis, a
hybrid scenario was identified, providing the basis for the multimodal plan that was
eventually adopted. Similarly, in the transportation framework study process where large
subareas of the region are analyzed, an integrated, system level approach is taken in
identifying the mix of facilities and services provided.

As noted, a comprehensive update of the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) was
conducted in 2002/2003. This update resulted in the extension of the half-cent sales tax
for transportation in the MAG region, and a commitment to the voters of Maricopa County
to implement the projects identified in the Plan. As a result, recently the emphasis has
been on project implementation, as opposed to the comparison of individual project
investments across modes. Specific funding allocations across all modes were identified
in the Plan, including freeways/highways, arterials, transit, bicycle/pedestrian, and air
guality measures.

Question: 7. What does MAG do to ensure that their services are accessible to
persons with disabilities?
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Response: MAG contracts with a MAG Disability Outreach Associate. The associate was
retained in 2002 and is charged with engaging the disability community through a variety
of means, including attending special events within the community, making small and large
group presentations and connecting individually with members of the community. The
associate also distributes information and gathers input. The input is included in an Input
Opportunity Report that is distributed to the MAG Management Committee, TPC and
Regional Council for review and consideration prior to action. Because the disability
community is an underserved community, and because it relies heavily on transit, nearly
all input opportunities that the associate conducts include a representative from Valley
Metro. The associate and Valley Metro representative work together to provide as much
support and information to the community as possible. This includes helping members of
the community learn how to navigate the transit system, including where and how to
purchase ADA eligibility cards, how to communicate with the transit operator to ensure a
successful ride, and how to best utilize Valley Metro’s online trip planner. In some cases,
Valley Metro will return to the site of the presentation/event with a bus. Riding the bus can
be an intimidating experience for people with disabilities. This allows people from the
disability community an opportunity to learn about all aspects of the bus in a controlled
environment. Special arrangements can also be made for groups of people within the
disability community to ride the rail with a Valley Metro representative. This is also an
opportunity for people with disabilities to ride with a transit representative without the
intimidation of riding alone.

In addition, the disability outreach associate translates MAG materials into braille, large-
print or audio formats as requested. As a person with a sight impairment, the associate is
uniquely qualified to help evaluate the accessibility of MAG services.

All MAG public meetings comply with ADA requirements and are transit and wheelchair
accessible. In addition, free transit passes are provided to public meeting attendees upon
request. MAG always includes specific language on all public hearing/meeting notices that
any special assistance needed is available if given reasonable notice.
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CONGESTION MANAGEMENT PROCESS

As a TMA, MAG is required to have a Congestion Management Process (CMP) that
complies with the provisions of 23 CFR 500.109.

Question: 1. Does MAG comply with SAFETEA-LU CMP requirements? Has MAG
reviewed applicable State laws, rules and regulations to ensure the
CMP for the TMA is consistent with the SAFETEA-LU revised
statutory language on the Congestion Management Process?

Response: MAG complies with the requirements established in the SAFETEA-LU CMP
(Titles Il and VI of SAFETEA-LU, Sections 3005 and 6001) to the extent that existing
programs conform with the following premises and guidelines in the Metropolitan
Transportation Planning Final Rule.

. To establish an objectives-driven, performance based approach integral to the
regional transportation planning process.

. To be collaboratively developed and systematically and consistently applied
throughout a TMA in order to reduce demand and strategically manage operations.

. To be implemented to manage the operation and functions of new and existing
transportation facilities.

SAFETEA-LU introduced several changes to metropolitan and statewide transportation
planning provisions. One of these changes was the updated requirement for a Congestion
Management Process (CMP), as opposed to Congestion Management Systems (CMS).
This change required a shift from a stand-alone program to the functional integration of
operational management strategies into the planning and environmental review processes.
Additionally, SAFETEA-LU states that: “The development of a congestion management
process should result in multimodal system performance measures and strategies that can
be reflected in the Metropolitan Transportation Plan and the Transportation Improvement
Program (TIP).”

MAG’s Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) was adopted in 2003, and has been updated
three times since its inception. The Plan is a multimodal, performance-based,
comprehensive Regional Plan, adopted in conjunction with Proposition 400, which was a
voter-approved extension of a half-cent sales tax for transportation improvements in the
region. One of the key purposes of the Plan is to establish and implement processes to
examine and address expected congestion during the next twenty years, as well as to
establish priorities for projects to address this congestion. Pursuantto Arizona statues, the
authorization for Proposition 400 requires the establishment of performance measures for
all major transportation modal categories, and requires quincennial performance audits of
proposed transportation projects and systems starting in 2010. This audit process will
examine the RTP projects scheduled for funding within each transportation mode and
evaluate them using a specific set of measures as part of a Performance Measurement
Program. In addition, it will review past expenditures based on the RTP and examine the
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performance of the transportation system in relieving congestion, and in improving mobility
and accessibility. The auditis also required to provide recommendations regarding whether
further implementation of a project is warranted, warranted with modifications, or not
warranted.

Consistent with the state-mandated requirements, MAG’s transportation planning activities,
as stated in the multimodal, objectives-driven and collaborative RTP, are substantially
consistent with SAFETEA-LU CMP requirements.

MAG's congestion management strategies have been implemented using the CMS model,
combined with modal committee-based recommendations, taking into account quantitative
and qualitative factors. This process was applied in the development of the 2008-2012 TIP,
approved in 2007 by the MAG Regional Council. The CMS was primarily developed
collaboratively through the CMS Working Group and built on several years of analysis that
culminated in a Congestion Management Systems Alternatives report. The CMS comprised
two main criteria: the establishment of a series of strategies to address congestion, and the
development and implementation of a CMS Rating System. The elements that were
considered include performance measures, data collection and system monitoring, the
identification and evaluation of proposed strategies, the implementation of those strategies,
and the evaluation of the effectiveness of those strategies.

The RTP, which covers a twenty year planning period, includes three life cycle programs:
the Freeway Program Life Cycle Program (FLCP), the Arterial Life Cycle Program (ALCP),
and the Transit Life Cycle Program (TLCP). Multimodal programs and projects included in
the life cycle programs were determined with the RTP’s inception, and are included in the
MAG TIP, as appropriate, as part of the annual update process. These life cycle programs
establish a programming approach that forecasts and allocates funds through the full life
of a major funding source such as the Proposition 400 tax extension, local and other federal
funding sources, and reflect a fiscal balance between anticipated revenues and
expenditures.

MAG currently has a project underway to develop a new CMP for the region. As MAG
develops the next generation process for Congestion Management, special consideration
will be given to stakeholder involvement as well as the informational and communications
component. The goal is to create a separate CMP document integrated with the
Performance Measurement Report that describes a fact-based, consistent methodology
for program prioritization and project programming.

As new funding sources become available, the new CMP will play a greater role in the
planning and programming of future transportation investments in the MAG Region. CMP
strategies will continue to be based on the same goals and objectives of the original 2003
RTP, and will continue to use the same congestion mitigation criteria in the assessment
and evaluation of the projects submitted for consideration. Following this principle, the new
CMP will act as a consistent and integral part of the planning process.
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The upcoming CMP update covers four major components:

1. The integration of system and corridor performance measures to help identify areas
of highest congestion mitigation needs.

2. The utilization of analytical and visual tools to communicate and quantify congestion.

3. The early involvement of a stakeholder group representing both planning and
operational components of the CMP.

4. The emphasis on searching for management and operational solutions as well as
travel demand reduction strategies as a prerequisite for any proposed additional
SOV capacity increase.

For projects funded through the Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ)
Improvement program, which constitutes a federally funded program, MAG has developed
methodologies for quantifying emission reductions and cost effectiveness. As part of the
programming process, jurisdictions are requested through the MAG Management
Committee, Transportation Review Committee, and MAG modal committees, to submit
annual requests for federally funded projects. MAG evaluates CMAQ projects for possible
inclusion in the Transportation Improvement Program. In the past the MAG modal
committees furnished the CMAQ assessment, along with the Congestion Management
System rating system score, for project evaluation purposes. Currently recommendations
from the MAG modal committees are forwarded to the Transportation Review Committee
for programming consideration. The CMAQ project assessment may be in the form of a
guantitative analysis resulting from the methodologies or a qualitative evaluation. CMAQ
guidance allows a qualitative evaluation to be made when a quantitative analysis is not
possible, although every effort is made to quantify the emissions reduction impact of each
project. Qualitative assessments may be based on a reasonable review of how a project
or program will decrease emissions. Committed transportation control measures identified
in the air quality plans receive priority in CMAQ project programming.

Question: 2. Briefly explain how MAG is involved in the identification of travel
demand reduction and operation management strategies and
working with partners to develop projects priorities and schedule for
implementation.

Response: The MAG region currently benefits from a broad range of strategies for travel
demand management, promotion of alternative modes, and optimization of operational
procedures. These programs include carpooling, vanpooling, walking, bicycling, alternative
and compressed work schedules, and telework programs.

MAG works closely with a number of agencies to develop and apply demand management
programs, including Valley Metro, Maricopa County, the Arizona Department of
Environmental Quality and the Arizona Department of Transportation. Rideshare programs
support efforts to carpool, and to use alternative modes of transportation and work
schedules throughout the region. The Clean Air Campaign is a public/private partnership
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that urges residents to reduce vehicle miles traveled during peak hours by using alternative
modes or alternative work schedules at least one day a week. As part of the Maricopa
County Trip Reduction Program (TRP), participating employers are required to conduct an
annual survey of the commuting modes of their employees, and prepare and implement a
travel reduction plan to reduce the rates of single-occupancy vehicle (SOV) trips or the
single occupancy vehicle miles traveled. Vanpooling is one of the Transportation Demand
Management strategies many employers have implemented as a Trip Reduction Program
measure.

A number of projects are also generated from individual MAG modal committees, taking
into account MAG modal funding policies. This is the case for all the operation
management strategies and improvements, which are identified and assessed in
partnership with the MAG ITS and Safety Committees. Criteria applied by the ITS
Committee include whether the project has been leveraged by partners of adjacent
jurisdictions to have greater impact, whether the project complies with the ITS Strategic
Plan Guidelines, and if it is integrated with the Regional ITS Architecture.

Following the normal TIP process, an initial list of possible projects is developed in
conjunction with projects that are listed in the MAG RTP. (The projects from the RTP were
identified previously, through a performance-based evaluation of the regional system,
producing a list of projects to address congestion and mobility issues). Furthermore,
projects identified to be included in the RTP had been previously coded into regional
networks and were subject to travel demand model runs to assess their anticipated
performance and expected benefits with respect to congestion management and mitigation.
The projectimplementation process recognizes the existing statutory limitations on funding
expenditures, as well as the potential flexibility that applies to certain federal sources.

Question: 3. Describe how MAG ensures that all projects listed or proposed for
inclusion in the TIP that significantly increases SOV carrying
capacity are addressed in the Congestion Management Process?
How does MAG ensure that all identified reasonable travel demand
reduction and operation management strategies are incorporated
into the SOV project or committed to by the State and MPO for
implementation?

Response: MAG approaches demand reduction and operation management strategies
primarily from a systems level, to ensure that program efforts are coordinated and
non-duplicative. In this way, region-wide results are obtained, providing benefits to
transportation facilities throughout the MAG area. As described above, MAG works closely
with anumber of agencies to develop and apply demand management programs, including
rideshare programs, use of alternative modes of transportation and work schedules, the
Clean Air Campaign, the Trip Reduction Program (TRP), and vanpooling. Also, through
its extensive involvement in ITS, incident management, and safety programs, MAG
facilitates the operation efficiency of the existing transportation system. In addition, the
Regional Transportation Plan dedicates a significant block of funding to the construction
of HOV lanes on existing freeway facilities in region.
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Also, it should be noted as part of its participation in the ADOT EIS/EA study process, MAG
identifies opportunities for consideration of transit and non-motorized modal options to
serve corridor travel demand.

In addition, MAG has an established project application, programming schedule, project
evaluation process, and project selection process. This process includes an evaluation of
the expected emissions reductions and cost effectiveness, as well as a project evaluation
process at the technical advisory committees level. Project selection advances through the
MAG committee process: Transportation Review Committee (TRC), Management
Committee, and Transportation Policy Committee (TPC) for review and recommendation,
and then Regional Council for approval.

The transportation project types and responsible technical advisory committees (TAC) are:

* Bicycle & Pedestrian projects are presented, reviewed, ranked at the Pedestrian
and Bicycle Committee, and then forwarded to the TRC.

* Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) projects are presented, reviewed, and
ranked at the ITS Committee, and then forwarded to the TRC.

» Paving Unpaved Road projects are presented and reviewed at the Street
Committee, ranked at the Air Quality TAC, and then forwarded to the TRC.

* PM-10 Certified Street Sweeper projects are reviewed at the Street Committee,
ranked at the Air Quality TAC, and then forwarded to the MAG Management
Committee.

* In addition, the AQTAC may forward a ranking of Air Quality projects to the
Transportation Review Committee.

As in past MAG transportation planning efforts, it is anticipated that the new CMP will
continue to consider a full range of transportation solutions in addition to increasing SOV
carrying capacity, including:

* Transportation demand management measures.

» Traffic operational improvements.

« HOV usage.

» Public transit capital improvements.

* Public transit operational improvements.

* Non-traditional mode usage.

» Growth management and activity center strategies.
» Access management techniques.

* Incident management techniques on freeways.

* Intelligent Vehicle Highway System strategies.

» The addition of general purpose lanes to existing roadways.
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INTELLIGENT TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS (ITS)

Identified in 23 CFR 940 are the policies and procedures for implementing section 5206(e)
of the Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century (TEA-21), Public Law 105-178, 112
Stat. 457, pertaining to conformance with the National Intelligent Transportation Systems
Architecture and Standards.

Please discuss MAG’s Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS). As part of the
discussion, please address the following questions:

Response: Since 1996, MAG has taken progressive steps toward mainstreaming the
development of regional ITS within the transportation planning process. All planning
activities for public sector owned regional ITS infrastructure are currently coordinated and
led by MAG. The current ITS Strategic Plan was adopted by MAG in 2001. Oversight for
this Plan was provided by a group of Regional ITS Stakeholders consisting of the MAG ITS
Committee and other regional ITS stakeholders. In 2003, MAG developed a Regional
Concept of Transportation Operations (RCTO ), the first such Metropolitan Operations Plan
in the nation. A comprehensive update of the Regional ITS Architecture (RIA) was
completed in February 2009. The 2001 Plan, RIA and RCTO currently provide direction to
ITS implementation within the region. An efficient process has been established at MAG
to ensure that the region continues to meet the federal requirement that all ITS projects in
the region must be consistent with the regional ITS architecture. In August 2006, FHWA
and MAG jointly developed a guidance document on Systems Engineering Analysis
required for ITS projects. Local agencies are now following this guidance and all federally
funded ITS projects include this analysis as a component in project Design Concept
Reports. All new ITS project development efforts in the region also include numerous
references to the RIA, through information available for each agency’s RIA components
available via the MAG Web site. A project to update the ITS Strategic Plan is planned for
early 2010.

Question: 1. Who is responsible for maintaining and updating the regional ITS
architecture. Is the regional ITS architecture the most current
version or is it in need of updating?

Response: MAG developed the region’s current ITS architecture in February of 2009. It
is current at this time and will be updated by MAG once each year as new ITS projects are
programmed or added to the TIP.

Question: 2. How is the planning/consideration of ITS being mainstreamed and
incorporated into the metropolitan transportation planning process?

Response: The primary tools for mainstreaming ITS within the MPO planning process are
the ITS Strategic Plan, the Regional ITS Architecture, and the Regional Concept of
Transportation Operations. The RTP Chapter on System Management/ITS is based on
these plans. All proposed ITS projects are required to demonstrate how they are
compatible with these MAG approved plans.
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TRAVEL DEMAND FORECASTING

Question: 1. Has MAG been a defendant in, or threatened with, legal action in
which the adequacy of the travel forecasting methods was
challenged?

If so, what was outcome of this action?

Response: MAG has notbeen a defendantin, or threatened with, legal action in which the
adequacy of the travel forecasting methods was challenged.

Question: 2. Does the MPO organizational structure include atechnical
committee to review planning assumptions and forecasting
methods?

Response: Planning assumptions and forecasting methods are continuously reviewed
through a number of technical groups and committees. Planning assumptions are being
discussed at Transportation Policy Committee, Transportation Review Committee, Street
Committee and Population Technical Advisory Committee. Forecasting methods and
relevant developments are reviewed at project specific technical advisory committees (for
both MAG and relevant member agency projects), at the multi-jurisdictional Central Arizona
Regional Modeling Users Group, at multi-jurisdictional evaluation teams that MAG
assembles for all substantial model development projects, and occasionally by the Street
Committee or Transportation Review Committee. MAG also periodically conducts peer
reviews of the travel forecasting models and presents major developmentsto FTA as a part
of the ongoing New Starts/Small Starts planning efforts.

Question: 3. Has MAG convened apeer review of the travel forecasting methods?
If so, what was the outcome of the review? Implementation of
recommendations?

Response: Yes, MAG convened a peer review of the travel forecasting methods and
models in October 2006. The review panel confirmed that the MAG model is a state-of-the-
practice travel forecasting procedure and approved its approach as generally sound. More
specific observation included: all components are included, components are comparable
to other regions, and the model replicated observed data, with an accuracy consistent with
other metropolitan areas. The panel members have made a number of recommendations
for further modelimprovement. All the peer review recommendations have been addressed
and implemented as appropriate in the MAG travel forecasting model.

Question: 4. Forecasting Documentation: To the extent practicable, provide
copies of the technical documentation from the MPO covering the
following subject areas, or provide a summary table, listing the
information source, the currency of the information, and the update
frequency;
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a.

Response:

Inventory of current conditions: The inventory documentation

should

metropolitan planning area:

include the following summary measures for

the

Transportation network - Inventory of the current state of

transportation networks in the metropolitan area:

1. Highway System centerline/lane mileage by functional class.

Centerline and Lane Miles by Roadway Classification

Classification Cent_erllne Lane Miles|Information Source Currency qf the Update
Miles Information Frequency
Freeway 417 2,226 * MAG TDM 2008 As per Regional
Expressway 174 592 *MAG TDM 2008 Transportation
Collectors 526 1,213 * MAG TDM 2008 Plan updates or
Arterials 3339 11,132 *MAG TDM 2008 more often
Ramps 238 251 * MAG TDM 2008
HOV 177 180 * MAG TDM 2008
* MAG TDM — Maricopa Association of Governments Travel Demand Model
2. Transit system by mode (e.g., bus vs. light rail).
Response:
2008 Peak Transit Routes
Mode Number of | Information | Currency of the Update
Mode Name® 1D Description Lines ? Source Information Frequency
Neighborhood/CBD
Circulator 3 Circulators (Flash, 10 MAG TDM* 2008
DASH, GUS)
Local 4 Local Bus 126 MAG TDM* 2008 As per Regional
Neighborhood Transportation
Express 6 Circulator-Express 29 MAG TDM* 2008 Plan updates or
Bus Freeway more often
Rapid 7 PNR Rapid Bus 4 MAG TDM*! 2008
. LRT in Freewa
Urban Rail | 9 |o o oo LyRT 2 MAG TDM' 2008

'MAG TDM - MAG Travel Demand Model
2 Peak period directional number of transit lines.
® Only modes existing in 2008 peak period transit services are shown.

3. Other transport modes - pedestrian and bike paths.
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Response:

Total Bike Lane Miles by Classification

Currency of the

Classification Miles Information Source Information Update Frequency
Multi-Use Path Unpaved 238.7 MAG 2008 Every 3 years
Multi-Use Path Paved 218.8 MAG 2008 Every 3 years
Paved Shoulders 313.9 MAG 2008 Every 3 years
Bike Lanes 1270 MAG 2008 Every 3 years
Bike Routes 480.8 MAG 2008 Every 3 years
ii. Population - total population/households, and geographic
distribution.

Response: The MAG 2007 Socioeconomic Projections and documentation are attached
in Appendices O and P. The documentation covers all aspects of the socioeconomic
projections process. It is anticipated that the next set of projections will be prepared
following the receipt of the results of the 2010 Census.

Maricopa County has been one of the fastest growing regions for the past several decades.
Historic population growth in the county between 1960 and 2005 is shown in the table
below, with average annual increases consistently above three percent. The September
1, 2005, population of Maricopa County was 3,700,516 people, based on a census survey.
The geographic distribution of the current population can be seen in the Socioeconomic
Projections Documentation. (See Appendix O, page 6.)

Maricopa County Population Growth for Decennial Census Years
and the 2005 Special Census Survey

Date Population Average Annual Increase
1960 664,000

1970 971,000 3.9%

1980 1,509,000 4.5%

1990 2,122,000 3.5%

2000 3,072,000 3.8%

2005 3,700,000 3.5%

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2000 and Census Survey 2005, rounded to the nearest thousand. The 2005
population is for September 1. All other years are for April 1.

The table below lists the population numbers by jurisdiction for September 1, 2005 and July
1, 2008.
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Total Resident Population by Jurisdiction

2005 Census Survey and July 1, 2008

Total Population Percent Growth Share
o September 1,
Jurisdiction 2005 (Census Jzu(%é Change | Overall | Annual Sggr\ztﬁf Sg;;ﬁtsf
Survey)
Apache Junction L 275 276 1 0.3% | 0.1% | 0.0% 0.0%
Avondale 69,356 76,648 7,292 10.5% | 3.6% [ 2.5% 1.9%
Buckeye 25,406 50,143 24,737 | 97.4% | 27.1% | 8.6% 1.3%
Carefree 3,684 3,948 264 7.2% | 2.5% | 0.1% 0.1%
Cave Creek 4,766 5,132 366 7.7% | 2.6% | 0.1% 0.1%
Chandler 230,845 244 376 | 13,531 5.9% | 2.0% | 4.7% 6.1%
El Mirage 32,061 33,647 1,586 49% | 1.7% | 0.6% 0.8%
Fort McDowell * 824 824 0 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% 0.0%
Fountain Hills 24,492 25,995 1,503 6.1% | 2.1% | 0.5% 0.7%
Gila Bend 1,808 1,899 91 51% | 1.8% | 0.0% 0.0%
Gila River -2 2,742 2,742 0 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% 0.1%
Gilbert 173,072 214,820 | 41,748 | 24.1% | 7.9% | 14.5% 5.4%
Glendale 242,369 248,435 6,066 25% | 0.9% | 2.1% 6.2%
Goodyear 46,213 59,436 13,223 | 28.6% | 9.3% | 4.6% 1.5%
Guadalupe 9,555 5,990 435 7.8% | 2.7% | 0.2% 0.2%
Litchfield Park 4,528 5,093 565 12.5% | 4.2% | 0.2% 0.1%
Mesa 448,096 459,682 | 11,586 26% | 0.9% | 4.0% 11.5%
Paradise Valley 13,863 14,444 581 4.2% | 1.5% | 0.2% 0.4%
Peoria * 138,109 155,557 | 17,448 | 12.6% | 4.3% | 6.1% 3.9%
Phoenix 1,475,834 1,561,485 | 85,651 5.8% | 2.0% | 29.8% | 39.2%
Queen Creek ? 15,916 23,329 7,413 46.6% | 14.4% | 2.6% 0.6%
Salt River * 6,796 6,879 83 1.2% | 0.4% | 0.0% 0.2%
Scottsdale 234,752 242,337 7,585 3.2% | 1.1% | 2.6% 6.1%
Surprise 88,265 108,761 | 20,496 | 23.2% | 7.6% | 7.1% 2.7%
Tempe 165,796 172,641 6,845 4.1% 1.4% | 2.4% 4.3%
Tolleson 6,498 6,833 335 52% | 1.8% | 0.1% 0.2%
Wickenburg 6,077 6,442 365 6.0% | 2.1% | 0.1% 0.2%
Youngtown 6,163 6,522 359 5.8% | 2.0% | 0.1% 0.2%
Balance of County| 226,355 243,624 | 17,269 7.6% | 2.6% | 6.0% 6.1%
Total 3,700,516 3,987,942 | 287,426 7.8% | 2.7% [100.0%| 100.0%
Note: Totals may not add due to rounding
! Included in "Balance of County" in 2005 Census Survey.
2 Maricopa County portion only.
Approved by the Maricopa Association of Governments Regional Council, December 3, 2008.
iii. Employment - total number of jobs, and their geographic

distribution.

Response: MAG maintains an employment database annually of all employers with three

or more employees at any one site.
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County. Currently that number has not changed significantly. A geographic representation
of the employment in Maricopa County by place of work can be seenin the Socioeconomic
Projections Documentation. (See Appendix O, page 9.)

iv. Vehicle miles of travel - average daily and annual VMT by highway
functional class.

Response:

Daily and Annual VMT by Roadway Classification

Freeway 35,613,290 11,714,322,657 MAG TDM? 2008 As per RTP*
Expressway 3,483,195 1,145,796,504 MAG TDM?® 2008 Updates or more often
Collectors 2,334,579 768,018,839 MAG TDM? 2008
Arterials 44,274,240 14,563,435,606 MAG TDM? 2008
Ramps 1,835,191 603,651,829 MAG TDM? 2008
HOV 655,333 215,612,342 MAG TDM? 2008

! Average weekday Vehicle Miles Traveled
2 Annual Vehicle Miles Traveled (adjusted for weekend and holiday travel)
3 Maricopa Association of Governments Travel Demand Model
4 Regional Transportation Plan

v. Transit use - system wide transit ridership and share of regional
trips made on transit (average daily and peak).

Response:

Systemwide Transit Person Trips by Purpose

o | B | 2 | e v [mome | [Ee] e [ | v [ e Toeroma s
HBW' | 2,103,466 378,363 100,469 52463 | 31913 | 56,634 | 4754 | 1869 | 12,015 | 2,742,845 | MAG TDM® 2008 As per
HBU? 135,664 25,453 1,408 4,239 5,067 5,188 2,029 179,047 | MAG TDM® 2008 RTP®or
HBO® | 3,678,600 | 2,112,869 734,634 47,217 6,005 | 6,579,325 | MAG TDM® | 2008 ?f?ers
NHW* | 1,589,622 138,905 22,198 7,123 1270 | 1,759,119 | MAG TDM® [ 2008

NHO® | 1,517,102 833,598 209,068 8,622 596 2,568,986 | MAG TDM® | 2008

ASU® 105,019 14,366 2,667 5839 | 10,154 8,097 11,104 | 157,247 | MAG TDM® [ 2008

SKY? 44,504 19,272 8,630 66 6 72.478 | MAG TDM®| 2008

! Home-based Work

2 Home-based Uni

versity

3 Home-based Other
4 Non-home based Work
® Non-home based Other

® Arizona State Un

iversity

! Sky Harbor Airport.
8 Maricopa Association of Governments Travel Demand Model

9 Regional Transportation Plan
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Share of Regional Trips made on Transit

2008 Daily Person Trips| Peak Person Trips
Transit 173,495 95,372
Share 1.23% 3.29%

vi. Congestion - description and duration of peak period (i.e., what
criteria distinguish peak vs. off-peak travel (e.g., highway level of
service?))

Response: Peak periods include: A.M. (6-9 am) and P.M. (3-6 pm). Off-peak periods
include two Midday periods (9 am-3 pm) and Night periods (6 pm-6 am). Peak periods are
defined based on the highway speed and volume studies. Definition of the peak periods
might change in the future based on the observed and predicted changes in travel behavior
and patterns.

vii.Land use - amount and geographic distribution of total land area
that is currently developed, available for development, or not
developable.

Response: The MAG region can be disaggregated into the land use categories shown
below. The predominant current land use type is agricultural/vacant with 52.7 percent,
followed by open space with 36.6 percent. The next highest land use type is 5.7 percent
for residential. Open space includes parks, mountains, river beds, washes, and other
public areas. Land developed for retail, office, and industrial uses, as well as public and
other types of employment, comprise the balance of the development in the metro area,
with approximately five percent of the developed land dedicated to those uses. The
geographic distribution of the various land uses in Maricopa County can be seen in the
Socioeconomic Projections Documentation. (See Appendix O, page 11).

Current Land Use

pgricultural/Vacant
92.7%

All Others
5.0%

Residential
5.0 %

Open Spaces
36.6%
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b. Planning Assumptions: The documentation of planning
assumptions should, ata minimum, address the following expected
changes in the study area.

i. Population change - expected change in regional population over
the duration of the Transportation Plan. Population assumptions
should be compared to past trends, and to statewide demographic
control totals, where available.

Response: Projected growth in Arizona and Maricopa County is illustrated in the table
below. The growth rates in Maricopa County and Arizona are very similar, especially due
to the large Maricopa County share of population. Both growth rates decline over time.

Growth in Population: Maricopa County and Arizona

Maricopa Average Arizona Average
Date County Annual Population Annual
Population Growth Growth
2005 3,681,000 6,078,000
2010 4,216,000 2.8 % 7,000,000 2.9%
2020 5,230,000 2.2% 8,780,000 2.3%
2030 6,135,000 1.6 % 10,348,000 1.7%

Sources: Arizona Department of Economic Security; Maricopa Association of Governments; rounded to the
nearest thousand.

ii. Employmentchange-expected changeinregional employmentover
the duration of the Transportation Plan. Employment assumptions
should be compared to past trends, and to statewide economic
growth control totals, where available.

Response: The table below shows historical growth and projected growth of employment
in Maricopa County between 1960 and 2030. The growth rates in Maricopa County and
Arizona are very similar, especially due to the large Maricopa County share of employment.

Growth in Employment

Year Employment Average Annual Increase
1960 225,000

1970 359,000 4.8%

1980 693,000 6.8%

1990 975,000 3.5%

2000 1,565,000 4.8%

2010 2,157,000 3.3%

2020 2,788,000 2.6%

2030 3,379,000 3.1%

Source: U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics, Current Employee Statistics and MAG Socioeconomic Projections,
adopted by Regional Council, June 2007 (rounded to the nearest thousand)
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ili. Regional distribution of future population,employment and land use
the procedures used to allocate future population, employment and
other activity generators within the metropolitan area. Are the land
use forecasts consistent with local jurisdictions' Master Plans? If
land use models were employed, these should also be documented
under forecasting methods.

Response: MAG develops long-range socioeconomic projections of population, housing
and employment using a land use modeling process that incorporates three separate
models. The projections are consistent with the general plans of all MAG member
agencies. Documentation for the 2007 MAG Socioeconomic Projections, including
appropriate population and employment maps, is included in Appendices O and P.

iv. Demographic changes -changes in the demographic characteristics
of the study area population that would significantly impact
aggregate tripmaking behavior and/or travel patterns. Demographic
changes might include, auto ownership, household income,
household size, multi-worker households, minority households, etc.

Response: The Modeling Area (MA) for MAG encompasses major portions of Pinal
County as well as Maricopa County, as many of the workers in Pinal County commute to
jobs in Maricopa County. Thus, itis more accurate to examine the demographic changes
for the MA. During the projection period from 2005 to 2030, it is anticipated that household
size will remain fairly constant between 2.6 and 2.7 persons per household; the number
of jobs per household will remain around 1.3 jobs per household; and minority population
will become an increasing proportion of the population. For the current transportation
model, household income is measured as the number of households in each income
quintile by Traffic Analysis Zone, so this proportion will remain constant over time.

According to the US Census Bureau, 11 percent of the population of Maricopa County was
aged 65 or older in 2000 and 21 percent of the population was of school age. According
to the Arizona Department of Economic Security, the population of Maricopa County aged
65 or older is anticipated to rise to 17 percent in 2030. And although the percentage of
school age children is fairly stable, the increase in population will increase the number of
school age children by more than 90 percent.
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Households by Auto Ownership

.| Number of Information Currency of Update
Auto ownership Percentage the
Households Source . Frequency
Information
L As per
0 116,803 7% MAG TDM 2008 household
1 650,604 37% MAG TDM* 2008 (S)““’eys
r more
2 735,140 41% MAG TDM* 2008 |often if data
becomes
3+ 273,958 15% MAG TDM* 2008 available

MAG TDM* - Maricopa Association of Governments Travel Demand Model

v. Travel behavior changes - changes in the tripmaking behavior of
travelers and households that would significantly impact aggregate
tripmaking behavior and/or travel patterns. Travel behavior changes
might include telecommuting, Internet shopping, trip chaining, etc.

Response: Changes in trip making behavior of travelers reflect a complex causality of
factors affecting travel behavior. Longer term effects might include changes in car
ownership or residential and employment location choices. Shorter term effects can be
observable within months or even weeks and result in fluctuations in commuter and
discretionary travel or short term fleet changes. Recent volatility of gas prices in
combination with sharp economic slow down and turmoil in the housing market resulted in
certain changes in travel behavior. These changes are superimposed on the longer term
trends, accelerating some of them and slowing down some others.

A few major data collection exercises will help MAG to address these issues in the
forecasting models to a larger extent than what has been implemented up to date. On the
traffic data side MAG conducted extensive traffic counts data collection in 2007-2008 as
well as a 2007 Regional Travel Time and Speed Study. Collected traffic data indicated a
dropintheregional auto travel. Annual average weekday vehicle miles traveled decreased
by 5.2 percent in 2008 versus a 3.3 percent increase in 2007 (source: ADOT FMS).
Similarly, average weekday annual volume dropped by 5 percent in the summer of 2008
as compared to the same period in 2007. Weekend volumes dropped by 11 percent for the
same time periods, which probably indicates a drastic reduction in discretionary travel,
including entertainment and shopping. Adequate modeling of the underlying behavioral
changes requires relevant travel survey data and additional analysis from a modeling
perspective. Such data were collected by the MAG 2008 Regional Household Survey. The
2008 Regional Household Survey was a part of the FHWA NHTS add-on program. Data
from that survey will be available from NHTS by the end of October 2009. The survey data
will provide important additional insights in travel behavior changes and comparisons with
the 2001 Regional Household Travel Survey. Another important milestone was the
Regionwide On-board Transit Survey conducted by RPTA in 2007. The current MAG travel
forecasting model was recalibrated based on the on-board survey results and reflects
corresponding changes in transit travel behavior.
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One of the ongoing developments includes attempts to better address the volatility of gas
prices in the regional forecasting efforts. Completed work indicated that fuel price
fluctuations are large and significant enough to trigger changes in travel behavior,
particularly for certain disadvantaged socioeconomic groups. As fuel prices rise, or as the
confidence level erodes among the public that fuel prices will remain steady for long
periods, households are slowly but surely transitioning their vehicular fleet toward more fuel
efficient, smaller, and alternative fueled (hybrid fuel) vehicles. Lower income groups and
minorities are likely to be more substantially and adversely affected by large fluctuations
in gas prices. Empirical evidence suggests that there has been a small but noticeable shift
from auto to transit as a result of rising fuel prices in 2008. The chart below provides
additional details.

Average Gas Price vs. Annual VMT Per Capita

i (535 Prices US ==fil==(5as Prices Arizona
Per Capita VMT US ==sé==Per Capita VMT AZ

$3.50 - 10200
53.00 /R 10000
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- 9800
$2.00

$1.50 L T/’*\ R
§1.00 \ - 9400
$0.50 \ - 9200

*®
$0.00 T T 2000
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Average Gas Price

Figure 27: Comparison of Trends in Average Gas Price and Annual VMT Per Capit
Sources: AAA of Arizona. http:/www . thwa.dot zov/ochimvtvtw/tvipaze.cfin

The Maricopa County Trip Reduction Program (TRP) provides another indication of the
ongoing behavioral changes (even though the data is not sufficient to address the changes
within the MAG modeling framework). The TRP requires organizations with 50 or more
employees or students at a single site to participate in a trip reduction program. The TRP
is mandated by the Arizona State Legislature. There are currently more than 1,100
employers and 2,800 sites affected by the TRP. Based on a survey administered annually,
changes in trip behavior, as calculated by the Single Occupant Vehicle (SOV) trip rate,
have been estimated.

The SOV trip rate is calculated by dividing the number of SOV trips by the total number of
trips taken by all commuters. Aggregate data is then analyzed to count the number of
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commuters, calculate the Single Occupancy Vehicles (SOV) rate and calculate the number
of tons of pollution saved annually. The data shown for Maricopa County in the table below
is for the fiscal year (FY) October to September.

The SOV trip rate is calculated by dividing the number of SOV trips by the total number of
trips taken by all commuters. The data shown for Maricopa County in the table below is for
the fiscal year (FY) October to September.

Maricopa County Trip Reduction Program (TRP)

Fiscal Year 2008 (October- | 2007 (October- | Information | Update
September) September) Source Frequency

Commuters 578,408 548,279 TRP Annual

SOV trip rate 75.84% 81.33% TRP Annual

! Single Occupant Vehicles

c. Forecasting Methods. The technical documentation of the travel
forecasting methods or models should include the following
information:

i. Last model revision - when (what year) was the current set of travel
models last revised (e.g., new variables, new model algorithms,
recalibrated using new data)?

Response: The most recent model revision was completed in September 2009. MAG has
undertaken a major model update in 2008 and 2009 calendar years. Main developments
included:

. Recalibration of the mode choice part of the model based on the 2007 Regional On-
board Transit Survey.

. Replacement of the mode choice FORTRAN sub-models with new improved Java
code.
. Development of the new special generator sub-models for Sky Harbor Airport and

Arizona State University (ASU). The ASU update was based on the special ASU
travel survey conducted in 2007.

. Completion of the conversion to a new TransCAD based software platform.

. Improvement of transit assignment procedures and transit accessibility procedures
as per FTA recommendations.

. Development and calibration of the new volume delay functions based on the 2007
regional travel time and speed data and traffic counts.

. Update of road and transit networks for all horizon years (based on separate data
collection exercises).
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ii. Model specification - description of models used (e.g., gravity vs.
destination choice) and interactions between models, specification
of key model coefficients, calibration results (e.g., goodness-of-fit
measures).

Response: MAG regional travel forecasting model is a state of the practice full fledged,
four-step trip-based procedure. It includes the following major components:

Trip Generation step: The following trip purposes are modeled: Home-Based Work, Home-
Based Shopping, Home-Based Primary and Secondary School, Home-Based ASU, Sky
Harbor International Airport, Home-Based Other University (not ASU), Home-Based Other,
Non-Home-Based Work, and Non-Home-Based Other trips. The model utilizes
disaggregate cross-classification methodology and linear regressions for some of the trip
attraction sub-models. The newly updated ASU model uses a destination choice model for
combined trip generation and trip distribution models.

Trip Distribution step: MAG person trip distribution procedures estimates the number of
trips for each of the following purposes: Home-Based Work, Home-Base Shopping, Home-
Based School, Home-Based Other University, Home-Based Other, Non-Home-Based
Work, and Non-Home-Based Other. The trip distribution model structure used in MAG
modeling is the standard gravity model, with an impedance value that considers both auto
and transit travel times and costs.

Mode Choice step: MAG mode choice model is a nested logit model. Mode Choice Nesting
Structure is depicted in the figure below.
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Mode choice coefficients by purpose are provided in the tables below. The information

source for these tables is 2008 MAG Travel Demand Model.

Home-based Work (HBW) Mode Choice Coefficients

Ratio to IVT /
\Variable Description Coefficient Value of Time
C vt n-vehicle time coefficient -0.02500 1.0
C _autoacc Auto access time coefficient -0.05000 2.0
c_shwait Short wait time coefficient -0.05000 2.0
c_Igwait Long wait time coefficient -0.02500 1.0
C xwait Transfer wait time coefficient -0.05000 2.0
c shwalk Short walk access time coefficient -0.05000 2.0
c _lgwalk Long walk access time coefficient -0.07500 3.0
c_cost Cost coefficient -0.00278 $5.40
c bikemode Bike mode coefficient -0.10000 4.0
Transfer penalty for walk access transit
c xferswlk modes -0.12500 5.0
Transfer penalty for drive access transit
c xfersdrv modes -0.50000 20.0
c cbdwlkknrtrn CBD walk-transit coefficient 1.00000 -40.0
c _chdpnrtrn CBD drive-transit coefficient 1.00000 -40.0
frn d13 Transit Penalty to District 13 -1.20000 48.0
Short Transit Penalty: min (30*c_ivt-
c shorttrn 10*LOV DIST*c ivt,0)
c_dirwlktrn Direct Trip Dummy (Walk Access) 0.07858 -3.1
c _combike Complex Trip Dummy (Bicycle) -1.30573 52.2
popc Auto operating cost (cents) 15
waitThreshold Short/Long wait threshold (minutes) 7.5
alkSpeed W alk speed (miles per hour) 3

shortWalkTime

Short walk maximum time (minutes)

0.3333*60/walkSpeed

ongWalkTime

Long walk maximum time (minutes)

0.6666*60/walkSpeed

walkModeThreshold

Short/Long walk mode threshold (miles)

1

bikeSpeed

Bike speed (miles per hour)

12
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Arizona State University (ASU) Mode Choice Coefficients

Ratio to IVT /
\Variable Description Coefficient Value of Time
C vt n-vehicle time coefficient -0.02500 1.0
C _autoacc Auto access time coefficient -0.05000 2.0
C_shwait Short wait time coefficient -0.05000 2.0
c lgwait | ong wait time coefficient -0.02500 1.0
C_Xwait Transfer wait time coefficient -0.05000 2.0
c shwalk Short walk access time coefficient -0.05000 2.0
c Igwalk | ong walk access time coefficient -0.07500 3.0
C _cost Cost coefficient -0.00400 $3.75
c _bikemode Bike mode coefficient -0.10000 4.0
c xferswik Transfer penalty for walk access transit modes -0.12500 5.0
c xfersdrv Transfer penalty for drive access transit modes -0.50000 20.0
c_cbdwlkknrtrn CBD walk-transit coefficient 0.37500 -15.0
C cbdpnrtrn CBD drive-transit coefficient 0.37500 -15.0
Short Transit Penalty: min (30c_ivt-

c shorttrn 10*LOV DIST*c ivt,0) 15
popc Auto operating costs 7.5

ait Threshold Short/Long wait threshold (minutes) 3
walkSpeed W alk speed (miles per hour) 0.3333*60/walkSpeed
KhortWalkTime Short walk maximum time (minutes 0.6666*60
ongWalkTime |_ong walk maximum time (minutes) 1

alkModeThreshold Short/Long walk mode threshold (miles) 12
bikespeed Bike speed (miles per hour) -0.02500 1.0
Home-based University (HBU) Mode Choice Coefficients

Ratio to IVT /

\Variable Description Coefficient Value of Time
C _ivt n-vehicle time coefficient -0.02500 1.0
C _autoacc Auto access time coefficient -0.05000 2.0
C_shwait Short wait time coefficient -0.05000 2.0
C_Igwait Long wait time coefficient -0.02500 1.0
C_xwait Transfer wait time coefficient -0.05000 2.0
C _shwalk Short walk access time coefficient -0.05000 2.0
C Igwalk Long walk access time coefficient -0.07500 3.0
C_cost Cost coefficient -0.00400 $3.75
C _bikemode Bike mode coefficient -0.10000 4.0
c xferswlk Transfer penalty for walk access transit modes -0.12500 5.0
c xfersdrv Transfer penalty for drive access transit modes -0.50000 20.0
C_cbdwlkknrtrn CBD walk-transit coefficient 1.00000 -40.0
C cbdpnrtrn CBD drive-transit coefficient 1.00000 -40.0
krn_d13 Transit Penalty to District 13 -1.20000 48.0
popc Auto operating cost (cents) 15

aitThreshold Short/Long wait threshold (minutes) 7.5

alkSpeed Walk speed (miles per hour) 3
ShortWalkTime Short walk maximum time (minutes) 0.3333*60/walkSpeed
ongWalkTime Long walk maximum time (minutes) 0.6666*60/walkSpeed
walkModeThreshold Short/Long walk mode threshold (miles) 1
bikeSpeed Bike speed (miles per hour) 12
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Home-based Other (HBO) Mode Choice Coefficients

Ratio to IVT /

\Variable Description Coefficient Value of Time
C _ivt n-vehicle time coefficient -0.01000 1.0
C _autoacc Auto access time coefficient -0.02000 2.0
C _shwait Short wait time coefficient -0.02000 2.0
C_Igwait Long wait time coefficient -0.01000 1.0
C xwait Transfer wait time coefficient -0.02000 2.0
C shwalk Short walk access time coefficient -0.02000 2.0
C lgwalk Long walk access time coefficient -0.03000 3.0
C_cost Cost coefficient -0.00333 $1.80
c xferswik Transfer penalty for walk access transit modes -0.05000 5.0
C xfersdrv Transfer penalty for drive access transit modes -0.20000 20.0
c_cbdwlkknrtrn CBD walk-transit coefficient 0.40000 -40.0
C_cbdpnrtrn CBD drive-transit coefficient 0.40000 -40.0
frn_d13 Transit Penalty to District 13 -1.20000 120.0
popc Auto operating cost (cents) 15
waitThreshold Short/Long wait threshold (minutes) 7.5
walkSpeed Walk speed (miles per hour) 3
shortWalkTime Short walk maximum time (minutes) 0.3333*60/walkSpeed
ongWalkTime Long walk maximum time (minutes) 0.6666*60/walkSpeed

alkModeThreshold Short/Long walk mode threshold (miles) 1
Non-home based Work (NHW) Mode Choice Coefficients

Ratio to IVT /

\Variable Description Coefficient Value of Time
C_ivt n-vehicle time coefficient -0.02000 1.0
C _autoacc Auto access time coefficient -0.04000 2.0
C_shwait Short wait time coefficient -0.04000 2.0
C_Ilgwait Long wait time coefficient -0.02000 1.0
C_xwait Transfer wait time coefficient -0.04000 2.0
C _shwalk Short walk access time coefficient -0.04000 2.0
C Igwalk Long walk access time coefficient -0.06000 3.0
C_cost Cost coefficient -0.00222 $5.41
c xferswlk Transfer penalty for walk access transit modes -0.10000 5.0
c xfersdrv Transfer penalty for drive access transit modes 0.00000 0.0
C_cbdwlkknrtrn CBD walk-transit coefficient 0.80000 -40.0
C cbdpnrtrn CBD drive-transit coefficient 0.80000 -40.0
krn_d13 Transit Penalty to District 13 -1.20000 60.0
popcC Auto operating cost (cents) 15

aitThreshold Short/Long wait threshold (minutes) 7.5

alkSpeed Walk speed (miles per hour) 3
ShortWalkTime Short walk maximum time (minutes) 0.3333*60/walkSpeed
ongWalkTime Long walk maximum time (minutes) 0.6666*60/walkSpeed
walkModeThreshold Short/Long walk mode threshold (miles) 1
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Non-Home based Other (NHO) Mode Choice Coefficients

Ratio to IVT/Value off

\ariable Pescription Coefficient Time
C ivt n-vehicle time coefficient -0.02000 1.0
C _autoacc Auto access time coefficient -0.04000 2.0
C _shwait Short wait time coefficient -0.04000 2.0
C_Igwait |_ong wait time coefficient -0.02000 1.0
C xwait Transfer wait time coefficient -0.04000 2.0
C _shwalk Short walk access time coefficient -0.04000 2.0
C Igwalk |_ong walk access time coefficient -0.06000 3.0
C_cost Cost coefficient -0.00222 $5.41
c xferswik Transfer penalty for walk access transit modes -0.10000 5.0
c xfersdrv Transfer penalty for drive access transit modes 0.00000 0.0
C_chdwlkknrtrn CBD walk-transit coefficient 0.80000 -40.0
C_chdpnrtrn CBD drive-transit coefficient 0.80000 -40.0
trn_d13 Transit Penalty to District 13 -1.20000 60.0
popc Auto operating cost (cents) 15

aitThreshold Short/Long wait threshold (minutes) 7.5

alkSpeed Walk speed (miles per hour) 3
shortWalkTime Short walk maximum time (minutes) 0.3333*60/walkSpeed
ongWalkTime |_ong walk maximum time (minutes) 0.6666*60/walkSpeed

alkModeThreshold  [Short/Long walk mode threshold (miles) 1
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Interaction Between Models - Flow Chart
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Calibration Results:

Total Person Trips, All Purposes’

Mode Observed* Estimated® Difference Pgrcent
Difference
Drive Alone 8,979,639 B,919,924 59,714 1%
Shared ride 2 3,354,889 B,401,971 17,082 1%
Shared ride 3+ 1,027,764 1,039,707 11,943 1%
Bike 13,830 14,435 6504 1%
Walk 56,585 57,426 840 1%
Walk-Local 126,581 124,682 1,899 2%
PNR2-Local 6,211 6,279 68 1%
KNR3-Local 7,548 8,382 834 11%
Walk-Express 1,063 1,230 167 16%
PNR-Express 1,414 1,554 140 10%
KNR-EXpress 167 155 312 -67%
Walk-Rapid 146 1,056 6510 137%
PNR-Rapid 2,824 P.674 150 5%
KNR-Rapid 402 00 312 -77%
Walk-ASU Shuttle  P,176 P.284 108 5%
Total 13,611,840 (13,611,850 10 0%

! Excludes Sky Harbor Airport trips, which has different modal alternatives.
? park and Ride

% Kiss and Ride
* Observed Transit is from 2007 on-board survey, Auto is from scaled 2001 Household Travel Study
® Estimated Numbers are from 2007 travel demand model

iii. Calibration data - what data was used to calibrate the model set
(e.g., local home interview survey, national surveys (e.g., NHTS,
CTPP), models "borrowed" from another urban area)? How current
is the data source?

Response: A number of major data sources were utilized for calibration of the MAG
regional travel forecasting model. The core of the model, including trip generation and trip
distribution steps, is calibrated based on the 2001 Regional Household Travel Survey.
CTPP and PUMS data were used throughout the calibration process as well. The mode
choice part of the model was subsequently recalibrated based on the results of the 2007
On-board Regional Transit Survey. As a part of the NHTS add-on program MAG has
completed the 2008 Household Travel Survey. Once the data becomes available MAG will
recalibrate/update the rest of the model. MAG is planning for further model updates and
recalibration efforts as data becomes available. The next foreseeable new data setsinclude
the 2008 Household Travel Survey and 2010 or 2011 new Regional On-board Transit
Survey that will include information on light rail ridership.
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iv. Local survey -if alocal home interview survey was used to calibrate
the model, when (what year) was the survey conducted, how many
valid household records were collected?

Response: The MAG Regional Household Travel Survey used for the model calibration
was conducted in 2001. The survey data contains 4,018 valid household records. The
recently completed NHTS household survey has 4,286 completed households survey
samples. The 2007 On-board Regional Transit Survey has 7,600 valid completed
interviews.

v. Model validation - what year and data source was the model
validated against?

Response: The MAG regional travel forecasting model validation was based on a number
of major data sets: the 2007 Regional Travel Time and Speed Study data were used for
speeds validation; the 2006-2008 traffic counts (arterial counts were collected by MAG and
MAG member agencies and freeway counts were collected by ADOT) used for corridor,
screen line and cut line traffic volume validation.

vi. Size of network - how many links are in the model highway network;
what highway functional classes are included as network links; has
a compatible transit network been developed?

Response: Yes, acompatible transit network has been developed and fully integrated with
the MAG highway modeling network using TransCAD modeling platform.

Number of Links in the Model Highway Network by Functional Class

Functional Number of Information |Currency of the Undate Erequenc
Classification Links® Source Information b q y
Freeway HOV' 733 MAG TDM* 2008 As per RTP® updates or
Freeway General more often
Purpose 1,681 MAG TDM* 2008
Expressways 203 MAG TDM* 2008
Collectors 1,286 MAG TDM* 2008
6-legged Arterials 8 MAG TDM* 2008
Centroid
Connectors 5,477 MAG TDM* 2008
Arterials 6,442 MAG TDM* 2008
Ramps 1,367 MAG TDM* 2008
Metered Ramps 814 MAG TDM* 2008
CD? Roads 0 MAG TDM* 2008

! High Occupancy Vehicles

% Collector Distributor Roads

® Number of Links from TransCAD highway database, one link may represent both directions
4 Maricopa Association of Governments Travel Demand Model

° Regional Transportation Plan
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vii. Number of zones - How many transportation analysis zones (TAZs)
are included in the model?

Response: A total of 1995 TAZ'’s are currently in the model for all modeling years. A new
traffic zone system is currently under development in response to population growth and
an expanded modeling area. In addition, there are eleven external TAZ'’s in the current
model.

viii. Non-home based travel - How is non-home based travel modeled
(e.g., freight, commercial services, through traffic, tourists)?

Response: The following outline provides key points on modeling non-home based travel
in MAG regional travel forecasting model.

Non-home Based Travel Modeling Approach

* Non-home based Work (NHW)
O Linear regression model for generation
o Gravity model for distribution
o Standard mode choice model for mode split
* Non-home based Other (NHO)
O Linear regression model for generation
o Gravity model for distribution
o Standard mode choice model for mode split
* Internal-internal truck
O Linear regression models by weight group for generation
o Gravity model for distribution
» External-internal truck
o Generation by growth factor
o Gravity model for distribution
» External-external vehicle
o Generation by growth factor
o Gravity model for distribution
* Non-home based portion of Sky Harbor trips
O Linear regression model for generation
o Standard mode choice model for mode split

MAG conducted an internal truck travel survey in 2007 and an external truck model
development using Transearch data in 2008. MAG is in the process of finalizing the
implementation of internal and external truck models into the MAG travel demand model.
Forthe internal truck model, the surveys are done using FHWA vehicle classification rather
than weight groups. The new truck model uses the three step modeling process: (1) Trip
Generation, (2) Trip Distribution, and (3) Trip Assignment.
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Question: 5. Explain how the data on highway VMT and congestion summary
measures is utilized and/or evaluated for consistency with traffic
monitoring data used in the MAG Congestion Management
Process.

Response: The Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) has developed a
Performance Measures Framework and Annual Report to illustrate the most important
characteristics associated with the status of surface transportation in the MAG region.
Measures captured in these multimodal documents include VMT, volume throughput,
speeds, spatial and temporal congestion, and travel times for the MAG modeling area. The
MAG Performance Report is based on observed data sets and constitutes a fundamental
tool in the Congestion Management Process evaluation process. Not only does it establish
benchmarks for evaluating current year performance and congestion levels but in time will
allow for the historic archiving of data, facilitating trend analysis. Parallel to this effort, every
RTP Update includes results of model runs that simulate performance for future network
scenarios, thus allowing for the evaluation of proposed projects and effectiveness of
program implementation.
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SAFETY CONSIDERATIONS

Question: 1. Is safety an explicit goal in the MAG planning process and long
range RTP?

Response: Safety is identified as a major focus in the RTP and is included in the Plan’s
first goal that addresses System Preservation and Safety. One of the objectives under this
Plan goalis to: “provide a safe and secure environment for the traveling public, addressing
roadway hazards, pedestrian and bicycle safety, and transit security. Safety is also
identified as a critical element of each mode of transportation and the RTP specifically
addresses safety issues in a separate chapter.”

a. Briefly summarize the current safety goals, objectives, performance
measures and strategies in the RTP.

Response: Some of the key safety goals identified in the MAG 2005 Strategic
Transportation Safety Plan (STSP) are listed below. The STSP is an adopted planning
document and is an integral part of the RTP.

Develop areliable and efficient method to assess the safety performance of the regional
transportation system.

» Improve the overall public awareness on key road safety issues.

* Reduce the number of crashes that involve bicyclists and pedestrians.

* Promote road safety audits.

* Improve safety on access routes to schools.

» Strengthen driver training and licensing standards.

* Incorporate safety considerations in pedestrian and bicycle facility planning.

* Promote safe multimodal access.

* Reduce mid-block pedestrian crashes.

* Improved lighting, signage and delineation for older drivers.

* Improved lighting, signage and accessibility for physically handicapped users.

For each of these goals the STSP identified a list of General Strategies, Potential Actions
and Lead Agencies.

b. Describe how each safety goal is framed and defined (e.g., safety
outcomes such as deaths and serious injuries vs. number of
crashes overall)?
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Response: Specific numerical performance measures will be established upon completion
of the development of the safety analysis capability at MAG through the Regional
Transportation Safety Information Management System (RTSIMS).

Question: 2. How is safety measured and evaluated throughout the 3-C planning
process?

Response: Road safety/risk consequences are currently measured and reported based
on recorded crash data. The evaluation of safety/risk consequences of transportation
alternatives, during the 3-C planning process, was addressed in the RTP by the application
of basic models to future scenarios. For more near term infrastructure planning decisions
at MAG, relevant safety information is generated through analysis performed by MAG staff,
based on custom queries that are run on the ALISS database.

a. Is the potential safety impact of alternative project and plan
scenarios forecast and evaluated?

Response: Yes, this was addressed during the development of the RTP. The safety
consequences of alternative transportation scenarios were generated based on future
travel forecasts. In addition, ADOT and MAG local agencies take safety into account during
the environmental element of the project development process.

b. Do the transportation systems planning process and plan include
safety performance measures? If so, what specific metrics are
used?

Response: The following road safety metrics are currently used by MAG and are reported
at the MAG Web site for each year from 1999 through 2007:

* Vehicle-Vehicle Crashes:
Total number of crashes, total number of deaths, and total number of persons injured.

* Vehicle-Pedestrian Crashes:
Total number of crashes, total number of deaths and total number of persons injured.
Injuries and fatalities per 100,000 population for each local jurisdiction.

* Vehicle-Bicyclist Crashes:
Total number of crashes, total number of deaths and total number of persons injured.
Injuries and fatalities per 100,000 population for each local jurisdiction.

* Allinjury & fatality crashes at intersections:
Signalized intersections, Stop controlled intersections and at mid-block locations.

» Crash frequencies and crash rates for each of the urban freeways.
Question: 3. What safety databases and variables does MAG routinely use and
consider in the planning process (e.g., fatalities, serious injuries,

crash rates, crash hot spots, collision inventories, pedestrian
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injuries, behavior statistics, driver's age, location, GIS, roadway
inventory data, etc.)? How is the data used?

Response: MAG uses the ADOT ALISS crash database. Data are used to generate
regional statistics that are shared in planning documents and with member agencies via
the MAG Web site. MAG also performs safety analyses for examining regional issues,
based on requests received from member agencies.

Question: 4. Towhat extent does the MAG TIP/RTP incorporate or summarize the
priorities, goals, and countermeasures from the Arizona SHSP that
relate to the MPO region? Briefly describe how the RTP
development process incorporates the priorities, goals, and
countermeasures from the Arizona SHSP.

Response: The MAG Strategic Transportation Safety Plan (STSP) was developed in
2005, prior to the state’'s first SHSP (2007). The SHSP incorporated many
recommendations that were passed along to the State SHSP from the MAG STSP.

The process of incorporating the state’s SHSP recommendations in the MAG planning
process was put on temporary hold until the state completed the development of SHSP
Action Plans and made decisions regarding the allocation of HSIP resources. The MAG
STSP, to be fully effective, would benefit greatly from having a known and consistent
source of funding. Although there has been some progress recently with ADOT in
identifying safety funding for the MAG region, delays in establishing the Highway Safety
Improvement Program has slowed the implementation of needed safety projects in the
MAG region. We would strongly encourage improvement in coordinating Arizona’s safety
planning activities and making a larger proportion of the FHWA safety funds available to
regions. We support an overall process to address safety problems through a systematic
risk assessment process.

Question: 5. Do MAG'’s project selection criteria for the TIP reflect the region’s
safety goals, objectives?

Response: The majority of projects in the MAG TIP are drawn from the list of projects in
the RTP. Safety influenced the decisions to include projects in the RTP through the
analysis of safety consequences of alternative transportation scenarios.

All projects of the RTP that are developed by ADOT, RPTA, and all MAG member agencies
incorporate AASHTO guidelines that maximize safety in the overall development of the
future facility. In addition, all roadway projects from the RTP’s Freeway and Highway
Program and Arterial Program are developed using design standards identified in ADOT'’s
Roadway Design Guide (RDG). The RDG is known for stringent safety guidelines above
and beyond those identified by AASHTO, such as greater design speeds in system traffic
interchanges, and length of lane drop tapers to enhance vehicle safety and also minimize
congestion.
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AIR QUALITY CONFORMITY

Question: 1. How does MAG, local transit operators, and the local air pollution
control district incorporate and implement the air quality goals and
objectives of the 1990 CAAAs and the EPA’s final rule on
transportation conformity for the following:

. the Overall Work Program,;

. the Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP);

. the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP);

. public participation in the development of TIP/Plan
conformity;

. timely implementation of applicable SIP TCMs.

Response: The Maricopa Association of Governments was designated by the Governor
in 1978 and recertified by the Arizona Legislature in 1992 to serve as the Regional Air
Quality Planning Agency, in accordance with Section 174 of the Clean Air Act. Within this
role, MAG develops the nonattainment and maintenance plans for carbon monoxide,
ozone, and particulate matter (PM-10). The plans are developed cooperatively with the
Arizona Department of Environmental Quality (ADEQ), Arizona Department of
Transportation (ADOT), and Maricopa County Air Quality Department (MCAQD). The
commitments to implement the measures in the plans are received from the local
governments, MCAQD, ADOT, ADEQ and the Arizona Legislature. MAG also conducts
the conformity analyses on the TIP and RTP, as required by Section 176 (c) of the Clean
Air Act.

Overall, air quality has improved significantly within this region due to the implementation
of numerous air quality measures by the federal, state and local governments. There have
been no violations of the federal carbon monoxide and one-hour ozone standards since
1996 and no violations of the federal eight-hour ozone standard of 0.08 parts per million
since 2004. The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued official attainment
determinations for the one-hour ozone standard on May 30, 2001 and for the carbon
monoxide standard on September 22, 2003. In addition, EPA approved the carbon
monoxide and one-hour ozone maintenance plans and redesignated the area to attainment
for carbon monoxide on April 8, 2005 and one-hour ozone on June 14, 2005.

During the last two years, MAG has prepared an Eight-Hour Ozone Plan, a Five Percent
Plan for PM-10, and an Eight-Hour Ozone Redesignation Request and Maintenance Plan.
These plans were submitted to EPA in June 2007, December 2007, and February 2009,
respectively.

MAG incorporates and implements air quality goals and objectives of the Clean Air Actand
the EPA January 2008 transportation conformity rule as follows:
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Overall Work Program. The MAG Work Program contains funding to implement committed
measures in the MAG carbon monoxide, ozone and PM-10 plans, including transportation
control measures (TCMs), as defined in Section 108(f)(1)(A) of the Clean Air Act. The FY
2010 MAG Unified Planning Work Program and Annual Budget (UPWP) allocates
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement (CMAQ) funds to implement the
following TCMs: the Trip and Travel Reduction Programs ($1.045 million), the Regional
Rideshare Program ($594,000), and the Telework and Ozone Outreach Program
($300,000).

The MAG Five Percent Plan for PM-10 includes Measure 24 - Sweep streets with PM-10
certified street sweepers. The annual UPWP funds sweeper projects that support this
committed measure in the Five Percent Plan. For example, the UPWP allocates $1.31
million in FY 2010 CMAQ funds for MAG member agencies to purchase PM-10 certified
street sweepers in the PM-10 nonattainment area. The local match for the sweeper
projects is a minimum of 5.7 percent of the total cost.

The FY 2010 UPWP also budgets approximately $2 million in federal transportation funds
for MAG staff who prepare emissions inventories, identify potential control measures,
obtain control measure commitments, evaluate control measures and CMAQ projects,
conduct emissions and air quality modeling, prepare air quality plans, track air quality
monitoring data, monitor the implementation of committed measures in the air quality plans,
and conduct transportation conformity analyses for the TIP and RTP. Periodically, MAG
obtains assistance from consultants in collecting data, conducting modeling, and
performing special studies that enhance regional air quality planning. For example, local
meteorological, air quality, silt loading, and traffic count data collected in December 2006
as part of the MAG PM-10 Source Attribution and Deposition Study were critical inputs to
the dispersion modeling used to demonstrate attainment in 2010 for the MAG 2007 Five
Percent Plan for PM-10.

Transportation Improvement Program. The MAG FY 2008-2012 Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP) includes CMAQ funding for programs and projects that reduce
transportation-related emissions. CMAQ fundsinthe TIP are allocated annually to regional
TCMs, including the travel/trip reduction program, the rideshare program, and the
telework/ozone program. CMAQ funds are also programmed in each year of the TIP for
implementation of TCMs by MAG member agencies, including bicycle, pedestrian, and
Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) projects. Priority is given to funding the TCMs in
the TIP. Other air quality projects programmed in each year of the TIP are paving unpaved
roads and PM-10 certified street sweepers.

The FY 2008-2012 TIP programs $17.65 million for paving unpaved roads. This supports
Measure 26 in the MAG Five Percent Plan for PM-10 for paving and stabilization of existing
public dirt roads and alleys. In TIPs for the years FY 2001-2007, $16.1 million in CMAQ
funds were committed to purchase 111 PM-10 certified sweepers. After FY 2007, it was
anticipated that local governments would continue to purchase PM-10 certified sweepers
to replace older sweepers, expand the area swept, and increase the frequency of
sweeping. Therefore, $5.43 million in CMAQ funding was programmed in the MAG FY
2008-2012 TIP to purchase 48 additional PM-10 certified sweepers. The TIP assumes that
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eight PM-10 sweepers will be acquired each year from FY 2008 through FY 2010. After
FY 2010, it is assumed that five additional PM-10 certified units will be purchased each
year to increase the frequency of sweeping and expand to developing areas of the
rapidly-growing region.

Regional Transportation Plan. The MAG Regional Transportation Plan 2007 Update (RTP)
incorporates funding for measures to reduce emissions generated by vehicle travel. The
funding for air quality programs and projects in the FY 2008-2012 TIP is discussed above.
After FY 2012, the RTP provides funding for purchasing five PM-10 certified street
sweepers each year. In the RTP, the paving of dirt roads by local jurisdictions reflects a
continuation of current commitments to reduce fugitive dust on unpaved roads with high
traffic volumes; eliminate dirt roads in areas of new development; and pave dirt alleys,
shoulders, and access points. Consistent with past trends, the RTP assumes that 10
centerline miles of high Average Daily Traffic (ADT) unpaved roads will continue to be
paved each year.

Conformity on the TIP and RTP. As required by the Clean Air Act, an air quality conformity
analysis was conducted by MAG on the Draft FY 2008-2012 Transportation Improvement
Program and the Draft Regional Transportation Plan — 2007 Update, as a whole. The
conformity analysis, approved by the MAG Regional Council in July 2007, demonstrated
that the TIP and RTP are in conformance with the regional air quality plans and will not
contribute to air quality violations. In its entirety, the conformity analysis demonstrated that
the criteria specified in the federal transportation conformity rule (40 Code of Federal
Regulations Parts 51 and 93) for a conformity determination are satisfied by the TIP and
RTP. The Finding of Conformity for the TIP and RTP was issued by FHWA on August 16,
2007. The most recent Finding of Conformity on the Amended FY 2008-2012 TIP and
Regional Transportation Plan Update 2007 was issued by FHWA on July 16, 2009.

Public Participation in the Development of TIP/Plan Conformity. In response to
requirements of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: a
Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU), MAG adopted a new Public Participation Plan in 2006.
The MAG public involvement process, as presented in its Public Participation Plan, is
divided into four phases: Early Phase, Mid-Phase, Final Phase, and Continuous
Involvement. The Early Phase meetings ensure early involvement of the public in the
development of TIP and RTP. The Mid-Phase process provides for input on initial plan
analysis for the TIP and RTP, and includes a public hearing on regional transportation
issues. The Final Phase provides an opportunity for final comment on the RTP, TIP and
Air Quality Conformity Analysis. In addition, continuous outreach is conducted throughout
the annual update process and includes activities such as distributing press releases and
newsletters, presentations to community and civic groups, information booths, and special
events coordinated with the Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT), Regional Public
Transportation Authority (Valley Metro), Valley Metro Rail (METRO) and the City of Phoenix
Public Transit Department. All of the comments received through the MAG public
involvement process are summarized and provided to the Management Committee,
Transportation Policy Committee and Regional Council in the form of input opportunity
reports.
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Timely Implementation of Applicable SIP TCMs. Each MAG conformity analysis for a new
TIP and RTP includes a chapter on Transportation Control Measures. The findings in
Chapter 5 of the 2007 MAG Conformity Analysis for the FY 2008-2012 Transportation
Improvement Program and Regional Transportation Plan - 2007 Update are based on a
review of the TCMs contained in applicable air quality plans. The applicable plans (i.e.,
approved by EPA) for the 2007 Conformity Analysis were the Revised MAG 1999 Serious
Area Particulate Plan for PM-10, Revised MAG 1999 Serious Area Carbon Monoxide Plan,
Carbon Monoxide Redesignation Request and Maintenance Plan, and One-Hour Ozone
Redesignation Request and Maintenance Plan.

In December 2004 through January 2005, MAG contacted agencies with TCM
commitments in the applicable air quality plans. Each agency reported to MAG that all
TCMs in the applicable plans are on schedule and there are no obstacles to implementation
of the TCMs. Therefore, the 2007 Conformity Analysis concluded that the TIP and RTP
provide for the timely implementation of TCMs in the applicable SIPs and nothing in the TIP
or RTP interferes with the implementation of any TCM in an applicable SIP.

In general, TCM implementation in the region has exceeded the commitments in the air
quality plans. Some TCM commitments in the air quality plans have been fully
implemented for many years. Implementation of these TCMs is assumed in the base year
traffic assignment for the conformity analysis. The TIP continues to provide funding for
many TCMs (e.qg., trip reduction, transit, bikeway, ridesharing, and ITS projects) that have
now been implemented to a significantly greater degree than originally committed.

The RTP assumes or specifically calls for TCM implementation at current or expanded
levels, consistent with TCM commitments in applicable air quality plans. The RTP
specifically addresses transit service, high occupancy vehicle lanes, demand management
programs, and bicycle and pedestrian facility needs. Moreover, continued reliance on
alternative modes of travel is reflected in the transportation model projections used in
determining facility needs and funding priorities. Despite planned increases in capacity in
the RTP, the MAG transportation models project that the highway system will become more
congested over time, leading to more single occupant vehicle trips being diverted to
alternative modes such as transit and carpooling. Thus, TCMs will continue to play an
important role in the RTP.

Question: 2. Istherean agreement between MAG and the air quality management
district defining the responsibilities of each? (If so, please provide
a copy).

Response: The Air Quality Memorandum of Agreement among the Arizona Department
of Environmental Quality, Arizona Department of Transportation, Maricopa County and
MAG provides the framework and guidelines to promote coordinated decision making in
planning, development, and implementation and enforcement of those actions necessary
to attain and maintain the National Ambient Air Quality Standards in Maricopa County or
the area specifically designated by the Environmental Protection Agency as a
nonattainment area. The roles of these agencies are defined in the document. The
memorandum describes the role of MAG as the Regional Air Quality Planning Agency,
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including transportation/air quality conformity. The memorandum indicates that MAG is
responsible for transportation/air quality conformity determinations, subject to the
consultation procedures as provided by law (Clean Air Act Section 176). (A copy of the Air
Quality Memorandum of Agreement is provided in Appendix Q.)

In accordance with the Memorandum of Agreement, the Maricopa Association of
Governments closely coordinates with the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality
and Maricopa County Air Quality Department to develop and implement plans to attain the
National Ambient Air Quality Standards and assist in achieving conformity. The air quality
modeling performed by MAG for the regional nonattainment and maintenance plans is
reviewed with the local air quality agencies; this modeling establishes the motor vehicle
emissions budgets for conformity purposes. MAG also works with the Maricopa County Air
Quality Department to ensure that the regionwide Fugitive Dust Control Rules are
adequately implemented and enforced to reduce dust on paved and unpaved roadways
and other sources.

The state rules for transportation conformity specify that the MPOs must develop specific
conformity guidance and consultation procedures and processes. To meet state
requirements, MAG developed and adopted the MAG “Transportation Conformity Guidance
and Procedures” document which addresses the determination of “regional significance”
status for transportation projects and the approval process for regionally significant
projects. The MAG “Conformity Consultation Processes” document was also prepared to
detail the public and interagency consultation processes to be used in the development of
regional transportation plans, programs, and projects. Inaddition, MAG reviews the federal
conformity regulations and subsequent revisions to ensure that the interagency consultation
process is conducted in full compliance with the federal regulations.

Currently, the agencies consulted by MAG include the parties to the Air Quality
Memorandum of Agreement and others as well. Specifically, the agencies are the: Federal
Transit Administration, Federal Highway Administration, Arizona Department of
Transportation, Arizona Department of Environmental Quality, Regional Public
Transportation Authority, City of Phoenix Public Transit Department, Maricopa County Air
Quality Department, Central Arizona Association of Governments, Pinal County Air Quality
Department, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, and other interested parties.

Question: 3. How does MAG monitor and report on the timely implementation of
applicable SIP TCMs?

Response: The Transportation Control Measures chapter of the MAG conformity analysis
for anew TIP and RTP provides a measure-by-measure assessment of the current status
of each TCM in the applicable air quality plans. Forinformation purposes, this chapter also
describes the status of TCMs in previous air quality plans that MAG submitted to EPA, but
were not approved. In addition, MAG includes a table in the conformity analysis that
identifies the funding levels for programmed projects that implement TCMs and other air
quality measures.
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Question: 4. How does MAG meet minimum travel modeling requirements as
specified in the Transportation Conformity Rule (40 CFR 93.122 (b))
—applies to TMAs that are designated as serious, severe or extreme
ozone or serious carbon monoxide non-attainment areas?

Response: Under the 1990 CAAAs, the MAG region was identified as a “Moderate”
nonattainment area for carbon monoxide. Since attainment of the eight-hour carbon
monoxide standard was not achieved by December 31, 1995, the nonattainment area was
reclassified to “Serious” by operation of law on August 28, 1996. No violations of the
carbon monoxide standard occurred after 1996. EPA approved the Revised MAG 1999
Serious Area Carbon Monoxide Plan and the Carbon Monoxide Redesignation Request
and Maintenance Plan and redesignated the area to attainment, effective April 8, 2005.

Under the 1990 CAAAs, the MAG region was classified as “Moderate” for the one-hour
ozone standard. Since attainment of the standard was not achieved by the deadline of
November 19, 1996, EPA reclassified the area to “Serious” effective February 13, 1998.
No violations of the one-hour ozone standard occurred after 1996. On June 14, 2005, EPA
approved the MAG One-Hour Ozone Redesignation Request and Maintenance Plan and
redesignated the area to attainment. EPA revoked the one-hour ozone standard on
June 15, 2005.

On June 15, 2004, EPA designated the MAG region as a nonattainment area for the
eight-hour ozone standard of 0.08 parts per million (ppm). The Maricopa eight-hour ozone
nonattainment area is classified under Section D, Subpart 1, of the Clean Air Act, referred
to as a“Basic” nonattainment area, with an attainment date of June 15, 2009. No violations
of the eight-hour ozone standard of 0.08 ppm have occurred since 2005. MAG submitted
to EPA an Eight-Hour Ozone Plan in June 2007 and an Eight-Hour Ozone Redesignation
Request and Maintenance Plan in February 2009. It is anticipated that EPA will
redesignate the area to attainment for the eight-hour ozone standard of 0.08 ppm.
Although the MAG region may be designated as a nonattainment area under a new, more
stringent eight-hour ozone standard being considered by EPA, it is unlikely that the area
will be classified as “Serious.”

Because the MAG regionis no longer a “Serious” nonattainment area for carbon monoxide
or ozone, the requirements of Section 93.122(b) of the transportation conformity rule no
longer apply. However, the MAG transportation models used to perform the 2007
Conformity Analysis for the FY 2008-2012 TIP and RTP - 2007 Update exhibited the
following characteristics, which are consistent with requirements in the federal
transportation conformity rule:

* The 2002 traffic volumes simulated by the MAG transportation models were validated
against approximately 3,000 traffic counts. This validation demonstrated a good
statistical fit between actual and estimated 24-hour 2002 traffic volumes, as measured
by a percent root mean square error of 36.3 percent.

* The population, households, and employment inputs to the travel demand models are
based on DES population projections consistent with the 2005 Census Survey. These

86



MAG 2009 Planning Certification Review

socioeconomic projections were approved by the MAG Regional Council in May 2007.
These projections were prepared using the DRAM/EMPAL land use model and the
MAG Subarea Allocation Model-Information Manager (SAM-IM).

The population and employment projections used in the conformity analysis are
consistent with the transportation system alternatives considered. Inthe MAG land use
models, transportation system accessibility influences the allocation of population and
employment to smaller geographic areas. The DRAM/EMPAL model distributes
County-level projections of households and employment to 148 regional analysis zones
(RAZs) based upon the preexisting location of these activities, land use consumption
rates, and transportation system accessibility, expressed in terms of PM peak travel
times. These congested travel times are derived from an appropriate
capacity-restrained traffic assignment for each forecast year. The allocation of
population, households and employment from RAZs to one-acre grid cells is
accomplished with  SAM-IM. SAM-IM uses transportation system accessibility
measures, such as proximity to the closest highway, in determining the likelihood that
a one-acre grid will develop during a given forecast interval. SAM also aggregates
population, households, and employment projections by one-acre grid to the TAZ-level
for input to the transportation models. Congested travel times output by the
transportation models are “fed-back” into the land use models to ensure that there is
consistency between the transportation system assumptions and the land use
projections.

The transportation models perform capacity-restrained traffic assignments. Restrained
assignments are produced for the AM peak period, midday, PM peak period, and
nighttime, with volumes and congestion estimated for each period. A peak spreading
model is used to derive AM and PM peak hour traffic volumes. The restrained
assignments are “multi-class.” That is, there are five different types of trip tables
assigned to the highway network: low occupancy vehicles, high occupancy vehicles,
light-duty commercial trucks, medium-duty commercial trucks, and heavy-duty
commercial trucks.

Speeds obtained from the capacity-restrained traffic assignments are “fed-back” in the
travel demand modeling chain. The trip distribution, mode choice, and traffic
assignment steps of the chain are executed until AM peak period trip tables and link
volumes are in equilibrium (root mean square error of five percent or less). The travel
impedances used in the mode choice model include travel times and costs associated
with each of the following modes: autodrivers, carpools (2 and 3+ persons), and transit
(e.q., express bus, local bus, and rail).

The travel impedances used in the trip distribution and traffic assignment steps of the
MAG transportation models are a composite function of highway travel times and costs.
The MAG nested logit mode choice model is sensitive to highway and transit travel
times, as well as pricing variables, such as automobile operating costs, parking costs,
and transit fares.
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* Asaresult of the feedback loop in the MAG travel demand modeling process, the final
peak and off-peak speeds are sensitive to the capacity-restrained volumes on each
highway segment represented in the network. MAG conducted a speed study in
2002-2003 in order to validate the vehicle hours of travel, speeds, and other
performance measures output by the transportation models. The transportation models
were recalibrated and validated using this speed data. Data from this Travel Speed
Study has been used to ensure that the capacity-restrained speeds and delays output
by the transportation models are consistent with empirical data. Overall, the estimated
VHT for 2002 is within one percent of the VHT derived from the 2002-2003 speed
survey. This indicates that assigned speeds used in conformity analysis are in
reasonable agreement with speed data collected in the 2002-2003 MAG Travel Speed
Study.

* The MAG travel demand models estimate average weekday traffic (AWDT), while the
Arizona Highway Performance Monitoring System (HPMS) reports annual average daily
traffic (AADT). In accordance with Section 93.122(b)(3), MAG has compared
transportation model VMT by facility type, after conversion from AWDT to AADT, with
HPMS VMT by functional class. Forthe 3,000 square mile PM-10 nonattainment area,
total modeled and HPMS VMTs for 2002, the latest transportation model calibration
year, are virtually identical. In addition, the differences by facility type are no more than
one percent. Therefore, no HPMS reconciliation factors need to be applied to the traffic
assignments used in the 2007 MAG Conformity Analysis.

It is important to note that the above response includes a description of the characteristics
of the MAG travel demand models that were in place at the time the 2007 Conformity
Analysis started in April 2007. Since thattime, MAG has undertaken a major transportation
model update in 2008 through 2009, with the most recent model revisions completed in
September 2009.

Question: 5. How does MAG handle the interagency consultation process?
(Please provide a copy of MAG’s interagency consultation
procedures.) Have there been any changes since the previous
certification review?

Response: Accordingto U.S. EPAregulations at 40 CFR 93.105, interagency consultation
procedures are required for specific processes that involve the MPO, state and local air
quality planning agencies, state and local transportation agencies, EPA, and U.S.
Department of Transportation. In response to the federal consultation requirements, the
State of Arizona adopted consultation rules in Arizona Administrative Code, R-18-2-1405.
The state rules for transportation conformity specify that the MPOs must develop specific
conformity guidance and consultation procedures and processes. To meet state
requirements, MAG developed and adopted two documents. The MAG “Transportation
Conformity Guidance and Procedures” document addresses the determination of “regional
significance” status for transportation projects and the approval process for regionally
significant projects. The second document, the MAG “Conformity Consultation Processes”,
details the public and interagency consultation processes to be used in the development
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of regional transportation plans, programs, and projects. (A copy of the MAG Conformity
Consultation Processes document is provided in Appendix R.)

Over time, several revisions to the federal transportation conformity regulations have
occurred. MAG reviews these regulations and continues to conduct an interagency
consultation process in full compliance with federal regulations. Generally, the major
elements of the MAG consultation processes involve the distribution of a interagency
consultation memorandum for review by local, state, and federal air quality and
transportation agencies, the MAG Management Committee, the MAG Regional Council,
and other interested parties, including members of the public.

Currently, the agencies consulted by MAG include the Federal Transit Administration,
Federal Highway Administration, Arizona Department of Transportation, Arizona
Department of Environmental Quality, Regional Public Transportation Authority, City of
Phoenix Public Transit Department, Maricopa County Air Quality Department, Central
Arizona Association of Governments, Pinal County Air Quality Control District, and the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and other interested parties.

Within MAG, the MAG Management Committee is a key committee for conformity
consultation since the membership includes the 25 cities and towns, Maricopa County, the
three Indian communities, the Regional Public Transportation Authority, and the Arizona
Department of Transportation. It is important to note that the cities and towns, as well as
Maricopa County, provide transportation services. The consultation process includes an
opportunity for members of the MAG Management Committee and members of the public
to review and provide comment on conformity consultation items (e.g., TIP amendments).
The Management Committee consists of the chief administrators from each member
agency, such as the jurisdiction’s city or town manager, the county manager from Maricopa
County, and the chief administrative officer of each Native American Indian Community.
The director of the Arizona Department of Transportation and the executive director of the
Regional Public Transportation Authority represent their respective agencies on
transportation issues that are brought before the Management Committee.

The consultation process also includes an opportunity for members of the MAG Regional
Council and members of the public to review and provide comment on conformity
consultation items. The MAG Regional Council is the governing and policymaking body for
the organization and membership currently is composed of elected officials appointed by
each member agency for the 25 incorporated cities and towns within Maricopa County and
the contiguous urbanized area, three Native American Indian Communities, and Maricopa
County. The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) and the Citizens
Transportation Oversight Committee (CTOC) serve as ex-officio members for
transportation-related issues.

The consultation process concludes when the consultation memorandum s included as an
agenda item for consultation at a meeting of the MAG Regional Council. A final
memorandum is distributed to the agencies and members of the public that reports on the
action taken by the MAG Regional Council (e.g. TIP amendment) and comments received
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during the period of consultation. MAG also prepares a response to any comments
received.

Since the previous certification review in 2004, the list of agencies that receive interagency
consultation memoranda has been expanded to include the Central Arizona Association
of Governments, City of Phoenix Public Transit Department, and the Pinal County Air
Quiality Control District. In addition, the Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation became a member
of the Maricopa Association of Governments in October 2004 and receives consultation
materials.
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FINANCIAL PLANNING/FISCAL CONSTRAINT

Question: 1. Does MAG provide system level estimates of both costs and
reasonably available revenue sources to adequately operate and
maintain Federal-aid highways and public transportation with each
update or amendment to the transportation plan or TIP?

Response: Revenues from reasonably available revenue sources are estimated by mode
for the planning period of the RTP in Year of Expenditure (YOE) dollars. The costs
associated with operation, maintenance and preservation are taken into account as part
of the long range assessment of funding and expenditures for each mode, which is included
in the RTP.

a. Briefly describe how MAG prepares and documents system level
estimates of costs and revenues to adequately operate and maintain
Federal-aid highways and public transportation service.

Response: The chaptersinthe RTP on the freeway system and the arterial street system
include discussions of system operation, maintenance and preservation. Costs for these
functions are developed using per-mile rates by facility type. Per-mile rates were estimated
from information from ADOT and Maricopa County. MAG staff will be working with member
agencies in the future as part of the TIP process to update information on operations and
maintenance. These rates are applied to future plan networks to develop long-range cost
estimates in terms of Year of Expenditure (YOE) dollars, taking into account the estimated
mileage added incrementally to the system and future price inflation rates. Similarly, future
transit system operating costs are estimated based on unit operating costs and the service
levels included in the Plan, taking into account the growth in service provided during the
life of the Plan and future price inflation rates.

Question: 2. Briefly explain how MAG ensures that project cost estimates in the
Transportation Plan and TIP are regularly updated and reflect the
latest available information.

Response: The Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) utilizes the life cycle programs that
are maintained for the major transportation modes, as a key input to the planning process.
These life cycle programs are developed by the Arizona Department of Transportation
(ADOT), the Regional Public Transportation Authority (RPTA), and the Maricopa
Association of Governments (MAG), respectively, for the freeway/highway system, public
transit system, and arterial street system. The programs meet the requirements of Arizona
state legislation calling for the agencies to conduct a budget process that ensures that the
estimated cost of planned improvements does not exceed the total amount of revenues
available for those improvements. Cost estimates in the life cycle programs are generally
updated annually. The TIP update process also provides information for updating costs in
the RTP.

The life cycle programs provide a comprehensive yearly listing of projects, including their
costs and implementation schedule. In addition to providing a source of updated cost
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estimates, they represent an invaluable tool for monitoring construction progress on
individual projects and assessing the financial status of the programs as a whole. The life
cycle programs provide a benchmark for the decision-making process regarding alterations
to project scopes, adjustments to construction schedules, and changes to plan and
program priorities.

Another cost and revenue review occurs through the Risk Assessment Process (RAP).
MAG participates in this group, which is assembled by ADOT annually to assesses the
future transportation cost and revenue picture. The group includes not only transportation
professionals, but also economic and development forecasters who provide their
perspective on the economic trends that affect transportation costs and revenues. The
outcome of sessions is a set of revenue forecasts and an assessment of the future cost
outlook.

As part of the RTP update process, other program costs are also updated to reflect
estimated future inflation. Inflation factors are estimated in consultation with ADOT and
RPTA.

Question: 3. Does the financial plan take into account the capital needs both the
bus and rail authorities; specifically, the proposed construction of
maintenance facilities?

Response: The Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) utilizes the Transit Life Cycle
Program as a major input to the transit element of the Plan. The life cycle program
provides a comprehensive yearly listing of projects, including their costs and
implementation schedule. This includes capital needs for both bus and rail systems.

Regarding maintenance facilities specifically, the RTP provides funding for a range of future
bus maintenance facilities. The identification of specific locations and exact timing of
construction for these facilities will occur as the result of ongoing capital planning efforts.
Included in this infrastructure are four new bus maintenance facilities and two facility
upgrades; one dial-a-ride/rural bus maintenance facility; a vanpool maintenance facility; and
the purchase of required land associated with the improvements. In addition, the financial
plan in the RTP includes funding for support infrastructure for the initial 20-mile core of the
light rail transit system, as well as future extensions.

It should be noted that due to declining half-cent sales tax revenues, the number of new
maintenance facilities may be reduced in the update of the RTP, which is now underway.
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ORGANIZATIONAL STRUCTURE, REGIONAL COUNCIL
MEMBERSHIP AND PLANNING BOUNDARIES

ORGANIZATIONAL STRUCTURE, REGIONAL COUNCIL MEMBERSHIP

Question: 1. Briefly describe MAG’s organizational structure, or provide a copy
of the current organization chart highlighting major changes made
since 2004 Certification review.

Response: MAG’s current organizational structure consists of nine divisions, which
includes Administration, Communications, Environmental Programs, Fiscal Services,
Human Services, Information Services, Information Technology, Office Services, and
Transportation. (See Appendix S.) The Executive Director reports directly to the MAG
Regional Council, which is the policy board of the organization. Since the 2004
Certification review, changes have been made in MAG’s divisions to create more efficiency
in the organization. These changes included folding in the functions of the Regional
Development Division into the responsibilities of the Information Services Division and
establishing an Information Technology Division, a function which was formerly under the
Information Services Division, reclassifying or reorganization of positions within divisions
such as Transportation, Environmental Programs, and Information Services, and
establishing new committees to be able to address specific programs, such as the recently
formed Transit Committee. Since November 2004, MAG has increased its staff from sixty-
three (63) FTEs to seventy-nine (79) FTEs in November 20009.

Question: 2. Briefly describe the purpose, function, and membership of all
committees (technical, policy, ad-hoc, standing, etc.).

Response: MAG currently has a total of twenty-five (25) committees, including three (3)
policy committees, four (4) policy-advisory committees, and eighteen (18) technical
committees. Recently, MAG combined the Regional Bicycle Task Force and Pedestrian
Working Group to form the Bicycle and Pedestrian Committee and established a Transit
Committee. The following information addresses the purpose, function and membership
of all MAG committees:

Policy Committees

* Regional Council
Purpose: Act as the Board of Directors of the organization.

Function:
- Approve regional plans and spending plans.
- Elect officers and members of the Executive Committee.
- Approve the annual budget and work program.
- Approve the Regional Transportation Plan and amendments.
- Approve the Transportation Improvement Program and amendments.
- Approve material cost changes to the Regional Freeway Program.
- Approve Air Quality Plan.
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Membership:

Approve Air Quality Conformity Analysis.

Approve 208 Water Quality Management Plan and Amendments.
Consult with the Executive Committee regarding the performance
review of the Executive Director.

Ratify the hiring and retention of the Executive Director.

Ratify the Executive Committee approval of the MAG annual goals.

The MAG Regional Council consists of thirty-two (32) members.
Each unit of local government designates an individual from its
duly elected governing body to serve on the Regional Council. For
the majority of members, the city or town Mayor serves as the
Regional Council member. Other members include the Chair of
the Board of Supervisors, who usually represents Maricopa
County, two (2) State Transportation Board Members representing
the Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT), the Chair of the
Citizens Transportation Oversight Committee (CTOC), as well as
the Governor of the Gila River Indian Community, the President of
the Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian Community, and the
President of the Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation.

* Executive Committee

Purpose:

Function:

Membership:

Serve as the officers of the Board of Directors for the organization.

Recommend adoption of the annual budget and work program to the
Regional Council.

Approve the Annual Goals, with ratification by the Regional Council.
Hiring and retention of the Executive Director, with ratification by the
Regional Council.

All day to day administrative responsibilities not retained by the
Regional Council.

Performance review of the Executive Director, in consultation with the
Regional Council.

Approve amendments to the annual budget and work program.
Contract selections and approvals or amendments.

Appoint chairs and vice chairs of technical and other policy
committees, with exception of the Regional Council, Management
Committee and Transportation Policy Committee.

Consider future agenda items requested at Regional Council.

The MAG Executive Committee includes the chair, vice chair,
treasurer, the past chair, and three members-at-large. The chair,
vice chair, and treasurer of the Regional Council serve as ex-
officio members of the Executive Committee and the chair serves
as the chair of the Executive Committee.

* Management Committee

Purpose:

Provide a key role in the policymaking decisions at MAG. The

94



MAG 2009 Planning Certification Review

Function:

Membership:

committee is responsible for receiving input from technical
committees, analyzing the technical and policy implications, and
providing recommendations to the MAG Regional Council.

Appoint committees and personnel to study specific problems,
programs, or other matters which the Management Committee has
approved for study.

Act as the coordinating committee for all other technical committees
and subsidiary technical groups that report to the Regional Council.
Keep the Regional Council informed on any matter or problem
involving intergovernmental cooperation.

Perform any other functions assigned by the Regional Council.

The Management Committee consists of the chief administrators
from each member agency, such as the jurisdiction’s city or town
manager, the county manager from Maricopa County, and the
chief administrative officer of each Native American Indian
Community. The director of the Arizona Department of
Transportation (ADOT) and the executive director of the Regional
Public Transportation Authority (RPTA) represent their respective
agencies on transportation issues that are brought before the
Management Committee.

Policy Advisory Committees

» Transportation Policy Committee

Purpose:

Function:

Membership:

Develop regional transportation policy positions for Regional Council
consideration.

Recommend the Regional Transportation Plan.

Recommend the Transportation Improvement Program.
Recommend amendments to the Transportation Improvement
Program.

Recommend material cost changes to the Regional Freeway
Program.

Recommend accelerations to the Regional Freeway Program.
Recommend amendments to the Regional Transportation Plan.

The Transportation Policy Committee consists of twenty-three (23)
members, including elected officials from cities, towns, and the
Maricopa County Board of Supervisors, and representatives of the
Native American Indian Community, and the State Transportation
Board, the chair of the Citizens Transportation Oversight
Committee (CTOC), and regionwide business representatives.

95



MAG 2009 Planning Certification Review

* Human Services Coordinating Committee

Purpose:

Function:

Membership:

The committee prepares a Human Services Plan for the Maricopa
region, solicits comments and develops recommendations on the
distribution of Federal Social Services Block Grant funds, analyzes
issues, and identifies possible solutions.

Develop recommendations on human services issues for the review
and approval of the MAG Regional Council.

Reviews and recommends how locally planned Social Services Block
Grant funding will be allocated at the service level.

Identify regional human services issues for research and assessment
by the MAG Human Services Technical Committee and recommend
viable strategies to address those issues.

Prepare aregional human services plan and other reports as needed.
Recommend policy positions to address emerging human services
needs.

Members of this committee include municipal and county elected
officials and representatives from the boards of the Area Agency
on Aging, community councils, the Department of Economic
Security, and United Way organizations.

» Continuum of Care Coordinating Committee on Homelessness

Purpose:

Function:

Membership:

The committee prepares and submits an application for homeless
assistance funding to the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development and addresses regional issues relating to
homelessness.

Develop recommendations on regional homeless issues for the review
and approval of the MAG Regional Council.

Conduct an annual planning process to develop strategies to end
homelessness throughout the region.

Conduct activities to support the consolidated application to the U.S.
Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) such as
organizing a homeless street count, developing a gap analysis, and
creating a housing inventory chart.

Facilitate the application process and develop the consolidated
application to HUD for the Stuart B. McKinney funds.

Members of this committee include representatives from the
private sector, public sector and nonprofit agencies. Private sector
representatives include businesses and the general public. Public
sector representatives include local elected officials, and
municipal, county and state professional staff. Nonprofit agencies
include shelter providers, foundations, and advocates.
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Regional Domestic Violence Council
Purpose: The MAG Domestic Violence Council serves as a primary coordinating
body for issues related to domestic violence and provides a forum for
communication and coordinated action to effectively address, prevent,
and eradicate domestic violence in the MAG region.

Function:
- Develop recommendations on domestic violence issues for review and
approval by the MAG Regional Council.
- Work with stakeholders to implement the recommendations of the
MAG Domestic Violence Plan.
- Conduct research and prepare reports.

Membership:  Members of the council are drawn from local elected officials,
members of the Governor's Office Division for Women, the
business community, healthcare professionals, prosecutors, police
officers, shelter and service providers, and private funders.

Technical Committees

9-1-1 Oversight Team

Purpose: The committee was formed in December 1993 to provide additional
participation by managementin the coordination of the MAG Regional
9-1-1 System.

Function:

- Coordinate the 9-1-1 system in the MAG region with other emergency
and public safety officials.

Membership:  This committee consists of high level officials from police and fire
departments of the member agencies.

Air Quality Technical Advisory Committee

Purpose: The role of the Technical Advisory Committee is to review and
comment on technical information generated during the planning
process.

Function:

- Make recommendations throughout the air quality planning process
to the MAG Management Committee.

Membership:  This committee consists of representatives from MAG member
agencies, citizens, environmental interests, health interests,
construction firms, utilities, public transit, architecture, agriculture,
the business community, the automobile, fuel, trucking, rock
products, and housing industries, parties to the Air Quality
Memorandum of Agreement, and various state and federal
agencies.
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Bicycle and Pedestrian Committee

Purpose:

Function:

Membership:

The committee annually reviews and updates the MAG Pedestrian
Plan and recommends projects for funding under the Pedestrian
Design Assistance Program. Earlier versions of the committee
developed a Regional Bicycle Plan, the Regional Off-Street System
(ROSS) Plan, and the Regional Bikeways Map.

Encourage the implementation of these plans by recommending
pedestrian and bicycle-related projects for funding from federal and
other sources as well as activities to inform the region about the
benefits of biking and walking.

The Bicycle and Pedestrian Committee consists of representatives
of MAG member agencies, as well as the development,
architecture, and landscape architecture communities, RPTA and
the Coalition of Arizona Bicyclists.

Building Codes Committee

Purpose:

Function:

Membership:

Provide a regional forum for construction, development, and other
issues as they relate to building codes.

Make recommendations on the development, interpretation and
enforcement of building codes in the MAG region.

This committee consists of building officials from MAG member
agencies.

Elderly and Persons with Disabilities Transportation Committee

Purpose:

Function:

Membership:

Develop recommendations for the Arizona Department of
Transportation regarding the prioritization of applicants to receive FTA
Section 5310 capital assistance awards in the form of vehicles and
related equipment to transport elderly individuals and persons with
disabilities.

Evaluate applications received for the FTA Section 5310 capital award
assistance program.

Develop a priority listing of FTA Section 5310 applications from
agencies serving older adults and people with disabilities.

Forward prioritized list of applications to the Arizona Department of
Transportation (ADOT) for approval and awards.

This committee consists of representatives from MAG member
agencies and regional transportation agencies.
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Enhancement Peer Review Group

Purpose:

Function:

Membership:

The Enhancement Peer Review Group evaluates applications for
enhancement funds from the MAG region.

Forward a ranked list of applications through the MAG committee
process to the Transportation Enhancement Review Committee of the
Arizona Department of Transportation.

Consists of experts from ten program areas defined in federal
legislation, and representatives of the MAG Bicycle and Pedestrian
Committee, MAG Street Committee, and MAG Management
Committee.

Human Services Technical Committee

Purpose:

Function:

Membership:

Provide technical assistance to the Human Services Coordinating
Committee, develop allocation recommendations for the Social
Services Block Grant, and produce regional human services plans.

Advise the MAG Human Services Technical Committee on
identification and prioritization of regional human services issues and
assist in the formulation of the annual MAG Human Services Plan.
Develop allocation recommendations for locally planned Social
Services Block Grant funding through research, public input, and
professional expertise for review by the Human Services Coordinating
Committee.

Includes municipal planners, the United Way organizations, the
Area Agency on Aging, local community councils, and the Arizona
Department of Economic Security.

Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) Committee

Purpose:

Function:

Provide oversight both to the development and periodic updates of
regional plans, such as the ITS Strategic Plan, Regional ITS
Architecture, and the Regional Concept of Transportation Operations.
These plans serve as the overall roadmap for investments in regional
ITS infrastructure and in the application of technology-based solutions
for managing and operating the regional multimodal transportation
system.

The primary focus of the committee is on publicly owned
transportation facilities in the region. However, a number of regional
ITS applications provide real-time traffic information that support value
added products and services from private sector ITS partners such as
radio, TV and Internet-based traffic information services.

99



MAG 2009 Planning Certification Review

Membership:

This technical committee consists of representatives from the
Federal Highway Administration, the Arizona Department of
Transportation (ADOT), the Arizona Department of Public Safety,
Regional Public Transit Authority, Valley Metro Rail, Arizona State
University and fifteen MAG member agencies.

* Population Technical Advisory Committee

Purpose:

Function:

Membership:

To provide technical guidance for the preparation of socioeconomic
estimates and projections, as well as other socioeconomic databases
and coverages.

The MAG Population Technical Advisory Committee was created to
provide technical input in the development of socioeconomic
information for the region. The MAG POPTAC was also designated
by the MAG Regional Council as the lead committee for coordinating
preparations for the Census in Maricopa County.

The committee comprises representatives of MAG’s 25 cities and
towns, three Indian Communities and Maricopa County. However,
because of limited staff resources, some member agencies have
chosen not to send an official representative to the meetings.

* Public Safety Answering Point Managers Group

Purpose:

Function:

Membership:

To provide regional coordination of the Maricopa Region 9-1-1
system.
Oversee the technical needs of the Maricopa Region 9-1-1 system.

Consists of Public Safety Answering Point Managers from MAG
member agencies.

* Solid Waste Advisory Committee

Purpose:

Function:

Membership:

Address issues related to solid waste management affecting the MAG
region.

Serve in an advisory capacity to the Management Committee and
Regional Council on solid waste management matters affecting the
region.

Consists of representatives of various local government agencies,
economic interests, environmental interests, and private citizens
selected by MAG to provide technical expertise in the areas of
concern.
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» Standard Specifications and Details Committee

Purpose:

Function:

Membership:

Address issues related to public works construction in the MAG
region.

Make recommendations on proposed amendments to the MAG
Specifications and Details for Public Works Construction.

Consists of representatives from member agency engineering
departments and the construction industry.

* Street Committee

Purpose:

Function:

Membership:

Address issues related to arterial streets in the MAG region.

Make recommendations on street projects to be funded with federal
monies from the Transportation Equity Act (TEA-21) of 1998, and
provide input for the five year Transportation Improvement Program
(TIP).

Includes local agency transportation representatives.

* Technology Advisory Group

Purpose:

Function:

Membership:

Formed by the Regional Council in 1994 to encourage the
development of telecommunication infrastructure and applications.

Make recommendations on telecommunication infrastructure projects
to increase government efficiency, improves access to public
information, and expedites delivery of local government services in
Maricopa County.

Includes local agency information technology representatives.

e Transit Committee

Purpose:

Function:

Membership:

Formed by the Regional Council in 2009 to assist in the programming
process of federal transit funds.

Make recommendations to the MAG Transportation Review
Committee on transit projects to be included in the Transportation
Improvement Program. The committee also reviews regional transit
studies as they are developed.

Includes local agency transit representatives from MAG member
agencies, Regional Public Transportation Authority (RPTA), Valley
Metro Rail (METRO), and the Arizona Department of
Transportation (ADOT).
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Transportation Review Committee
Purpose: Established in March 1994 to provide input on transportation issues
including the development of the Transportation Improvement
Program and Regional Transportation Plan updates.

Function:
- Serve as the primary committee for assembling and recommending
the MAG Transportation Improvement Program (TIP).

Membership:  Composed of high level transportation representatives from the
member agencies.

Transportation Safety Committee
Purpose: Formed in September 2004 to address the topic of transportation
safety in an organized manner.

Function:
- To help identify both current and potential future transportation safety
issues, concerns and needs in the region, and determine ways to
address them through the regional transportation planning process.

Membership:  Consists of representatives from Federal Highway Administration,
Arizona Governor’s Office of Highway Safety, Arizona Department
of Transportation, Arizona Department of Public Safety, AAA
Arizona, AARP, RPTA, Arizona State University, and seventeen
(17) local agencies.

Water Quality Advisory Committee
Purpose: To address water quality matters and the 208 water quality
management process in the MAG region.

Function:
- Serve in an advisory capacity to the MAG Management Committee
and Regional Council on water quality matters affecting the MAG
area.

Membership: Consists of a wide variety of representatives from regional and
state water quality related agencies, the private sector, civic
organizations, and the general public.

Ad Hoc Committees

Transit Interagency Team
Purpose: To identify opportunities for consolidating regional transit planning
activities.
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Function:

Membership:

Serve in an advisory capacity to the agency directors from MAG, the
Regional Public Transportation Authority (RPTA), Valley Metro Rail
(METRO), and the City of Phoenix Public Transit Department.

Consists of representatives from MAG, the Regional Public
Transportation Authority (RPTA), Valley Metro Rail (METRO), and
the City of Phoenix Public Transit Department.

* Regional Transportation Plan Partners
Purpose: To ensure that the implementation of the Regional Transportation Plan is
a fully coordinated process among the key agencies responsible for
planning, financing, programming, constructing and operating the modal
systems in the Plan. A major goal is to ensure that this effort receives
direction and support from the highest level in each affected organization.

Function:

Membership:

The Directors of the key agencies that conduct planning and
implementing activities for the Regional Transportation Plan meet
periodically to assess progress on Plan implementation, identify
activities that would benefit from closer coordination, anticipate future
issues that affect successful project development, and pursue
opportunities for future development of the transportation system in
the region. As part of this effort, quarterly Directors’ coordination
meetings are held to achieve a unified approach to regional
transportation planning issues.

Consists of the Directors of MAG, the Regional Public
Transportation Authority (RPTA), Valley Metro Rail (METRO), and
the Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT).

* Regional Freeway Issues Ad Hoc Group

Purpose:

Function:

Membership:

The purpose of this group is to ensure that transportation projects in
the Regional Transportation Plan are implemented in as timely and
efficient a manner as possible.

This group meets to address individual project implementation
concerns, as well as discuss transportation planning issues. Topics
include design factors, right-of-way acquisition, construction costs,
program adjustments, project progress and outlook, cash flow,
revenue forecasts, travel demand forecasts, and corridor study/design
concept report development. Another key function is to facilitate
information exchange and assess potential future policy issues.

Consists of transportation planning and program implementation
staff from the Maricopa Association of Governments, the Arizona
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Department of Transportation, the Regional Public Transportation
Authority (RPTA), and Valley Metro Rail (METRO).

* Technical Ad Hoc Groups
Purpose: The purpose of these groups is to discuss technical methodological
advancements and coordinate interagency understanding of state-of-
the-art approaches to key technical aspects of regional transportation

planning.

Function:

- Technical groups have been organized by MAG to address a number
of technical areas, including the MAG POPTAC Ad Hoc
Subcommittee, the Central Arizona Model Users Group, and the MAG
GIS Users Group. These groups, respectively, address technical
methodological elements of population and socio-economic
forecasting, travel demand forecasting and network simulation, and
geographic information systems applications. Activities involve
coordination of common technical activities, distribution of information
on technical advancements, training on software packages, and
making recommendations on technical issues.

Membership:  Technical staff of MAG member agencies and other governmental
and private organizations involved in the development and
application of analytical transportation and socioeconomic planning
tools.

Question: 3. Briefly describe the make-up of the MAG Regional Council and any
changes since the 2004 Certification review, including the
representation of local jurisdictions, transit operators, Indian tribal
governments, etc.

Response: The Regional Council consists of 32 members: 25 cities/towns, Maricopa
County, three Native American communities, two representatives from the Arizona
Department of Transportation (ADOT) and a representative from the Citizens
Transportation Oversight Committee (CTOC).

The following is a list of the 25 incorporated cities and towns within Maricopa County
represented on the Regional Council: City of Apache Junction; City of Avondale; Town of
Buckeye; Town of Carefree; Town of Cave Creek; City of Chandler; City of El Mirage; Town
of Fountain Hills; Town of Gila Bend; Town of Gilbert; City of Glendale; City of Goodyear;
Town of Guadalupe; City of Litchfield Park; City of Mesa; Town of Paradise Valley; City of
Peoria; City of Phoenix; Town of Queen Creek; City of Scottsdale; City of Surprise; City of
Tempe; City of Tolleson; Town of Wickenburg and Town of Youngtown. Additionally
included on the MAG Regional Council are a Supervisor from the Maricopa County Board
of Supervisors, the Governor of the Gila River Indian Community, the President of the Salt
River Pima Maricopa Indian Community, the President of the Fort McDowell Yavapai
Nation, two representatives from the Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) State
Transportation Board and one representative of the Citizens Transportation Oversight

104



MAG 2009 Planning Certification Review

Committee (CTOC). ADOT and CTOC serve as ex-officio members for transportation-
related issues.

On October 5, 2004, approved a resolution the Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation to become
a MAG member agency.

The City of Phoenix contracts for the operation of the bus system, the Light Rail Transit
system and is represented on the MAG Regional Council. The City of Phoenix also
operates the regional airport. In addition, some members of the Regional Public
Transportation Authority (RPTA) Board also sit on the MAG Regional Council.

Question: 4. Briefly describe the MAG Regional Council approval process for
transportation planning actions.

How is the agendafor Regional Council meetings determined? How
does the general public bring issues to the Regional Council?

What responsibilities has the Regional Council delegated to MAG
staff? (Please provide acopy of Regional Council resolutions for the
delegations).

Response: The transportation planning approval process at MAG begins at the technical
committee level. For the purpose of transportation planning actions, these may be heard
atone or more of the technical committees whose purview are transportation related issues
such asthe following: Transportation Safety Committee, Transportation Review Committee,
Street Committee, Enhancement Peer Review Group, Elderly and Persons with Disabilities
Transportation Committee, and/or Bicycle and Pedestrian Committee. After being heard
at the technical level, the item proceeds to the Management Committee, Transportation
Policy Committee, and ultimately the MAG Regional Council for consideration and action.

a. How is the agenda for Regional Council meetings determined?

Response: The agenda for the Regional Council is prepared by staff through the
Executive Director with approval by the Chair of the Regional Council. Items that have
been recommended to the Regional Council by the Management Committee or another
policy committee are included on the Regional Council agenda for consideration. At MAG,
the Chair does not have the unilateral power to remove an item from an agenda that has
proceeded through the MAG committee process. A “request for future agenda items” is
placed on all Regional Council agendas and items that are requested are considered by
the MAG Executive Committee for further direction.

b. How does the general public bring issues to the Regional Council?

Response: Public involvement is encouraged at all MAG committee meetings, including
the Regional Council. Opportunity for public comment is agendized at the beginning of
every agenda in accordance with the MAG public input policy. Members of the public are
provided the opportunity to address the Regional Council on items not scheduled on the
agenda that fall under the jurisdiction of MAG, or on items on the agenda for discussion but
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not for action. Members of the public are requested not to exceed a three minute time
period for their comments. A total of 15 minutes is provided for the Call to the Audience
agenda item, unless the Regional Council requests an exception to this limit. Those
members of the public who wish to comment on action agenda items are given an
opportunity to comment at the time the item is heard.

It should be noted that MAG staff responds to all appropriate telephone, e-mail, MAG Web
site and other communications received from the public. This effort involves all MAG staff
to ensure that complete and accurate information is provided.

c. Whatresponsibilities has the Regional Council delegated to MAG staff?
(Please provide a copy of Regional Council resolutions for the
delegations.)

Response: The Regional Council has delegated authority to the MAG Executive Director
to execute the necessary documents to receive funding for the MAG Unified Planning Work
Program and Annual Budget, to make administrative changes to the Work Program and
Annual Budget, and to execute the contracts pursuant to the Work Program and Annual
Budget.

PLANNING BOUNDARIES

Question: 5. Have the UAB and MPA been adjusted in accordance with the most
recent Census? Have there been any other changes since the
previous certification review?

Response: Accordingto 8 450.312, federal regulations require that the boundaries of the
Metropolitan Planning Area include at least the entire existing urbanized area (as defined
by the Bureau of the Census) plus the contiguous area expected to become urbanized
within a 20-year forecast period for the metropolitan transportation plan. The Metropolitan
Planning Area boundaries may be further expanded to encompass the entire Metropolitan
Statistical Area or Combined Statistical Area, as defined by the Office of Management and
Budget. Metropolitan Statistical Areas include entire counties as regions. The Phoenix-
Mesa-Scottsdale Metropolitan Statistical Area includes all of Maricopa and Pinal counties.
The UAB and MPA have been adjusted in accordance with the 2000 Census and have not
changed since the previous certification review. However, these areas will be reviewed
based on the results of Census 2010 and shall be adjusted accordingly.
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INTEGRATING FREIGHT IN THE TRANSPORTATION PLANNING
PROCESS

As part of the MPO participation planning requirements under title 23 U.S.C., the
SAFETEA-LU consultation requirements were expanded in order to include freight
shippers, who are providers of freight transportation services, as interested parties that
should be provided a reasonable opportunity to comment on RTPs and TIPs (Reference:
23 U.S.C. 134 and 8450.316 See Interested parties, participation, and consultation).

Please discuss the following questions and how they relate to the MAG freight planning
process:

Question: 1. How has MAG identified the transportation planning link between
freight and economic development opportunities for the area per 23
CFR 450.306(a)? How have these planning factors been documented
within MAG’s planning products (e.g.TIP, RTP, OWP, etc)?

Response: All of the planning factors included under 23 CFR 450.306(a) are documented
in Chapter One of the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). A discussion of the manner in
which the Plan approaches the issues raised by each factor is provided in this document.

The RTP identifies several objectives related to mobility options, one of which is related to
the planning link between freight and economic development. Specifically, this objective
is “to maintain a reasonable and reliable travel time for moving freight into, through and
within the region, as well as provide high-quality access between intercity freight
transportation corridors and freight terminal locations, including intermodal facilities for air,
rail and truck cargo.” The RTP increases accessibility and mobility options for freight by
calling for significant investments in freeways, highways, and streets, improving the level
of service that would otherwise be experienced in moving freight in the MAG region. In
particular, truck corridors, such as1-10, I-17 and SR-85, have significant funding in the RTP
to improve the movement of freight into and through the region.

The RTP dedicates an entire chapter to goods movement and assesses items pertaining
to regional freight infrastructure. The RTP provides an overview of freight movements by
types of commodities and overall tons; assesses each of the trucking, rail, and air cargo
freight transportation modes; and also considers the potential of regional freight planning
efforts that may be pursued in the future.

The RTP addresses several key, overlying issues that are particularly relevant to the goods
movement process. As addressed inthe RTP, transportation solutions for freight will need
to include increases in highway capacity; the widening and ultimate expansion of the
regional arterial network; an enhanced Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) of traffic
management; intersection improvements; and the construction of new freeways, such as
the Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway and the West Valley’s State Route 801, which will
collectively relieve congestion by providing improved accessibility to the area south of I-10
(which contains high concentrations of truck terminals and other generators of truck traffic).
New freeway construction, including the addition of freeway relievers and bypasses, will
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help to handle high volumes of truck traffic engaged in the movement of goods to, from,
within and throughout the MAG region.

MAG is also continuing to work with the Burlington Northern Santa Fe and Union Pacific
railroads to ensure that rail freight and the intermodal connections for trucks are a
consideration in the regional planning process. In addition, MAG is working with airport
agencies in the region to develop a foundation for addressing air cargo and airport
intermodal factors, as part of the future goods movement needs in the region.

Question: 2. Has MAG developed a "freight contact" list for purposes of
encouraging freight shippers and providers of freighttransportation
services a reasonable opportunity to participate as part of the
metropolitan planning process per 23 CFR 450.316(a)?

Response: An up-to-date mailing list is maintained that includes interested citizens,
affected public agencies, representatives of transportation agency employees, private
providers of transportation, advocates for low-income and minority interests, and
representatives of community groups with an interest in transportation. Currently that list
includes approximately 3,000 individuals and organizations. This mailing list is used to
announce meetings, distribute newsletters, and for other opportunities for public
involvement. Announcements are also distributed to public libraries throughout the region.

MAG's adopted policy for public involvement identifies opportunities for public input early
inthe process, during the planning process, and prior to final hearings. Itis MAG’s role and
policy to obtain maximum public participation and input for each planning process and
developed plan of local and regional significance. In the future, with regard to the freight
community, MAG will undertake all relevant public information efforts to involve maximum
participation by the broadest possible cross-section of the public throughout each stage and
development of the plan.

Question: 3. How is the freight community engaged in the planning process,
particularly in the development of the RTP and the TIP?

Response: The Transportation Policy Committee (TPC) was established by the MAG
Regional Council to oversee the regional transportation planning process, and to find
solutions to the region’s transportation challenges. The TPC developed, guided and
recommended the resulting plan that was eventually adopted by the MAG Regional Council
in 2003. As required by state statute, the TPC includes private sector freight
representation. This active presence of private freight sector representation on the
committee helped to ensure that the concerns associated with regional goods movement
were considered in the RTP process. The TPC also includes other members representing
the business community, which has a stake in the efficient movement of goods that support
a growing regional economy.

In addition to developing the RTP adopted in 2003, the TPC has a continuing role in the
transportation planning process. Thisincludes recommendations regarding updates of the
RTP and the MAG Transportation Improvement Program. With freight representation on
the Transportation Policy Committee, goods movement needs will continue to be
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considered as part of the regional transportation planning process. In the future, MAG will
further assess regional freight issues through active planning and assessment, and will
work toward maintaining a strong and ongoing dialogue with private-sector freight
representatives in order to identify infrastructure, investment, and policy needs of the goods
movement process.

Question: 4. Has MAG defined the term "freight corridor” for transportation
planning purposes? If so, what is the definition of this term used by
MAG and have these major freight corridors been visually mapped
within the metropolitan planning area?

Response: MAG completed a Regional Freight Assessment, which contains a regional
inventory and analysis of goods movement facilities located throughout the MAG region.
This analysis identified and mapped key facilities that are utilized in the movement of
goods, such as roadways, rail lines, pipelines, freight terminals, warehouses, intermodal
facilities, and cargo airports. In particular, truck corridors, such as I-10, I-17 and SR-85,
play a significant roles in the movement of freight into and through the region. A total of 43
regionally significant freight terminals, 60 major warehouse facilities, 11 intermodal freight
facilities, and the air cargo operations at Phoenix Sky Harbor International Airport and
Williams Gateway Airport are also notable freight facilities. An in-depth analysis of land
uses, freight facilities, and community job centers was also provided in order to depict
“concentrations” of freight activity.

The dominant mode of goods movement for the MAG region is truck transportation. As a
result, one of the continuing regional freight issues will be the need for increases in highway
capacity to mitigate congestion and improve traffic flow, thereby facilitating the efficient
movement of goods. This includes enhancements to the existing roadway system, addition
of new arterials, highways and freeways, and improvement and expansion of the Intelligent
Transportation System (ITS). In particular, the impact of having significant truck
movements in and around freeway service interchanges is an important issue.
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FOLLOW-UP ON 2004-05 CERTIFICATION REVIEW FINDINGS

During the 2004-05 certification review, the review team made several recommendations
forimprovements to the planning process. Please review the recommended improvements
below (and recognizing that SAFETEA-LU may have made adjustments that may have
changed some of the recommendations since 2005), and provide discussion as to whether
any of the recommendations have been implemented — or, if not, why:

Question: 1. Astheurbanized area continues to grow outside the boundaries of
Maricopa County, the boundaries of the MPO should grow with it.
We strongly encourage MAG to work with the neighboring
jurisdictions outside Maricopa County to make their transition to the
MPO as seamless as possible.

Response: Since 2004, MAG has embarked on several efforts with neighboring
jurisdictions and Councils of Governments (COGs) to help make a transition to the
metropolitan planning organization (MPO) seamless and prepare to address future issues
that cross jurisdictional boundaries. In 2008, MAG worked with jurisdictions outside of
Maricopa County on the development of the Hidden Valley framework study. This
transportation planning study, which illustrates the projected growth and transportation
needs within Maricopa County and neighboring jurisdictions, initiated a statewide
Reconnaissance Study leading to the Building a Quality Arizona (BgAZ) effort. BgAZ,
envisioned as a key nexus of statewide collaboration, is aiming to collectively bring MPOs
together with state government officials, as well as other community based stakeholders,
to coordinate and address Arizona’s long term transportation and infrastructure needs. The
goal of BQAZ includes the development of a Statewide Transportation Framework, which
will include regional framework planning efforts from across the state leading to an update
of Arizona’s statewide transportation plan in 2011. In addition, MAG worked closely with
ADOT, PAG, and CAAG on intercity rail planning between Tucson and Phoenix and
commuter rail service from Pinal County into Maricopa County.

In the summer of 2009, MAG, in cooperation with the Central Arizona Association of
Governments (CAAG) and the Pima Association of Governments (PAG), contracted a
study by Arizona State University’'s North American Center for Transborder Studies to
identify the key challenges and opportunities for Arizona’s Sun Corridor region. The
purpose of the report is to understand how transboundary cooperation between regions on
issues of infrastructure, transportation, economic development and other planning and
implementation projects may lead to solutions in the areas for the MAG, CAAG and PAG
regions as well as the state. A presentation of the report and discussion regarding the
possibility of addressing joint planning opportunities is anticipated at a meeting of MAG,
CAAG and PAG officials in early December 2009.

MAG has continued to work with Arizona Councils of Governments, Metropolitan Planning
Organizations, the Arizona Department of Transportation, the Arizona State Land
Department and other Arizona state agencies to create acommon socioeconomic modeling
suite, AZ-SMART (Arizona’s Socioeconomic Modeling, Analysis and Reporting Toolbox.)
This socioeconomic modeling suite not only supports socioeconomic activities at the

111



MAG 2009 Planning Certification Review

Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG), the Pima Association of Governments (PAG)
and the Central Arizona Association of Governments (CAAG), but also within the Northern
Arizona Council of Governments (NACOG) region and elsewhere throughout the state.
This modeling suite is a platform on which to build, calibrate, run, and analyze
socioeconomic projections and projection models and will seamlessly incorporate local and
national models at different levels of geography with expanded model boundaries in order
to adequately support the transportation and regional planning activities at MAG and
elsewhere.

MAG has pursued the creation and implementation of a shared Geographic Information
System (GIS) and data infrastructure with Valley Metro Rail (METRO), and the Regional
Public Transportation Authority (RPTA). Since MAG, Valley Metro Rail and RPTA use
much of the same information in the generation of and analysis of data, this shared
infrastructure will allow access to the most recent and accurate Geographic Information
System (GIS) layers and data available from the other agencies. In addition to the Valley
Metro Rail and RPTA support, this shared infrastructure could also provide the backbone
for a shared service with MAG member agencies.

Another planning coordination activity has been an effort to develop a “Resolution of
Planning Coordination” among MAG, PAG and CAAG. The intent of MAG, PAG, and
CAAG is to coordinate their respective planning activities and cooperatively work together
to foster a successful and economically viable Sun Corridor in the State of Arizona. In
addition, a Joint Planning Advisory Council would be established to identify mutually agreed
upon goals and interests, provide guidance on possible technical assistance and joint
planning activities, and enhance the communication and cooperation among the
policymakers in the three regions. A resolution has been approved by the CAAG Regional
Council and the MAG Regional Council Executive Committee. It will be considered by the
MAG Regional Council in October 2009 and PAG in November 2009.

Additional efforts with neighboring jurisdictions have involved travel demand modeling and
transportation network simulation activities. The MAG travel simulation model has been
expanded to cover significant portions of Pinal County. Population and socioeconomic
inputs for the travel model have been developed, and travel demand forecasts have been
prepared for this modeling area. By approximately the end of the current fiscal year, it is
anticipated that all of Pinal County will be covered by the model, and the population and
socioeconomic projections and other characteristics required by the modeling system will
be completed. In 2008, MAG contracted with CAAG to review and refine the modeling
networks in Pinal County.

In air quality, the Maricopa Association of Governments has coordinated with the
neighboring jurisdiction of Pinal County as the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has
proceeded through the designation process to expand the eight-hour ozone nonattainment
area boundary. On March 12, 2009, the Governor of Arizona recommended to the
Environmental Protection Agency that a revised eight-hour ozone nonattainment area
boundary be designated for the more stringent ozone standard (.075 ppm) established by
EPA in March 2008. The current boundary was revised primarily to include the new power
plants to the west and southwest, and a planned power plant and the Queen Valley monitor
to the southeast, which would move the boundary further into Pinal County. On September
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16, 2009, EPA announced that the agency would be reconsidering the 2008 ozone
standard and would propose any needed revisions by December 2009. The reconsidered
standard would be finalized in August 2010 and final designations would occur in August
2011. During the remainder of the designation process, MAG will continue to coordinate
with Pinal County.

MAG has played a key role in the development of the Intermountain MPOs organization.
The purpose of this group is to foster communication and coordinate planning efforts
among MPOs serving as Transportation Management Areas (TMAs) within the
intermountain west region of the United States. In the fall of 2008, the Brookings Institution
issued a report, Mountain Megas, America’s Newest Metropolitan Places and a Federal
Partnership to Help Them Prosper. This report states that in the Intermountain West —
Arizona, Colorado, Nevada, New Mexico and Utah are experiencing some of the fastest
growth and economic and demographic transition anywhere in the country. These areas
are experiencing similar struggles in providing infrastructure such as freeways, light rail and
commuterrail. Lessons learned from these rapidly growing areas and the benefitin forging
a new federal agenda that would be mutually beneficial to these areas could be explored.
MAG hosted an Intermountain West MPOs meeting in conjunction with the National
Association of Regional Councils Executive Directors’ Conference from October 4-6, 2009.
Intermountain West MPOs discussed common needs, strategies and opportunities to work
together.

In the fall of 2009, MAG, in cooperation with the Regional Transportation Commission of
Washoe County, the Utah Transit Authority, the Denver Regional Council of Governments,
and the Regional Transportation Commission of Southern Nevada, formed and signed a
master agreement regarding the creation and operation of the Western High Speed Rail
Alliance. The Western High Speed Rail Alliance was formed to improve the connectivity
by the development of high speed rail infrastructure serving the Intermountain West region
with connections to the Pacific coast and other regions of the United States. The
organization will work cooperatively for the acquisition of funding to conduct studies of high
speed rail options and feasibility, to develop plans for high speed rail infrastructure, and to
construct high speed rail facilities through the region as is deemed appropriate. The
organization will look to partner with various stakeholders, including the private sector, state
departments of transportation, and the federal government.

Question: 2. In the area of safety, the USDOT Secretary's office is focusing on
reducing the number of highway-related fatalities. We recommend
that the MAG Transportation Safety Planning Committee look at
opportunities inthe MAG regionto reduce highway-related fatalities.

Response: The MAG Transportation Safety Committee has been meeting since
September 2004 and has developed a Strategic Transportation Safety Plan.

Since the 2004 certification review, the MAG Transportation Safety Committee has
developed a Strategic Transportation Safety Plan (STSP) that clearly outlines the emphasis
areas for road safety improvement in the region. The committee had very high
expectations that SAFETEA-LU enactment would provide fair access to highway safety
funds for road safety improvements in our region for addressing the very urgent road safety
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needs. The MAG region accounts for 45 percent of the total fatalities and 66 percent of all
crashes in Arizona.

Although the total number of crashes in the MAG region has increased as the region’s
population has grown, progress has been made in reducing the number of injuries. In
2007, there were 43,256 injuries compared to 51,196 in 2000. The trend for fatalities is
less clear given there is more annual variation, but the 463 fatalities in 2007 compare
favorably to the 436, 500 and 491 fatalities in 2000, 2001 and 2002, respectively. Similar
trends are evident for crashes involving bicycle and pedestrians with stable or slight
reductions in injuries and fatalities even with substantial population growth.

The MAG STSP, to be fully effective, would benefit greatly from having a known and
consistent source of funding. Although there has been some progress recently with ADOT
in identifying safety funding for the MAG region, delays in establishing the Highway Safety
Improvement Program has slowed the implementation of needed safety projects in the
MAG region. We would strongly encourage improvement in coordinating Arizona’s safety
planning activities and making a larger proportion of the FHWA safety funds available to
regions. We support an overall process to address safety problems through a systematic
risk assessment process.

Question: 3. A previous recommendation is carried forward. MAG should
measure effectiveness of publicinvolvement outreach. Substantive
changes were not implemented since the last Certification, in 2001.

Response: Following the certification review in 2001, MAG reevaluated its process of
relying on public meetings to receive public input. MAG recognized that most residents are
too busy with their own lives to travel to meetings, and redoubled its efforts to find ways to
go to where the people are, rather than expecting them to come to MAG. MAG
communications staff attends dozens of large community events each year and interacts
with thousands of individuals. Along with listening to residents’ issues and concerns and
responding to questions, MAG implemented the distribution of an “awareness survey” in
which participants are asked not only for their transportation input, but also to communicate
their knowledge of and involvement in MAG. (See Appendix N.)

Respondents are asked whether they have heard of the Maricopa Association of
Governments, whether they have ever provided comment to MAG through any of its public
input opportunities, their overall perception of MAG, and their primary area(s) of interest.
They are also asked to check boxes on a list of publications or communication materials
that they would be interested in receiving. MAG tracks these responses and utilizes those
results to evaluate our effectiveness in increasing awareness of MAG.

For example, in 2001, only 28 percent of respondents said they were aware of MAG. In
2009, that number was up to 43 percent, an overall increase of 54 percent. The same
survey shows that while 39 percent of respondents had an excellent or good perception of
MAG in 2001, that number has since jumped to 52 percent, an increase of 33 percent.
Most importantly, the survey measures whether respondents have ever provided comment
to MAG through its input opportunities. From the baseline of 8 percent of respondents who
stated they had provided input in 2001, to 21 percent of respondents who indicated they
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had provided comment in 2009, the overall percentage increase in the number of
respondents indicating they have provided input to MAG through its public involvement
opportunities is 162 percent — a significant achievement.

Through the utilization of GIS maps, public involvement staff additionally uses the zip code
information provided on the Awareness Survey to track the percentage of awareness and
perception of MAG throughout the Valley. In 2008, for example, the results revealed that
some areas with high minority concentrations (e.g. Title VI communities) were as likely, or
even more likely, to be aware of MAG as other communities. Other areas with high minority
concentrations were not as likely to be aware of MAG. The largest percentage of
awareness was in the Northeast Valley, where many public involvement activities were held
surrounding the 1-17 widening project. The Central Valley area also recorded were
identified high awareness levels and a good perception of MAG. Based on zip code
analysis, areas where additional outreach was needed in the far Southwest Valley were
identified. This has since been addressed in development of the Interstate 8 and 10-Hidden
Valley Roadway Transportation Framework Study.

This is just one of many strategies MAG uses to evaluate its public involvement process.
In developing the MAG Unified Planning Work Program and Annual Budget each year,
MAG public involvement staff develops numerous specific, measurable objectives and
outcome measures for the next fiscal year. Each narrative additionally provides the results
of the outcome measures from the previous years. MAG utilizes these results to determine
progress made and to develop outreach strategies and outcome measures for the
upcoming fiscal year.

MAG continually reviews its public participation efforts for effectiveness as part of its
communications planning efforts and makes adjustments as warranted. For example, MAG
utilizes a full time Community Outreach Specialist to work with Title VI communities, to
ensure participation through small and large group events/meetings, social networking and
via telephone and e-mail. The specialist also participates in radio and television interviews
with minority owned and operated media outlets and translates MAG policy documents into
Spanish. MAG additionally contracts with a Disability Outreach Associate to provide
outreach to persons with disabilities. The Associate conducts many presentations with
small groups, meets individually with members, responds to questions, translates MAG
materials into braille and other formats, and is charged with engaging the disability
community in dialogue and encouraging the community to participate in the transportation
planning and programming process.

During the development of the Public Participation Plan, community members and
stakeholders were asked to review the plan for public involvement and provide comment.
All of the public involvement requirements called for within the SAFETEA-LU regulations
are imbedded in the Public Participation Plan and the MAG public involvement process.

Over the years, MAG has collected input through surveys, large and small group meetings
(where the process is routinely discussed for effectiveness) and in one-on-one sit meetings
with Valley residents in an informal effort to review and clarify MAG’s public involvement
policies and procedures. As a result of these efforts, the adopted process for receiving
public comment at MAG policy committee meetings has been uniformly implemented at all
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MAG meetings, including all policy and technical committees. MAG’s public involvement
staff continues to listen to issues expressed by residents and to explore new ways of
conducting its public involvement program, which includes analyzing public involvement
trends and attending training to better communicate the transportation planning process
to the residents of the region.

Question: 4.  Another previous recommendation is carried forward. MAG should
evaluate its Environmental Justice achievement. Substantive
changes were not implemented.

Response: In measuring environmental justice achievement, it is important to note that
in conducting all of its technical planning studies, MAG includes environmental justice
mapping to ensure that Title VI communities are not unduly impacted by proposed facilities.
This mapping was most recently conducted in the Hassayampa Framework Study , Hidden
Valley Framework Study, and Transit Framework Study. MAG also ensures that all of its
transportation plans conform to federal air quality standards, and that there are no
disproportionately high and adverse human health and environmental effects on minority
populations and low income populations.

During the development of the Regional Transportation Plan, MAG contracted with
community outreach associates to the African-American, Hispanic, Native American and
disability communities. The charge of these associates was to engage each specific
community in a dialogue about transportation and glean each community’s transportation
needs and desires. The associates developed extensive mail lists of interested parties
within each community, which continue to be utilized as part of MAG’s ongoing public
involvement mailing list. MAG held focus groups among the target populations to document
the suggestions and comments they had for the transportation system. After the passage
of Proposition 400, MAG condensed three of the contracted Community Outreach
Associate positions into one full-time position, while maintaining the Disability Outreach
Associate.

The MAG Community Outreach Specialist participates in more than 20 community
events/meetings each year in an effort to keep the underserved communities involved in
the planning and programming process. In addition, the specialistis interviewed by minority
owned and operated media outlets on a regular basis and translates MAG policy
documents into Spanish. The Disability Outreach Associate schedules nearly 20
presentations to disability groups throughout the Valley each year, which are done in
concert with MAG staff and Valley Metro staff. MAG staff also participates with the
associate in a variety of special events throughout the year, in cooperation with Valley
Metro. At these meeting and events, MAG and Valley Metro staff help members of the
community learn how to navigate the transit system, including where and how to purchase
ADA eligibility cards, how to communicate with the transit operator to ensure a successful
ride, and how to best utilize Valley Metro’s online trip planner.

As noted above, MAG communications staff members attend dozens of large community
events each year and interact with thousands of individuals. Along with listening to
residents’ issues and concerns and responding to questions, MAG staff distributes an
“awareness survey” in which participants are asked not only for their transportation input,
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but also to communicate their knowledge of and involvement in MAG. MAG tracks these
responses and utilizes those results to evaluate our effectiveness in increasing awareness
of MAG.

Through the utilization of GIS maps, in 2008 MAG public involvement staff used the zip
code information provided on the Awareness Survey to track the percentage of awareness
and perception of MAG throughout the Valley. The results revealed that some areas with
high minority concentrations (e.g. Title VI communities) were as likely, or even more likely
to be aware of MAG as other communities. Other areas with high minority concentrations
were not as likely to be aware of MAG. The largest percentage of awareness was in the
Northeast Valley, where many public involvement activities were held surrounding the I-17
widening project. The Central Valley area also recorded high awareness levels and a good
perception of MAG. Based on zip code analysis, MAG identified areas where additional
outreach was needed, in particular the far Southwest Valley. Since that time, the Interstate
8 and 10-Hidden Valley Transportation Framework Study has provided numerous input
opportunities including 11 city/town meetings and 12 meetings with property owners.

Question: 5. A third previous recommendation is carried forward. MAG should
document how it chooses and subsequently ranks transit projects
in the TIP and make this information available to interested
members of the public. Substantive changes were notimplemented.

Response: Inthe past, transit projects were ranked by the Regional Public Transportation
Authority (RPTA) and forwarded to MAG for inclusion in the Transportation Improvement
Program (TIP). The RPTA relies on a committee process for project prioritization and
selection. All committee meetings held at RPTA are public meetings. In addition, the
RPTA works with MAG through the MAG Public Involvement Process and attends and
presents information at the Mid-Phase public hearing. Projects derived from this
prioritization and selection process are included in the MAG TIP, which also integrates the
publicin its development and approval process as noted in the Transportation Improvement
Program and Project Selection section of this document. In February 2009, MAG staff, in
cooperation with staff members from RPTA and Valley Metro Rail (METRO), began
evaluating opportunities to better integrate transit programming and planning functions.
Staff from the City of Phoenix joined the group due to the City’s role as the designated
grant recipient for federal transit funds. The group identified the following four elements for
potential consolidation at MAG:

1. Transit programming (including preparation and maintenance of the Transportation
Improvement Program).

2. Transit system planning (long range transit planning).

3. Transit project planning (project development for funded transit projects).

4. Environmental and bicycle/pedestrian education activities.
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On September 22, 2009, the MAG Regional Council approved the consolidation of transit
programming activities at MAG, as well as the formation of a new Transit Committee at
MAG. As such, future decisions on choosing and ranking transit projects will be made as
part of the overall TIP process at MAG. The Transit Committee will include MAG member
agencies (transit operators and agencies that purchase transit services), RPTA, Valley
Metro Rail, and the Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT). The Transit Committee
will provide review and input on projects to be included in the TIP, and will assist in
developing new transit programming procedures at MAG.
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NAME OF PERSON PREPARING TOPIC RESPONSES

Overall Work Program

Regional Transportation Plan (RTP)

Air Quality Planning/Conformity

Transportation Improvement Program and Project Selection

Program Delivery/Project Monitoring and List of Obligated Projects

Congestion Management Process

SAFETEA-LU Planning Factors

Safety Considerations
Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS)

Travel Demand Forecasting

Integrating Freight in the Transportation Planning Process
Public Participation Plan

Title VI, ADA, and Environmental Justice

Agreements and Contracts
Financial Planning/Fiscal Constraint

Organizational Structure, Regional Council Membership
and Planning Boundaries

Follow-Up on 2004-05 Certification Review Findings
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Resolution on
FY 2010 MAG Unified Planning Work Program and
Annual Budget

A RESOLUTION OF THE MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
APPROVING THE FY 2010 MAG UNIFIED PLANNING WORK PROGRAM AND ANNUAL BUDGET

WHEREAS, the Maricopa Association of Governments was formed in 1967 as a Council of Governments and provides
regional planning assistance in transportation, air quality, water quality, solid waste, population projections, growth/
open space, human services, 9-1-1 and public works; and

WHEREAS, the Federal Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 requires a metropolitan planning
organization be designated for each urbanized area and that the metropolitan area have a continuing, cooperative, and
comprehensive transportation planning process that results in plans and programs that consider all transportation
modes. These plans and programs shall lead to the development of an integrated, intermodal metropolitan transporta-
tion system that facilitates the efficient, economic movement of people and goods; and

WHEREAS, the Maricopa Association of Governments has served as the designated Metropolitan Planning Organiza-
tion for this region since December 14, 1973; and

WHEREAS, the Federal Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 requires a metropolitan planning
organization in cooperation with the State and operators of publicly owned transit to develop a unified planning work
program that meets the requirements of federal law, that includes discussing the planning priorities facing the metro-
politan area and describing all metropolitan transportation-related air quality planning activities anticipated within the
area during the next one or two year period, regardless of funding source or agencies conducting activities, in sufficient
detail to indicate who will perform the work, the schedule for completing it and the products that will be produced;
and

WHEREAS, the By-Laws of the Maricopa Association of Governments provide that the powers and functions of the
Regional Council include the approval and adoption of a budget for each fiscal year and a service charge schedule;

WHEREAS, the FHWA planning and research funds (as defined in 23 CFR 420.103) shall be administered in accor-
dance with the provisions of 49 CFR part 18 and 23 CFR part 420.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Regional Council of the Maricopa Association of Governments
hereby approves the FY 2010 MAG Unified Planning Work Program and Annual Budget including the dues and
assessments schedule. In addition, the Regional Council authorizes the MAG Executive Director to execute the neces-
sary documents to receive the funding, to maximize the use of local funds by having them become unrestricted at the
end of each fiscal year, to make administrative changes to the Annual Budget and Unified Planning Work Program,
and to execute the contracts pursuant to the Work Program and Annual Budget.

PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS this 27th day of May, 2009.

Cgoy N ey

"THAIR OF THE'MAG REGIONAL COUNCIL

oy

ATTEST:
MAG SECRETARY
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MAG HIGHWAY ACCELERATION POLICY
As Approved by MAG Regional Council, February 2008

PURPOSE: The completion of the regional freeway program and other state highways
is key to the continued economic viability of Maricopa County by improving mobility and
reducing levels of future traffic congestion. Regional cooperation is critical for expediting
progress toward the goal of completing the regional freeway system and other important
regional transportation projects. MAG recognizes that the freeway program must be in
fiscal balance and that established priorities must be maintained.

MAG recognizes that local jurisdictions may want to accelerate highway projects by
providing the local jurisdiction’s financial resources to the freeway program.
Acceleration of specific highway projects benefits not only the affected local jurisdiction
but also the entire region. To provide another source of financing that allows the
acceleration of freeway construction in the region, MAG has adopted this Highway
Acceleration Policy to ensure that any local financing is provided in a fiscally prudent
manner so that other projects planned are not affected.

1. The Transportation Policy Committee will review any request to accelerate a
highway project and will make a recommendation to the MAG Regional Council,
which must approve or disapprove the acceleration request. The jurisdiction or
jurisdictions requesting the acceleration (sponsoring jurisdictions) must provide a
resolution of support and demonstration of financial commitment for the request
from the governing body of the jurisdiction before the Transportation Policy
Committee and the MAG Regional Council take formal action.

2. Subsequent to the approval of the MAG Regional Council, the sponsoring
jurisdiction(s) must enter into an agreement with the Arizona Department of
Transportation (ADOT) that includes the parameters of the approval from MAG in
addition to other terms and conditions required by ADOT. MAG shall be a party
to the agreement to ensure it conforms to this policy. The agreement among the
sponsoring jurisdiction(s), ADOT and MAG may include the option of reverting to
the original project schedule under certain circumstances as long as all non-
recoverable costs incurred or committed are paid for by the jurisdiction.

3. Eligible projects covered by the MAG Highway Acceleration Policy include all
projects on the State Highway System that are included in the ADOT Highway
Life-cycle Program for the MAG Region and included in the adopted MAG
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) or the MAG Regional Transportation
Plan (RTP). Projects may include right-of-way acquisition, design, or
construction.

4. 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 to be used to accelerate highway projects in the MAG
region. Any previous commitments to provide local funding for highway projects
included in the TIP or RTP should be maintained.

5. ADOT will continue to be responsible for all aspects of right-of-way acquisition,
design and construction.



10.

11.

Local funding for enhancements beyond the elements included in the RTP or
ADOT standards for other highway projects is not eligible for repayment.

Acceleration of a project outside a jurisdiction's limits should only be approved
with the written agreement of the jurisdiction in which the project is located.

Coordination with adjacent jurisdictions is important to avoid adverse impacts.
ADOT must consider the impact of project acceleration on other planned highway
projects so that adverse traffic impacts do not result.

Fifty percent (50%) of the interest expense will be reimbursed by the jurisdiction
and the balance will be paid by regional program revenues if it is determined that
the program cash flow is adequate. Interest expense is based on the actual
interest expense of the financing plus the costs of issuance, if any, or the
imputed interest cost based on documented market rates if cash balances are
used.

The repayment schedule of principal/project costs and interest reimbursement
must follow the schedule as listed in the MAG TIP or the RTP. If projected
program revenues are lower than expected, then the repayment schedule would
be subject to delays or funding reductions in the same manner as any other
project. If projected program revenues are higher than expected, then the
repayment schedule would be advanced in the same manner as any other
project.

No highway project, portion or segment in the adopted TIP or RTP is to be
adversely impacted, delayed, reduced or removed as a result of the acceleration
of another project, portion or segment. No highway project, portion or segment in
the adopted TIP or RTP is to be adversely impacted, delayed, reduced or
removed with respect to meeting air quality conformity requirements as a result
of the acceleration of another project, portion or segment.
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BACKGROUND

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

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

The original version of the ALCP Policies and Procedures were approved by the Transportation
Policy Committee on June 21, 2006 and by the Regional Council on June 28, 2006. The current
version of the ALCP Policies and Procedures was approved by the Regional Council on April 22,
2009.

The ALCP relies upon two main elements:

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

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



II. PRO

GRAMMING THE ARTERIAL LIFE CYCLE PROGRAM

SECTION 200: PROGRAMMING THE ALCP

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

1.
a.
b.

2.

3.

4.
a
b.
c
d.

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

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

The RTP allocates 0.3 percent of RARF to implementations studies.

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

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

The RTP and ALCP include four reimbursement phases as outlined below.
Phase | — Fiscal Years 2006 — 2010
Phase Il — Fiscal Years 2011 — 2015
Phase Il — Fiscal Years 2016 — 2020
Phase IV — Fiscal Years 2021 -2026

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

1.

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

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

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

a.

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

2. All ALCP Projects will be updated annually and the ALCP will be programmed and produced
at the beginning of each fiscal year.



a. The Lead Agency for each ALCP Project will be responsible for Project updates.
b. MAG Staff will produce an ALCP update schedule at the beginning of each fiscal year.
3. All ALCP Project Reimbursements are dependent upon the availability of regional funds.

a. During the annual update, all project change requests will be reviewed by MAG Staff for
compatibility with Section 110.A and the current, and projected regional funds: RARF,
STP, and 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. Change in fund type allocated to a project or work phase based on available
funding;

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

4. Federal funds will be allocated to Projects, considering:
a. 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. It is the ALCP’s goal to expend the maximum amount of
committed STP-MAG and CMAQ funds for a given year in the ALCP.

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

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

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

SECTION 210: UPDATING ALCP PROJECTS IN THE ALCP
A. All ALCP Projects will be updated annually (refer to Section 200C. 2).

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

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

2. Update forms will be provided by MAG.



C. All ALCP Projects that are moved, changed or updated from their original schedule in the RTP
must consider the impact of the proposed changes on other RTP Projects and on neighboring
communities.

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

SECTION 220: TYPES OF ALCP PROJECT UPDATES

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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



1.

2.

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

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.

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.

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

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.

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.

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

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

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:



H.

To

The reason(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;

c. The new/revised project cost estimate;
d. And other information as requested by the MAG Street Committee.

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

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.

Reimbursements for substitute projects will :
a. Be programmed in the same fiscal year(s) as the original project

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

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 260: ALCP RARF CLOSEOUT

A.

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

1.

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

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

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

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

1.

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

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

1.

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



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

To be considered as an eligible project for reimbursement with RARF Closeout funds:
1. The Project or Project segment must be completed/closed out.
2. The Lead Agency must completed the following Project Requirements:
a. Project Overview
b. Project Agreement, and
c. Project Reimbursement Request.
3. All three requirements must be accepted by MAG Staff as complete.

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

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

2. All other Projects according to the chronological order of the programmed
reimbursements.

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

1. The date of the Project’s final invoice.
2. The date the Project Reimbursement Request was accepted by MAG Staff.

SECTION 270: USE OF SURPLUS OR DEFICIT PROGRAM FUNDS

A.

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

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

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

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

ALCP Projects may be delayed if there is a deficit of Program funds. ALCP Projects will be
delayed in priority order of the ALCP.
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Guiding Principle 2: A defined and consistent process for Plan
amendments and changes will be established.

Adopted Policies

a) Requests for changes in the bus transit program will be entered in the TLCP financial model
and the impacts will be reviewed by the VMOCC and FOAC.
An Amendment Request Form must be completed for each change requested. The form

d)

1)

2)
3)

will highlight the type of change (advancement, deferral, addition or deletion) and the
impacts on implementation date, cost, the Transportation Improvement Program and the
RPTA Capital Improvement Program.

All change requests will include proposed revenues by source.

Changes will be categorized as major amendments, material changes, TIP changes or

non-material changes.

Major amendments will follow the process mandated in State statutes.

Material changes for the transit program are defined as follows:
Material Cost Change

1)

2)

Bus Capital Projects: An increase in the total cost of a project that is either 1) more

than five (5) percent of the project budget developed in the Design Concept Report
and greater than $500,000; or 2) greater than $2.5 million. Material cost increases
above the amounts allocated in the TLCP for park and ride facilities and transit
centers must be funded by the affected jurisdictions.

Rail Capital Projects: An increase in the total cost of a project that is either 1) more

than five (5) percent of the total project budget developed during Preliminary
Engineering or 2) greater than $10 million, whichever is less.

Material Scope Change

Bus Capital Projects: A change in a project scope is considered a material change

when 1) a change in project location requires an updated or new environmental
assessment; 2) it adds design elements that results in a material cost change; or 3) it
adds a new project not currently identified in the Regional Transportation Plan to the
program.

Bus Operating Projects: A change in a project scope is considered a material

change when an alignment change outside of the adopted corridor 1) affects more
than 25% of the corridor; 2) changes the directional route miles by more than 25%;
or 3) adds a new project not currently identified in the Regional Transportation Plan
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3)

TLCP Policies

to the program. A change in project scope is considered a material change when

route characteristics such as frequency and span of service are adjusted such that

weekly revenue vehicle miles increase by more than twenty five (25) percent.

i Rail Capital Projects: A change in project scope is considered a material change
when a change in project location requires a supplemental environmental impact
statement.

If the material scope change is requested by a local jurisdiction and meets the definition
of an enhancement, then the local jurisdiction must execute an approved
Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA) and provide the necessary funding to complete the
enhancement. If the material scope change is requested by the Lead Agency, the cost
of the scope change, if approved, can be paid from the Public Transportation Fund
(PTF) after a review through the standard committee process and with approval of the
RPTA Board if it is not considered an enhancement and will not impair completion of all
other projects identified in the Transit Life Cycle Program.

According to ARS 28-6351, enhancement means an addition that exceeds generally
accepted engineering or design standards for the specific type of facility. The Lead
Agency should ensure that the design elements of each project meet generally accepted
engineering or design standards adopted or accepted for general use by the Federal
Transit Administration (FTA).

Material Schedule Change

Bus Capital Projects: A change in the schedule developed in the Design Concept

Report for the start of design, property acquisition or construction that causes: 1)
completion to be delayed by more than three months or; 2) completion of the
construction phase of the project to be delayed beyond the fiscal year shown in the
Transit Life Cycle Program. For the purposes of this policy, completion means that
the project is operational.

Bus Operating Projects: A change in the approved implementation schedule that

results in any advancement of a new route or route improvements of more than one

year or deferment of a new route or route improvements of more than three years.

i Rail Capital Projects: A change that would advance or defer project completion by
one or more fiscal years from the target completion identified in the TLCP.

b) Non-material changes are defined as changes that alter the cost, scope or schedule for a
project but do not meet the definitions of material change or major amendment. Any non-
material cost increases above the amounts allocated in the TLCP for park and ride facilities
and transit centers must be funded by the affected jurisdictions.

c)

Proposed changes will be forwarded by the RPTA Executive Director to the RPTA Transit
Management Committee for recommendation and to the RPTA Board of Directors for
approval. Non-material changes do not require any further action.
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d) Changes to the Regional Transportation Plan that are either major amendments, material
changes or changes that require an amendment to the TIP are not final until they have been
adopted by the Maricopa Association of Governments Regional Council.

Arizona Revised Statute (ARS) References

The following Arizona Revised Statutes (ARS) govern changes to the Regional Transportation
Plan (RTP) in two general categories, Major Amendments and Other Amendments.

MAJOR AMENDMENTS

ARS 28-6301.7

"Major amendment" means either:
@) The addition or deletion of a freeway, route on the state highway system or a fixed

guideway transit system.
The addition or deletion of a portion of a freeway, route on the state highway

(b)
system or a fixed guideway transit system that either exceeds one mile in length or
exceeds an estimated cost of forty million dollars as provided in the regional
transportation plan.

The modification of a transportation project in a manner that eliminates a

(c)

connection between freeway facilities or fixed guideway facilities.

ARS 28-6353

A The regional planning agency in the county [MAG] shall approve any change in the

regional transportation plan and the projects funded in the regional transportation
plan that affect the planning agency's transportation improvement program,
including project priorities.

Requests for changes to transportation projects funded in the regional

transportation plan that would materially increase costs shall be submitted to the
regional planning agency for approval and submitted by the regional planning
agency to the [ADOT] board for approval.

If a local authority requests an enhancement to a transportation project funded

pursuant to the regional transportation plan, the local authority shall pay all costs
associated with the enhancement.
The process prescribed in subsection E of this section is required if:

1 An audit finding pursuant to section 28-6313 recommends that a project or

system in the regional transportation plan is not warranted or requires a
modification that is a major amendment as defined in section 28-6301.
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The transportation policy committee recommends to the regional planning

agency a modification of the regional transportation plan that is a major
amendment as defined in section 28-6301.

E A major amendment requires the following:

1 Consideration by the transportation policy committee of alternatives in the

same modal category that will relieve congestion and improve mobility in the
same general corridor addressed by the originally planned project or system.
If a reasonable option is identified as an alternative for the originally planned

project or system, the transportation policy committee shall submit the
proposed amendment for review by the regional public transportation
authority in the county, the state board of transportation, the county board of
supervisors, Indian communities, cities and towns in the county and the
citizens transportation oversight committee. After reviewing the proposed
amendment, the board of directors of the regional public transportation
authority, the state board of transportation and the county board of
supervisors, by a majority vote of the members of each board within thirty
days after receiving the proposed amendment, shall submit a written
recommendation to the transportation policy committee that the proposed
amendment be approved, modified or disapproved. Within thirty days after
receiving the amendment, the citizens transportation oversight committee
and the Indian communities, cities and towns may also submit written
recommendations to the transportation policy committee that the proposed
amendment be approved, modified or disapproved.

If no reasonable option for an alternative to the originally planned project or

system is identified, the transportation policy committee shall submit an
amendment to delete the original project for review by the regional public
transportation authority, the state board of transportation, the county board of
supervisors, Indian communities, cities and towns in the county and the
citizens transportation oversight committee. After reviewing the proposed
amendment the board of directors of the regional public transportation
authority, the state board of transportation and the county board of
supervisors, by a majority vote of the members of each board within thirty
days after receiving the proposed amendment, shall submit a written
recommendation to the transportation policy committee that the proposed
amendment be approved, modified or disapproved. Within thirty days after
receiving the proposed amendment, the citizens transportation oversight
committee and Indian communities, cities and towns in the county may also
submit written recommendations to the transportation policy committee that
the proposed amendment be approved, modified or disapproved.
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The transportation policy committee must consider any written

4.
recommendations submitted by any of the reviewing entities as prescribed by
paragraph 2 or 3 of this subsection.

5 The transportation policy committee shall recommend approval, disapproval

or modification of the proposed amendment to the regional planning agency
for consideration.
The affirmative vote of seventeen members of the transportation policy committee

is required to approve and proceed with either of the following:
Recommendation of a major amendment to the regional planning agency that

1.
fails to receive approval of either the regional public transportation authority
in the county, the state board of transportation or the county board of
supervisors as prescribed in this section.

5 A transportation project or system that is found to be unwarranted by an audit

as prescribed in this section.

ARS 28-6356.F.2

The citizens transportation oversight committee shall:

Review and make recommendations regarding any proposed major amendment of the
regional transportation plan by the governing body of the regional planning agency
pursuant to section 28-6353.

OTHER AMENDMENTS

ARS 28-6308.B

Through the regional planning agency, the transportation policy committee shall:

1.

By a majority vote of the members, recommend approval of a twenty year

comprehensive, performance based, multimodal and coordinated regional
transportation plan in the county, including transportation corridors by priority and a
schedule indicating the dates that construction will commence for projects
contained in the plan.

Develop the plan in cooperation with the regional public transportation authority in

the county and the department of transportation and in consultation with the
County Board of Supervisors, Indian communities, and cities and towns in the
county.

Submit the plan for review by the regional public transportation authority in the

county, the state board of transportation, the county board of supervisors, Indian
communities and cities and towns in the county at the alternatives stage of the plan
and the final draft stage of the plan. After reviewing the plan, the regional public
transportation authority in the county, the county board of supervisors and the state
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board of transportation, by majority vote of the members of each entity within thirty
days after receiving the plan, shall submit a written recommendation to the
transportation policy committee that the plan be approved, modified or
disapproved. Within thirty days after receiving the plan, Indian communities and
cities and towns in the county may submit a written recommendation to the
transportation policy committee that the plan be approved, modified or
disapproved.

Consider plan modifications proposed by any of the entities as prescribed in

paragraph 3 of this subsection.
By majority vote, approve, disapprove or further modify each proposed plan

modification.
Provide a written response to the regional public transportation authority, the state

board of transportation, the county board of supervisors and the entity that
submitted the proposed modification within thirty days after the vote on the
proposed modification explaining the affirmation, rejection or further modification of
each proposed modification.

Recommend the plan to the regional planning agency for approval for an air quality

conformity analysis.

ARS 28-6351.2

"Enhancement" means an addition that exceeds generally accepted engineering or
design standards for the specific type of facility.

ARS 48-5121.D

If the plan includes a rail component and if the [RPTA] board adopts estimates of capital
and maintenance and operation costs of the rail system, each member municipality in
which the rail system is constructed shall pay to the public transportation fund amounts
by which the actual capital, maintenance and operation costs exceed the estimated
costs by more than fifteen per cent, computed in constant dollars. The excess costs
shall be allocated among the affected member municipalities according to the proportion
of the rail system facilities that are located in each municipality. The affected member
municipalities shall:

Pay the monies from their respective general funds to the public transportation

1.
fund in the fiscal year following the fiscal year in which the excess costs were
incurred.

5 Not pay to the public transportation fund under this subsection monies that it
received from any source pursuant to title 28.

3 Not reduce its support of transportation projects funded by any source pursuant to

title 28 in order to make payments under this subsection.

Adopted March 16, 2007 7
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TLCP Policies

ARS 48-5121.E

The [RPTA] board may modify the regional public transportation system plan to reflect
changes in population density or technological advances in the approved public
transportation modes. A majority of the members of the board voting at a public hearing
called for that purpose must approve a modification to the plan.

Adopted March 16, 2007 8
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DEFINITIONS

Clean Air Act — The Clean Air Act (CAA) is the comprehensive federal law that regulates air
emissions from stationary and mobile sources. Among other things, this law authorizes the
Environmental Protection Agency to establish National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) to
protect public health and public welfare and to regulate emission of hazardous air pollutants. —
(Summary of the Clean Air Act, http://www.epa.gov/lawsregs/laws/caa.html, Retrieved on May 9,
2008)

Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) Improvement Program - Congestion
Mitigation and Air Quality Program are federal funds that are available for projects that improve
congestion and air quality in areas that do not meet clean air standards (“non-attainment” areas).
The transportation projects and programs that are eligible under the Congestion Mitigation and Air
Quality Improvement Program are: Transportation Control Measures (TCMs), Extreme Low-
Temperature Cold Start Programs, Alternative Fuels, Congestion Relief & Traffic Flow
Improvements (ITS projects and programs), Transit Improvements, Bicycle and Pedestrian
Facilities and Programs, Travel Demand Management, Public Education and Outreach Activities,
Transportation Management Associations, Carpooling and Vanpooling, Freight/Intermodal, Diesel
Engine Retrofits, Idle Reduction, Training, I/M Programs, and Experimental Pilot Projects. The
current federal guidelines related to the available CMAQ funding for the Competitive Project
Selection Process for MAG Federal Funds is titled, ‘The Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality
Program (CMAQ) under the SAFETEA-LU Interim Program Guidance’ can be accessed online at:
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/cmaq06gd.pdf.

Contingency Projects - Projects identified during Interim Closeout if the number of projects
submitted to use Closeout funds, exceeds the Interim Closeout amount. These projects would
then be funded during Final Closeout under the condition that additional funds were identified by
changes to a project schedule, to the apportionment or appropriations formulas, and/or
notification of redistributed obligation authority (OA) that would increase the funds available.

Designated Representative — A designated representative of a jurisdiction is an employed staff
person of the jurisdiction designated by the chief administrator to sign MAG funding request
documents on behalf of that jurisdiction.

Eligible Projects/Project Components — Eligible projects/project components are defined by
the current federal guidelines related to the type of federal fund that is being considered.

Incomplete Application — An application that does not have required application fields filled-in
is defined as incomplete.

Joint Project — A joint project is a project that has more than one jurisdiction financially
committed to the project.

MAG Approved Plan — MAG approved plans are used in the evaluation of Regional Projects. The
list of MAG approved plans that can be used are the most recently approved Regional
Transportation Plan, MAG ITS Strategic Plan — April 2001, MAG Strategic Transportation Safety
Plan — October 2005, MAG Regional Bikeway Master Plan — 2007, Pedestrian Plan — 2000, MAG
Regional Action Plan on Aging and Mobility, MAG Regional Off-Street System Plan — February 2001,
and the Arizona Strategic Highway Safety Plan — August 2007
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MAG Committee Process — For purposes related to this document and process: Transportation
Review Committee, the Management Committee, the Transportation Policy Committee, and the
Regional Council. Please see Appendix A

MAG Federal Fund Program — The MAG Federal Fund Program consists of projects in the MAG
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) that are funded with federal funds, both highway and
transit projects. A component of this Program are the projects that are local sponsored,
competitively selected and programmed through the MAG Process with Federal Funds. The
categories that are available for local agencies to apply for federal funds through the MAG Process
are: Arterial-ITS Projects — CMAQ funded, Arterial Projects — STP-MAG funded, Bicycle and
Pedestrian Projects — CMAQ funded, and Air Quality Projects — CMAQ funded.

Regional Project — A transportation project that is sponsored and funded by one or more MAG
member agency that impacts other jurisdictions besides those sponsoring the project. The project
concept must be consistent with an approved MAG Plan.

SAFETEA-LU - On August 10, 2005, President George W. Bush signed the Safe, Accountable,
Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU). SAFETEA-LU
authorizes the Federal surface transportation programs for highways, highway safety, and transit
for the 5-year period 2005-2009.'

Surface Transportation Program (STP) funds — Surface Transportation Program funds are
federal funds designated to be used on highways, transit or street projects.

The Transportation Programming Guidebook — The Guidebook is published on a yearly basis
and its purpose is to provide MAG member agencies background information, instructions, and
deadlines on the different transportation programs and requirements for the RTP, the MAG TIP,
and the MAG Federal Fund Program for the upcoming fiscal year.

Technical Advisory Committees (TAC) — The MAG Technical Advisory Committees that are
related to Competitive Project Selection Process for MAG Federal Funds are the MAG Street
Committee, MAG Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) Committee, Air Quality Technical Advisory
Committee, and the Pedestrian Working Group and the Regional Bicycle Task Force. Please see
Appendix A

' SAFETEA-LU Home Page. US Department of Transportation, Federal Highway Administration. Retrieved on July 9,
2008 from http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/safetealu/index.htm.
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100. Guiding Principles

1. The MAG Federal Fund Programming Principles for the Region shall comply with federal
laws. The Principles will be reviewed and updated for compliance as new state, and federal
laws are adopted.

2. The MAG Federal Fund Programming Principles will incorporate policy direction, as
appropriate from Regional Council approved MAG Transportation Plans.

3. The MAG Federal Fund Programming Principles and changes to the Principles will be
approved through the MAG Committee Process including the Transportation Review
Committee, the Management Committee, the Transportation Policy Committee, and the
Regional Council. Please see Appendix A for the MAG Committee Structure chart.

4. The MAG Federal Fund Programming Principles are applicable to federal funded projects
that are competitively selected and programmed through the MAG process. These projects
compose part of the MAG Federal Fund Program.

5. Member agencies are encouraged to complete programmed federal funded projects on
schedule to ensure that committed obligation authority is fully used, and to increase
prospects of receiving a share of Arizona redistributed obligation authority.

6. A commitment will be made to use Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) funds at
the same rate of Surface Transportation Program (STP) funds. STP funds will not be
obligated at a higher rate than CMAQ funds, which means the obligation authority
percentage for CMAQ funds will be equal to or higher than the rate for STP funds.

7. The Transportation Programming Guidebook (Guidebook) will be published annually, prior
to the start of the application process. The Guidebook will describe and provide the
programming schedule and deadlines for the MAG Federal Fund Program, application
forms, Federal fund estimates, programming process information per modal type, and
contacts.

8. In accordance with the Clean Air Act, projects which are committed measures in the MAG
air quality plans are legally binding for implementation. Examples include: Paving Unpaved
Road Projects, PM-10 Certified Street Sweepers, and Paving Unpaved Road Shoulders. In
addition, these types of projects are also essential for demonstrating air quality conformity
for the Transportation Improvement Program and Regional Transportation Plan.

200. Application Process

1. Annually, MAG will request MAG member agencies to submit new project applications for
consideration in the MAG Federal Fund Program dependent on the needs established by the
Guidebook.

a. Project applications submitted from prior years will not be retained or used.
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2. A pre-application workshop/meeting will be available to MAG member agencies to review
available funding amounts, applications, schedules, and due dates for the competitive
project selection process for MAG Federal funds.

3. A project can be sponsored and funded by one agency; be a joint project with multiple
funding partners; or be considered a regional project.

a. A Joint Project has more than one agency financially contributing to the project.

The application must: -

i. Be submitted by the sponsoring agency that will be responsible for
implementing the project and reporting on it to MAG;

ii. List the main contacts for all agencies involved;

iii. Document how the local cost component will be shared between the
partnering agencies; and

iv. Include signatures from each jurisdiction's Manager(s)/Administrator(s) or
designated representative.

b. A Regional Project is a transportation project that is sponsored and funded by one
or more MAG member agency that impacts other jurisdictions besides those
sponsoring the project and the project concept is consistent with an approved MAG
Plan.

4. The application forms will annotate and define the required information.

a. Each application will have a checklist of application components to be completed by
the sponsoring agency. The information that is required for will be identified on the
checklist.

b. Each application will be signed by the Manager/Administrator of the jurisdiction or
designated representative.

5. Completed applications must be submitted before or on the due date and time. Late
applications will not be accepted.

a. Completed applications will be printed, signed by the jurisdiction
Manager/Administrator or designated representative, and submitted via fax, e-malil
(scan of signed application), mail, or in person.

b. If a completed application is faxed or e-mailed with the required signature, it is
accepted at that time, but it is required that the original signed hard copy will follow
either in the mail or be delivered in person.

c. Upon receiving the application, MAG staff will review submitted application for
required information. MAG staff will complete an application receipt indicating the
date and time it was received, and if the application was complete or incomplete.

i. If the application is incomplete, the application receipt will note the
incomplete fields.

ii. The sponsoring agency will have two working days to complete the
incomplete fields. The due date and time to submit incomplete field
information will be noted on the application receipt.

d. The application will also be submitted electronically for ease of data entry.

6. MAG staff will review the application to verify the eligibility of the project, and project
components in the context of the current Federal regulations following the due date of
project applications.
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7.

300

a. MAG staff will work with Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) to determine
eligibility.

b. The current federal guidelines related to the CMAQ funding, which is available for
the Competitive Project Selection Process for MAG Federal Funds is titled, ‘The
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement Program (CMAQ) under the
SAFETEA-LU Interim Program Guidance’ can be accessed online at:
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/cmag06gd.pdf. Copies are also available at
MAG.

c. If a project is not eligible under the current Federal regulations, a notification will be
sent to the project contact within two weeks.

d. If certain project components are not eligible under the current Federal regulations,
MAG staff will work with the jurisdiction to modify the project budget components
for eligibility purposes. MAG staff and the sponsoring agency representatives will
present and explain the original and modified application at the technical advisory
committee.

Project information from the applications will be compiled by MAG Staff.

. Competitive Project Selection Process for MAG Federal Funds

MAG has an established project application, programming schedule, project evaluation
process, and project selection process that are explained and published in T7he
Transportation Programming Guidebook.

Complete and eligible project applications submitted for consideration in the MAG Federal
Fund Program are processed through the MAG Committee Process for project evaluation,
and selection. This process includes an evaluation of the expected emissions reductions
and cost effectiveness, a project evaluation process at the Technical Advisory Committees
(TAC), and project selection through the MAG Committee Process: Transportation Review
Committee (TRC), Management Committee, and Transportation Policy Committee (TPC) for
review and recommendation, and then Regional Council for approval.

In accordance with federal CMAQ guidance, an evaluation of the expected emissions
reductions and cost effectiveness is conducted for all proposed CMAQ funded projects by
MAG staff for consideration by the Air Quality Technical Advisory Committee (AQTAC). The
role of the AQTAC is to forward the evaluation of proposed CMAQ funded projects to the
Transportation Review Committee (TRC) and the Technical Advisory Committees for use in
prioritizing projects.

A congestion management analysis will be conducted, as appropriate, during the project
evaluation process.

The transportation project types and responsible technical advisory committees (TAC) are:
a. Bicycle & Pedestrian Projects will be presented, reviewed, ranked at the Pedestrian
Working Group and The Regional Bicycle Task Force, and then forwarded to the
TRC.
b. Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) Projects will be presented, reviewed, and
ranked at the ITS Committee, and then forwarded to the TRC.
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c. Paving Unpaved Road Projects will be presented and reviewed at the Street
Committee, ranked at the Air Quality TAC, and then forwarded to the TRC.

d. PM-10 Certified Street Sweeper Projects will be reviewed at the Street Committee,
ranked at the Air Quality TAC, and then forwarded to the MAG Management
Committee.

e. In addition, the AQTAC may forward a ranking of Air Quality Projects to the
Transportation Review Committee.

6. The Technical Advisory Committee’s role is to develop and administer a project evaluation
process that involves a technical evaluation, project criteria analysis, and a qualitative
assessment that is guided by the goals and objectives of the MAG Regional Transportation
Plan (RTP), and Federal guidelines.

a. The TAC is responsible to implement its project evaluation process and produce a
ranked order list of project applications to be considered for Federal funding. The
rank ordered list is then forwarded to the TRC.

b. Technical Advisory Committees will not change the project scope, schedule, budget,
or requested federal funds during the evaluation process. The TAC’s purpose is to
rank order projects as submitted in the application through a project evaluation
process.

7. Project information from the complete applications will be sent to the technical advisory
committee (TAC) for a tiered review process. Please see Appendix B for flow chart.

a. At the first TAC meeting, the sponsoring agency will present their project(s) and
have the TAC review the application information.

b. If the committee would like further clarification on project information contained in
the application, the project sponsor can answer clarification questions at the first
meeting, and the project sponsor also has the opportunity to clarify information on
the application for the second TAC meeting. The Committee will not change scope,
schedule, nor budget for requested funds.

= The MAG Staff person for that TAC will provide the date for revised
application information to be submitted to MAG in preparation for the second
TAC meeting.

c. The expected emissions reductions and cost effectiveness for all proposed CMAQ
funded projects are evaluated by MAG staff for consideration by the AQTAC. A
congestion management analysis will be conducted, as appropriate, during the
project evaluation process.

d. At the second TAC meeting, any clarified project information is presented, and the
project ranking can move forward based on the TAC approved process including the
technical evaluation, project criteria analysis, and the qualitative assessment.

e. The ranked list of projects and evaluation summary is then forwarded from the TAC
to the Transportation Review Committee for project selection, and then continues
through the MAG Committee Process.

f. The PM-10 Certified Street Sweeper ranked list of projects and evaluation summary
is forwarded directly from the AQTAC to the Management Committee for project
selection, and then to the MAG Regional Council.

8. The Transportation Review Committee’s (TRC) role is to review the evaluation and analysis

completed by the TACs, and recommend projects to be selected and programmed with
Federal funds based on guidelines established for project selection.
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The TRC can make recommendations to change the project scope, schedule, or
budget during the project selection process.
If the amount of federal funds for a project is recommended to be lower than
initially requested in the project application, or the scope of the project is
recommended to change, the project application with proposed changes will be sent
back to the Manager/Administrator of the jurisdiction or designated representative
for acceptance of new funding amounts or scope change.

= At the same time, MAG staff will determine if the CMAQ evaluation is

affected.

= The programming process is delayed accordingly.
The TRC will develop guidelines for project selection.
The recommended projects selected for available federal funds and a summary of
selection process will then be forwarded to the MAG Management Committee, TPC,
and Regional Council for approval.

9. Projects selected and approved by MAG Regional Council to be programmed with federal
funds will be included in the MAG Transportation Improvement Program (TIP).

a.

As required by Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A
Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU), the TIP shall include projects only if full funding
can be reasonably anticipated to be available within the time period contemplated
for completion of the project. In nonattainment and maintenance areas, projects
included in the first two years of the TIP shall be limited to those for which funds
are available or committed. "

This requirement is for all funding sources including the local match funds for
projects programmed with federal funds.

10. For construction projects that are selected to be programmed with federal funds into the
MAG Transportation Improvement Program (TIP), a design/clearance phase will be
programmed at /east one year prior to the federally funded construction phase depending
on the information and schedule provided in the project application.

a.

It is not assumed that the separate design/clearance phase is funded with federal
funds. Member agencies can request federal funds for the design phase /f federal
funds are available either in the programming process or the closeout.

Member agencies will program the design & clearance phase with scope, budget,
and schedule information provided in the initial application.

400. Programmed Federal Fund Projects

1. If a federal fund project does not use the full amount of its programmed and obligated
federal funds, the remaining balance of unused federal funds, will be returned to the region
to be reprogrammed.

a.

The member agency shall notify MAG of the amount of unused federal funds once
construction and invoicing is completed with ADOT.

2. If a member agency is not able to complete a federal funded project with federal funds, the
federal funds will be returned to the region to be reprogrammed.

i Department of Transportation - Statewide Transportation Planning; Metropolitan Transportation Planning; Final Rule,
Federal Register, Wednesday, February 14, 2007, Part Il 8450.324(i). US Department of Transportation, Federal
Highway Administration. Retrieved on August 1, 2008 from http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/HEP/legreg.htm.
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a. The member agency shall notify MAG if it decides it will not utilize federal funds for
a project.

3. The amount of MAG federal funds available for a project is the programmed amount listed
in an approved TIP. Member agencies are responsible for any project cost increases.

4. A member agency can request a change to a programmed Federal Fund Project in the TIP
for the current fiscal year.

a. Types of project changes: advancing the project, segmenting the project, or
modification of the Project Scope. All Project Change requests are reviewed on a
case-by-case basis.

i. If a MAG member agency requests to advance a federal fund project, or
project phase with local funds, an Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA) with
ADOT is required. Advancing a project or phase of a project includes (1)
design advancement, (2) ROW advancement and/or (3) construction
advancement. The jurisdiction will be responsible to utilize “local” funds to
advance the requested project or phases. The sponsoring agency is
required to develop the project or phase to federal standards.

b. MAG staff will review the eligibility of the project change request by the Federal
guidelines.

c. MAG staff will review the impact of the project change request on the conforming
TIP and Plan. For example, the advancement or deferral of a project could affect
analysis year modeling assumptions, and require a redetermination of conformity.

d. MAG staff will also review, analyze, and summarize how the project change request
will impact the CMAQ evaluation and other criteria the TAC has established.

e. The requested change will go through the MAG Committee Process, as part of the
Project Change request, beginning at the appropriate technical advisory committee
that originally programmed/prioritized them.

f. This does not include notifications of deferred projects and/or projects that will not
be utilizing federal funds. Notifications of deferred projects and/or projects that will
not be using federal funds will occur during the Closeout.

5. Once a project change request has been approved through the MAG Committee Process,
the TIP is amended/modified, and the changes are sent forward to ADOT and FHWA to
amend/modify the STIP.

6. MAG Staff produces a status report on projects programmed with federal funds
semiannually. The status report indicates the progress of the project through the
milestones of the required Federal process.

500. Closeout Process

1. MAG attempts to utilize all of the spending authority, known as Obligation Authority (OA),
made available to the region. To meet this goal, MAG established a Closeout process. The
most important criteria for a project to be funded through closeout is that it has completed,
is near completion of the federal project development process administered by ADOT Local
Government Section, and/or be in a position to obligate by the end of the current federal
fiscal year.

2. The Closeout Process consists of three phases:
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a. Initial Closeout: The initial closeout usually occurs as soon as the FY Appropriations
Bill is available. It involves a simple comparison between the funds available and
the projects programmed, resulting in an estimate of “uncommitted” funds.

b. Interim Closeout: Member agencies notify MAG staff, during the month of March of
each year, of the projects that they wish to defer from the current fiscal year to the
following fiscal year or that they do not wish to proceed with. When this total
amount of federal funds to be deferred or removed is known, agencies are then
requested to identify projects that can utilize the funds made available. Project
submittals to use Closeout funds usually occur in mid to late April. Through the
MAG Committee Process, Closeout projects are selected in the established priority
order as described in 700.2. If the number of projects submitted to use Closeout
funds, exceeds the Interim Closeout amount, a contingency project list of rank
ordered projects may be developed.

c. Final Closeout: Final Closeout captures additional funds identified by changes to a
project schedule, to the apportionment or appropriations formulas, and notification
of redistributed obligation authority (OA) that can add to, or subtract from, the
funds available. If additional funds are identified, contingency projects that were
identified and rank ordered during Interim Closeout can be funded.

3. The Transportation Programming Guidebook will explain the Closeout schedule, due dates,
forms, and requirements for project deferrals and project submittals for the Closeout.

4. During the closeout process, the deferred projects and non-obligated federal funds will be
considered within each mode as determined by the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP).

5. If a MAG federally funded project is requested to be deferred, the close-out process
continues through the mode classification of the project.

6. The modes that are programmed in the RTP to receive federal funds and are in the MAG
Federal Fund Program are: Streets/ITS-CMAQ, Streets-STP-MAG, Bicycle/Ped-CMAQ, and
Air Quality-CMAQ. The funds (in dollars not percentages) would stay in each mode.

i. Example: if Bike Project A, funded by CMAQ, was deferred to a later year,
the funds associated with Bike Project A would stay in the Bike/Pedestrian
mode.

600. Closeout Process — Deferrals

1. MAG member agencies will complete a Project Deferral/Deletion Form to request a project
to be deferred, to delete federal funds from a project, or to delete a federal funded project
from the current TIP.

a. The Guidebook will explain the schedule and forms.

2. For construction and right of way projects, member agencies would be allowed a one time
deferral without justification.
a. If this project has a design contract underway, the project would be deferred 1
year, if and only if, it had an approved scoping document, project assessment, or
DCR from ADOT.
b. If there is no design contract underway, the project would be deferred 2 years as it
generally takes 2 years to complete the ADOT process.
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3.

c. If there is a design and clearance work phase for the project, it would be deferred
accordingly.

For procurement, pre design, design, and planning study projects, member agencies would
be allowed a one time deferral without justification.

If a project is requesting to be deferred for the second time or more, the sponsoring
agency for the project will submit a justification letter explaining why the project should
remain in the MAG Federal Fund Program.

a. The sponsoring agency for the project will submit a justification letter to MAG with
the deferral notification that will be taken through the MAG Committee Process,
beginning at TRC.

i. If the justification is approved the project would remain in the program.
ii. If the justification is not submitted or not approved, the project would be
removed from the program.

b. MAG will provide either a form, or memo explaining the information for the
justification memo in The Transportation Programming Guidebook.

700. Closeout Process - Prioritization of Unobligated Federal Funds

1.

MAG member agencies will complete a Closeout Project Submittal or a new project
application to submit projects for the use of unobligated Federal funds for the current
federal fiscal year.
a. The Guidebook will explain due dates and forms.
b. Forms and/or applications must be submitted before or on the due date and time.
Late forms and/or applications will not be accepted.

Projects submitted for use of Closeout funds will be selected based on the following three
priorities in order:

a. Advancing projects (or phases of projects) of the same mode, that are already
programmed in the current Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) with MAG
federal funds from a future year, in chronological order of the TIP;

b. 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.

c. New projects

Local jurisdictions submitting a project for advancement or additional funds will complete
and submit a Closeout Project Submittal Form by the due date for project submittals for
Closeout funds.

Local jurisdictions submitting a new project for Closeout will complete and submit the most
current project application form by the due date for project submittals for Closeout funds.

MAG staff will conduct a fiscal analysis to determine if the program can provide additional
funds to an existing project (priority 2), and/or fund new projects (priority 3) within the
fiscally constrained federal programs in the current TIP.
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6. MAG staff will review the projects submitted for Closeout funds with ADOT Local
Government Section to ensure that the projects can be obligated before the end of the
current federal fiscal year.

7. Once projects are submitted, an evaluation of the expected emissions reductions and cost
effectiveness is conducted for all proposed CMAQ funded projects by MAG staff for
consideration by the Air Quality Technical Advisory Committee (AQTAC). The proposed
projects proceed through the MAG Committee Process for evaluation and prioritization
beginning at TRC.

800. Re-distributed Obligation Authority (OA)

1. Re-distributed OA are federal funds in addition to the annual allocation and obligation
authority that are distributed to the states. These additional funds are usually distributed
at the end of the federal fiscal year. It will be decided through the MAG Committee
Process on the Region’s priority/priorities for re-distributed OA. The priorities can, but are
not limited to, establishing contingency lists of projects for funding. This allows the MAG
Committees flexibility to address the needs of the region, which can change over time.

a. The priority/priorities for re-distributed OA will be established during the close-out
process, which can be funded in the remainder of the current fiscal year.
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APPENDIX B

Flowchart — Competitive Project Selection Process for MAG Federal
Funds
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Flowchart — Competitive Project Selection Process for MAG
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Flowchart — Competitive Project Selection Process for MAG
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Flowchart — Competitive Project Selection Process for MAG Federal
Funds
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Flowchart — Competitive Project Selection Process for MAG Federal
Funds
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ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Procurement Group
1739 W. Jackson Street, Roomn 100P
Phoenix, Arizona B5007-3276
Phone: {602} 712-7211

CONTRACT NO. T0649C0001

CONTRACT .
Between I
ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION -
And N
MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION

THIS CONTRACT entered into by and between the State of Arizona, acting by and through the Arizona Department of
Transportation, herein referred to as ADOT, established pursuant to Arizona Revised Statutes (A.R.S.) § 28-101, § 28-
334, § 28-367 et seq., and authorized to contract under A.R.S. § 28-401; and the Maricopa Association of Governments
(MAG) Metropolitan Planning Organization, herein referred to as the MPQ, established pursuant to Title 23, Section 134 of
the United States Code (23 U.S.C. 134); Title 23, Section 450.300 of the Code of Federal Regulations {23 CFR 450.300),
and authorized by the Governor of Arizona via Executive Order # 70-2, dated July 8, 1970.

RECITALS -

WHEREAS, in order to ensure a comprehensive, coordinating and continuing transportation planning process that involves
cooperation between the MPO and the ADOT, and .

WHEREAS, federal statutes, rules and regutations require that a Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) be designated
for urban areas and that the metropolitan area has a continuing, cooperative and comprehensive transportation planning
process that results in plans and programs that consider all transportation modes and supports metropolitan community
development and social goals; and

WHEREAS, the MPO is charged with the responsibility of carrying out transportation planning and programming processes
that lead to the development and operation of an integrated, intermodal transportation system that facilitates the efficient,
economic movement of people and goods; and

WHEREAS, ADOT, a State Transportation Agency pursuant to United States Code (23 U.S.C. 134); Title 23, Section
450.310 of the Code of Federal Regulations, that is apportioned federal transportation funds, is a recipient of Federal
Highway Administration (FHWA) Planning and Research Funds, including State Planning and Research (SPR) funds,
Metropolitan Planning (PL) funds, Surface Transportation Program (STP) funds, Congestion Mitigation Air Quality
Improvement (CMAQ} funds, and Enhancement funds, , and additional funding which may be provided by the Federal
Transit Administration , and any other additional funding which may be provided if applicable; and

WHEREAS, ADOT is authorized by law to apportion said funds to the MPO on a cost reimbursement basis for the purpose
of securing metropolitan transportation planning and programming processes for the public benefit in said Maricopa
Association of Governments (MAG) MPO planning area boundaries; and

WHEREAS, the MPO will prepare with the input of ADOT a Work Program which must be adopted by the MPO's
governing board and accepted by ADOT as the document describing the total regional planning and management program
for this region; and

WHEREAS, ADOT has primary responsibility for administering FHWA Planning and Research Funds passed through to
the MPO and ensuring that such funds are expended for eligible activities and allowable costs within the Maricopa
Association of Governments {(MAG) MPO planning area boundaries; and

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of mutual covenants herein stated, it is mutually agreed as follows:
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T0649C0001 — ADOT/MAG
SCOPE OF WORK

The MPO shal perform those work activities specified in the approved annuat overall work program herein
referred to as the Work Program, which shall be adopted annually, and amended as needed and
approved by ADOT. Said approved work program shall hereby be incorporated herein.

The MPO shall submit 5 copies of the approved overall work program to ADOff. (2/ADOT and 3/FHWA)

THE MPO SHALL: /

Combine the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) planning grants {State Planning and Research
(SPR), Surface Transportation Planning (STP); and Metropolitan Planning (PL)} passed through ADOT
into one federal funding category if appropriate, Federal Planning Funds {PF) for budget purposes only,
and to invoice ADOT separately for each type of funds using the MPO Invoice/Recapitulation Form ((Refer
to MPO invoice/Recap, Exhibit 1). The grant reimbursements are billed by the MPO and paid by ADOT

upon approval.

Develop the various objectives, tasks, products and budget of the work activities to be undertaken with the
available funding within each of the categories.

Be responsible for preparing, adopting and forwarding to ADOT for approval and authorization to proceed
with any changes to the Work Program that may be desirable or necessary.

in conjunction with ADOT staff, conduct a quarterly reconciliation to ensure that all invoices have been
properly accounted for by both parties and to ensure both parties are in agreement as to the remaining
balances for each category and funding source. The MPO's staff shall be responsible for preparing and
presenting the quarterly reconciliation, including match, to ADOT staff within sixty (60) days after the end
of the calendar quarter. If there are no variances, ADOT shail approve the reconciliation in writing. A
copy of the reconciliation shall be signed by ADOT and sent to the MPO. [f there are variances, ADOT
and the MPO shall fesearch and resoive the varfance in a timely manner.

Submission of Quarterly Progress Reports shall be in a specified format identified by ADOT and sent on
or before the 30th day after the end of each calendar quarter pursuant to Common Rule Preamble and 49

CFR Part 18.40 to:

ADOT Transportation Planning Division
206 South 17 Avenue, MD310B
Phoenix, Arizona 85007-

ATTN: Administrative Section

Submit two (2) copies of a Final Project Report to ADOT and three (3) copies of the same to FHWA due
90 days after fiscal year.

Notify and return any overpayment of funds to ADOT within 90 days of discovery.

Prepare invoices for FHWA SPR & Planning Funds for allowable costs within each of the three (3)
expenditure categories: Air Quality, Transportation, and Comprehensive Planning/Administration of
Program, if applicable, to include appropriate maich; and by funding source for which reimbursement is
requested along with supporting accounting documents. Each invoice shall indicate the indirect cost rate
and indirect cosis separately from all other charges. ADOT shall pay the invoice from the requested
funding source or contact the MPO prior to making any changes in sither the reimbursement amount or
the funding source. If costs are found to be ineligible, disallowance adjustment shali be made. The MPO
Invoice/Recap shall be submitted at least quarterly but no more frequently than monthly. The MPO will
invoice carry-forward funds prior to the use of any new funding when appropriate.
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T0649C0001 — ADOT/MAG

Prepare invoices for Federal Transit Administration (FTA) for allowable costs using the MPO
Invoice/Recap, Exhibit 1.

Maintain records of verifiable matching funds and verifiable vaiue of third -party in-Kind contributions
pursuant to 49 CFR Part 18.20 and 49 CFR Part 18.24. f

Resolve, or have a resolution in place to resolve any audit findings, recommf_e"ndations or exceptions cited
in audit by next audit year pursuant to OMB Circular A-133. !

Responsible for the timely production of all the products that it has committed to in the annual Work
Program. The Work Program, Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP) and Transportation Plan will be
reviewed andfor approved by ADOT, FHWA and FTA as defined in CFR 2§3 Part 420,

i}

Submit an annual Indirect Cost Ptan to ADOT pursuant ta OMB Circular A-87, if applicable (See Exhibit 2).

Establish and maintain accounting procedures to permit tracing of funds and expenditures to ensure funds
have been expended appropriately pursuant to 49 CFR Part 18.20.

Establish and maintain on file with ADOT, procurement policy and procedures to ensure competition
pursuant to 49 CFR Part 18.36. .

List each year in the Work Program all capital equipment expected to be procured valued at $5000 or
greater. Prior approval for additional equipment of $5000 or greater throughout the term of the contract
shall be approved by FHWA through ADOT.

Obtain prior written approvat from FHWA through ADOT when disposing of such equipment that has a
current per unit fair market value in excess of $5,000 at time of disposal. The request for disposal shall
include documentation from the MPO that establishes the fair market value.

Furnish ADOT with certificates of insurance prior to commencement of the work described herein
providing coverage with limits of liability not less than those stated below.

Commercial General Liability — Occurrence Form

Policy shall include bodily injury, property damage, personal injury and broad form contractual liability.

General Aggregate $2,000,000
Products — Completed Operations Aggregate $1,000,000
Personal and Advertising Injury ’ $1,000,000
Blanket Contractual Liabifity — Written and Oral $1,000,000
Fire Legal Liability $ 50,000
Each Occurrence $1,000,000

The policy shall be endorsed to include the following additional insured language: “The State of Arizona,
its departments, agencles, boards, commissions, universities and lts officers, officials, agents,
and employees shall be named as additional insured with respect to llabllity arising out of the
activities performed by or on behalf of the MPO.”

Policy shall contain a waiver of subrogation against the State of Arizona, its depariments, agencies,
boards, commissions, universities and its officers, officials, agents, and employees for losses arising from
work performed by or on behalf of the MPO.

The MPO insurance coverage shall be primary insurance with respect to all other available sources.
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T0649C0001 ~ ADOT/MAG
Worker's Compensation and Employers' Liability

Woarkers' Compensation Statutory
Employers' Liability

Each Accident o $ 500,000 -
Disease - Each Employee B $ 500,000
Disease — Policy Limit $1,000,000

Policy shall contain a waiver of subrogation against the State of Arizona, its departments, agencies,
boards, commissions, universities and its officers, officials, agents, and employees for losses arising from
work performed by or on behalf of the MPO. -

ADOT SHALL:

Gt
Notify the MPO annually, no later than December 31, in writing, of the edtimated amount of Federat funds
which may be availabte to the MPO to fund the next annual fiscal year Work Program; and ADOT shall
notify the MPO of its official amount(s) upon receipt of official U.S. Department of Transporiation notice of
actual federal funds available to Arizona. Such notice shall state the amount and class of the funds
awarded and the maximum rate of Federal pariicipation for the specific class of funds.

Notify the MPO, in writing, if in the course of the fiscal year there are subsequent adjustment(s) to the
actual award based upon official actions of the U.S. Depariment of Transportation or ADOT.

Establish and maintain the accounts and procedures necessary to reimburse the MPO for eligible costs
incurred in the accomplishment of the approved Work Program for the term of the Contract and any

extensions.
Allow the MPO the right to inspect ADOT records at a mutually agreed upon time and place.

Pay the MPO within thirty (30} days of acceptance of work products and invoices based on quarterly
progress reporls. Payments shall be for authorized costs incurred under this Contract for work
accomplished to date in accordance with the budget and annual Work Program. Such payment shall be
on a cost reimbursement through allowable costs basis according to the Code of Federal Regulations (23
CFR 420.113). All federal funds, which are used for transportation planning purposes, must be matched
in accordance with federal guidelines. Na reimbursement is allowable for activity prior to contract and
federal authorization. '

IT IS MUTUALLY AGREED:

Term of the Contract

The term of this agreement shall be from the date of execution through June 30, 2010.

Amengments

The Contract shall be modified only through a written contract amendment within the scope of the
Contract signed by the Procurement Officer. Additionally, the MPO's authorized representative(s) are also
required to sign such amendments as deemed necessary by both parties.

A written letter from the MPO requesting to amend the OWP shall be required to increase, decrease, or
transfer funds between Air Quality, Transportation, and Comprehensive Planning/Administration of
Program categories and/or FTA funds, as applicable.

MPO shall submit to the Transportation Planning Division (TPD} an Exhibit along with a letter requesting
amendment to the OWP. TPD will respond with a written authorization letter confirming approval for items
in4.2.2,
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T0649C0001 — ADOT/MAG
Compliance With Applicable Laws

The MPO and ADOT shall comply with all applicable laws, ordinances, rutes, regulations and executive
orders of the federal, state and local government, which may affect the performance of this Contract. Any
provision required by law, ordinances, rules, regulations, or executive orders to be inserted in the Gontract
shall be deemed inserted, whether or not such provisions appear in this Gontract. ADOT shall endeavor
to ensure the MPO is notified and made aware of such applicable laws and procedures.

ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS !

Authority

This Contract is issued under the authority of the Procurement Officer who signed this Contract, Changes
to the Contract, including the addition of work or materials, the févision of payment terms, or the
substitution of work or materials, directed by an unauthorized State employee or made unilaterally by the
MPO are violations of the Coniract and of applicable law. Such changes, including unauthorized written
Contract amendments shall be void and without effect, and the MPO shall not be entitled to any claim
under this Contract based on those changes.

Severability

The provisions of this Contract are severable. Any term or condition deemed illegal or invalid shall affect
the condition of the Contract.

Relationship of Parties

The MPO under this Contract is an independent contractor. Neither party to this Contract shall be
deemed to be the employee or agent of the other party to the Contract.

General Indemnification

Each party {(as ‘Indemnitor') agrees to indemnify, defend, and hold harmless the other party (as
"Indemnitee”) from and against any and all claims, losses, lability, costs, or expenses (inciuding
reasonable attorney's fees) (hereinafter collectively referred to as "Claims") arising out of bodily injury of
any person (including death) or property damage, but only to the extent that such Claims which result in
vicarious/derivative liability to the indemnitee are caused by the act, omission, negligence, misconduct, or
other fault of the Indemnitor, its officers, officials, agents, employees, or volunteers.

In addition, MPO shall cause its contractor(s) and subcontractors, if any, to indemnify, defend, save and
hold harmless the State of Arizona, any jurisdiction or agency issuing any permits for any work arising out
of this Contract, and their respective directors, officers, officials, agents, and employees (hereinafter
referred to as “Indemnitee”) from and against any and all claims, actions, labilities, damages, losses, or
expenses (including court costs, atlorneys’ fees, and costs of claim processing, investigation and litigation)
(herelnatter referred to as “Claims”) for bodily injury or personal injury (including death), or loss or damage
to tangible or intangible properly caused, or alleged to be caused, in whole or in pani, by the negligent or
willfut acts or omissions of MPO’s contractor or any of the directors, officers, agents, or employees or
subcontractors of such contractor. This indemnity includes any claim or amount arising out of or
recovered under the Workers’ Compensation Law or arising out of the failure of such contractor to
conform to any federal, state or local law, statute, ordinance, rule, regulation or court decree. it Is the
specific intention of the parties that the Indemnitee shall, in all instances, except for Claims arising solely
from the negligent or willful acts or omissions of the Indemnitee, be indemnified by such contractor from
and against any and all claims. It is agreed that such contractor will be responsible for primary loss
investigation, defense and judgment costs where this indemnification is applicable.
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T0649C0001 — ADOT/MAG
Indemnification - Patent And Copyright

To the extent permitted by A.R.S. § 41-621 and § 35154, the MPO shall indemnify and hold harmless the
State againsi any liability, including costs and expenses, for infringement of any patent, trademark or
copyright arising out of Contract performance or use by the State of materials furnished or work performed
under this Contract. The State shall reasonably notify the MPO of any claim for which it may be liable
under this paragraph.

",f

Publications

All reports and maps completed as a part of this agreement, jointly written or produced by the MPO and
ADOT or any agency of the federal government.except copies of such documents made for the exclusive
internal use of the MPO, shall include an acknowledgment on the front cover or a little page, or in the case
of maps, in the title block, which identifies the cooperative parties. 4

In addition, all such documents shall contain the following disclaimer statement:

“The contents of this report reflect the views of the author who is responsible for the facts and accuracy of
the data presented herein. The contents do not necessarily reflect the official views or policies of the
Arizona Department of Transportation or any other State or Federal Agency. This report does not
constitute a standard, specification or regutation”. ‘

Suspensions or Debarment

Pursuant to 40 CFR 18.35, States and other grantees must not make any award or permit any award at
any tier to any party which is debarred, suspended or is otherwise excluded from or not eligible to receive

Federal assistance.

Cancellation For Conflict of Interest

No employee of the MPO, and no public official of the governing body of the locality or localities in which
the project Is situated or being carried out who exercises any functions or responsibilities in the review or
approval of the undertaking or carrying out of this project, shall participate in any decision relating to this
Contract which affects his personal interest or have any personal or pecuniary interest, direct or indirect, in
this Contract or the proceeds thereof.

MPO covenants that it presently has no interest and shalf not acquire any interest, direct or indirect, which
would conflict in any manner or degree with the performance of services required to be performed under
this Contract. MPO further covenants that in the performance of this Contract, no person having any such
interest shall be employed.

No members of or delegates to the Congress of the United States of America, and no Resident
Commissioner, shall be admitted to any share or part thereof or to any henefit to arise here from,

Termination For Convenience

Termination for Convenience shail be in accordance with 49 CFR 18.44.

Failure To Perform

Failure to perform any and all of the terms and conditions of this Contract, including the schedule of work
identified in the Work Program, shall be deemed a substantial breach thereof and give ADOT cause to
cancel this Contract on five (5) days written notice to MPO. In the event of cancellation of this Contract,
MPO shall not be entitted to damages and agrees not to sue or make a claim against the State for
damages. After notice of canceltation, MPO agrees to perform the terms and conditions of this Contract
up to and including the date of cancellation, as though no cancellation had been made and,
notwithstanding other legal remedies that may be available to ADOT because of the cancellation, agrees
to indemnify ADOT for costs in procuring the services of a new contractor.
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T0549C0001 — ADOT/MAG
Non-Availability of Funds

Every payment obligation of the State under this Contract is contingent upon the avaifability of funds
appropriated or allocated for the payment of such obligation. 1f funds are not allocated and available for
ihe continuance of this Contract, this Contract may be terminated by the State at the end of the period for
which funds are available. No liability shall accrue to the State in the event this provision is exercised, and
the State shall not be obligated or lable for any future payments or for any damages as a resuit of
termination under this paragraph. :

',f:

Cancellation of State Contract

All parties are hereby put on notice that this -Contract is subject to canceliation pursuant to Arizona
Revised Statutes Section 38-511. 4y

r

Mediation

If a dispute arises out of or relates to this Contract, and if the dispute cannot be settled through
negotiation, the parties agree first to try in good faih to resolve the dispute by mediation befare resoring
to litigation or some other dispute resolution procedure. Each party agrees lo bear its own costs in
mediation. The parties will not be obligated to mediate if an indispensable party is unwilling to join the

mediation.

Arbitration

The parties agree to use arbitration, after exhausting applicable administrative reviews, to resolve disputes
arising out of this Contract where sole relief sought is monetary damages in an amount under the
jurisdictionai limits set forth in A.R.S. § 12.133.

Employment of Federal Highway Administration And State's Personnel

The MPO shall not employ any person or persons in the employ of the Federal Highway Administration or
of the State of Arizona or any of its boards, agencies, or commissions, for any work required by the terms
of this Contract, without prior written permission of the Federal Highway Administration and the State.

Federally Required Terms

Civil Rights

The Contracior is required to comply with Executive Order 99-4 “Non-Discrimination in Emptoyment by
Government Contractors and Subcontractors,” which is hereby included in its entirety by reference and
considered a part of this Contract.

The Contractor is required to comply with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended.
Accordingly, Title 49, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 21 through Appendix H and Title 23 CFR 710.405
(b) are made applicable by reference and are hereinafter considered part of this Contract.

The Contractor is required to comply with the provisions of Executive Order 11246, entitled “ Equal
Employment Opportunity,” as amended by Executive Order 11375, and as supplemented in Department of
Labor Regulations (41 CFR Part 60). Said provisions are made applicable by reference and are
hereinafter considered a part of this Contract.

Affirmative Action

MPO shall take the following affirmative action steps with respect to securing supplies, equipment or
services under the terms of this Contract:

Include qualified small and minority businesses on solicitation lists.

Assure that small and minority businesses are solicited whenever they are potential sources.
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When economically feasible, dividing total requirements into smaller tasks or quantities so as to permit
maximum small and minority business participation.

Where the requirement permits, establishing delivery schedules that will encourage participation by small
and minority businesses. .

Use the services and assistance of the Smali Business Administration, the Office of Minority Business
Enterprise of the Department of Commerce and the Community Services Adiministration as required.

MPO shall take similar appropriate affirmative action in support of women’s business enterprises.

Energy Conservation _
s;k

MPO is required to comply with mandatory standards and policies, és applicable relating to energy
efficiency, which are contained in the State Energy Conservation Plan issued by the State of Arizona in
compliance with the Energy Policy and Conservation Act (P.L. 94-165).

Environmenial Protection

(This clause is applicable if this Contract exceeds $100,000.00) Contractor is required to comply with ali
applicable standards, orders or requirements issued under Section 306 of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C
1857 (h), Section 508 of the Clean Water Act (33 U.S.C. 1368), Executive Order 11738 and
Environmental Protection Agency regulations (40 CFR Part 32, Subpart J) which prohibits the use under
non-exempt Federal contracts, grants or loans of facilities included on the EPA List of Violating Facilities.
violations shall be reported to the Federal Highway Administration and to the U.S.E.P.A. Assistant
Administration Enforcement (EN-328).

Anti-Lobbying

The MPO agrees to comply with the provisions of Section 1352 of Title 31, U.S. Code (Public faw 101.121)
as codified in Title 48, Federal Acquisition Regulations Subpart 3.8 and Subpart 52.203-11. The
legislation prohibits Federal funds from being expended by a recipient or any lower tier subrecipients ofa

_Federal contract, grant, loan, or cooperative agreement to pay any person for influencing or attempting to

influence a Federal agency or Congress in connection with the award of any Federal contract, the making
of any Federal grant or loan, or entering into any cooperative agreement, including the extension,
continuation, renewal, amendments or modification of any Federal contract, grant, loan or cooperative
agreement. All disclosure statements are to be furnished to ADOT.

The MPO agress to require all lower tier subcontractors who have agreements exceeding $100,000.00 to
complete the Certification for Federal-aid Contracts (ECS Form 90-1, see attached) and when
appropriate, the Disclosure of Lobbying Activities (ES Form 90-3, see attached) prior to the execution of
the MPO agreement with ADOT. Lower tier certifications are to be maintained by the MPO.

Non-Discrimination

The MPO, sub recipient or subcontractor shall not discriminate on the basis of race, color, national origin,
or sex in the performance of this Contract. The MPO shall carry out applicable requirements of 49 CFR
Part 26 In the award and administration of Department of Transportation assisted contracts. Failure by
the MPO to carry out these requirements [s a material breach of this Contract, which may resuft in the
termination of this Contract or such other remedy, as the recipient deems appropriate.

Audits
A MPO, which is defined as a State, Local Government, and/or Non-profit Organization, and is defined as

a "sub recipient” pursuant to 31 U.S.C. § 7501, that expends $500,000 or more in federal awards in its
fiscal year must comply with the audit and reporting requirements set forth in 31 U.S.C. and 49 CFR

18.26.
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In compliance with the Federal Single Audit Act of 1996 (P.L. 104-156) MPOs designated as subrecipients
expending federal funds from all sources totating $500,000 or more must have a yearly audit conducted in
accordance with the audit and reporting standards as prescribed in OMB Circular A-133 (Audits of State,
Local Governments, and Non-Profit Organizations). The audit must include separate reports on the
financial statements, internal controls, compliance’ and the Supplementary Schedule of Expenditures of
Federal Awards and the Schedule of Findings and Questioned Costs. The audit and the action plan for
the resolution of any findings and/or questioned costs must be submitted \f}\(ithin 9 months of the MPO'’s

fiscal year end.

All MPOs are subject to the programmatic and fiscal monitoring requirements of each ADOT program to
ensure accountability of the delivery of all goods. and services, as required under the Federal Single Audit
Act. A minimum fiscal requirement for alt MPOs is an annual financial audit. ADOT’s contract numbers
and award amounts must be included in a separate schedule if not included on the schedule of federal
financial assistance. The audit must be submitted to the ADOT location as specified by the reporling
requirements of the contract for all MPOs.

Pursuant to OMB Circular A-133 and A.R.S. 35-214, at any time during the term of this Contract and five
(5) years thereafter, the MPO’s or any subcontractor's books and records shall be subject to audit by the
State and, where applicable, the Federal Government, to the extent that the books and records relate to
the performance of the Coniract or subcontract. '

Work Program

The MPO's Work Program referenced herein may create additional obligations for the MPO in order for
the MPO 1o {utfill the intent of the Contract, but it may not create additional obligations for ADQOT unless
this Contract Is amended to formally reflect such obligations.

Notices
All formal written notices to this Contract shail be sent by mail o the following address:

ToADOT at.  Arizona Department of Transportation
Procurement Group
1739 West Jackson Street, Suite A, MD 100P
Phoenix, Arizona 85007-3276

To MPO at: Maricopa Association of Governments
302 North 1* Avenue, Suite 300
Phoenix, Arizona 85003

This Contract shall become effective on date of execution by ADOT.

Arizona Department of Transportation Maricopa Association of Governments

Signature AA Q ;{.HQ«Q@ Vil Qj Signature ﬁ.ﬂ_—/j
| O A e

Typed Name _ Karie Ingles, CPPB Typed Name Dennis Smith
Title Procurement Contract Officer Title Executive Director
Date d& uluém L 200 Date  \Tp/alE Z/D’/. 2oos
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ADOT LOBBYING CERTIFICATE
SOLICITATION NO. T0649C0001 Page 1 of 4

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
LOBBYING CERTIFICATION
CERTIFICATION FOR FEDERAL AID CONTRACTS

Applies to: Federal-aid contractors, and consultants, as well as lower tier subcontractors and sub
consultants. !

The prospective participant certifies, by signing and submitting this hid or proposal, o the best of his or her
knowledge and belief, that: .

(1) No Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid, by or oniibghalf of the undersigned,
to any person for influencing or attempting to influence an officer or employee of any Federal
agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or employee of Congress, or an employee of a
Member of Congress in connection with the awarding of any Federal contract, the making of any
Federal grant, the making of any Federal loan, the entering into of any cooperative agreement,
and the extension, continuation, renewal, amendment, or modification of any Federal ¢contract,
grant, loan, or cooperative agreement.

{2) if any funds other than Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid to any person
for influencing or attempting to influence an officer or employee of any Federal agency, a Member
of Congress, an officer or employee of Congress, or an employee of a Member of Congress in
connection with this Federal contract, grant, loan, or cooperative agreement, the undersigned
shall complete and submit Standard Form-LLL, “Disclosure Form to Report Lobbying,” in
accordance with its instructions.

This ceriification is a material representation of fact upon which reliance was placed when this transaction
was made or entered into. Submission of this certification is a prerequisite for making or entering into this
transaction imposed by Section 1352, Title 31, U.S. Code. Any person who fails to file the required
certification shall be subject to a civil penalty of not less than $10,000 and not more than $100,000 for
each such failure,

The prospective participant also agrees by submitting his or her bid or proposal that he or she
shall require that the language of this certification be included in all lower tler subcontracts, which
exceed $100,000, and that all such sub recipients shall certify and disclose accordingly.

~ SIGNATURE DAT

fﬁﬁﬁ Y21/ Ax&é/ ZaLt
TITLE

ECS - Form 90-1
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ADOT LOBBYING CERTIFICATE

SOLICITATION NO. T0649C0001

Page 2ofd

DISCLOSURE OF LOBBYING ACTIVITIES

Complete this form to disclose lobbying activilics pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 1352
{See reverse for public burden disclosure.)

2. Staius of Federal Adtidn: ‘

3. Report type:

1. Type of Federal Action:
a. Contract a. Bid/offerfapplication a. . Initial filing
b. Grant b. Initial award -b., Material change
¢. CGooperative agreement ¢. Post-award For Méterial Ghange Only:
d. Loan Year Quarte
e. Loan guarantee f
f.  Loan insurance Date of last report

4. Name and Address of Reporting Entily:
] Prime (] Subawardee

Congresslonal District, if knowrn:

5. If Reporting in No. 4 is g Subawardee, Enter Name and
Address of Prime: !

Congressional District, if known:

6. Federai Depariment Agency:

7. Federal Program Name/Description:

CDFA Numbser, if applicable:

8. Federal Action Number, if knowm:

9. Award Amount, if known.

$

10.a. Name and Address of Lobbying Entity
(if individual, last name, first name, Mi):

b. Individuals Performing Services
{(including address if different from No. 10a)
(fast name, first name, MI):

11. Amount of Payment (check all that apply).
$ [J Actual ] Planned

12. Form of Payment (check all that apply):

O a. Cash

O b, Inkind; specify  nature

value

13. Type of Payment (check all that apply}.

(] a. Retainer

3 b. One-time foe
[ ¢. Commission
3 d. Contingent fee
[ e. Defeired

3 f. Other, specify

14, Brief Descriplion of Services Performed or to be Performed and Date(s) of Service, including officer(s), employee(s}, or

Member(s) contacted, for Payment indicated in ftem 11:

(attach Continuation Sheel(s} SF-LLL-A, if necessary)

15, Continuations Sheet(s) SF-LLL-A attached {1 Yes

[] No

16, Information requested through this form is authorized by title 31 U.S.C.
section 1352, This disclosure of lobbying acliviies is a material
representation of fact upon which reliance was placed by the tiss above
when this fransaction was made or entored into, This disclosure is
required pursuant fo 31 U.S.C. 1352, This Information will be reported to
the Congress seml-annually and will be avaitable for public Inspection.
Any person who falls to file the required disclosure shall be subject to a
civil penalty of not fess than $10,000 and not more than $100,000 for each
such fallurg.

Signature:

Piint Name:

Title:

Telephona No.: Date:

Foaderal Use Only

Authorized for Locat Reprodustion
Standard Form - LLL

ECS - Form 80-3
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ADOT LOBBYING CERTIFICATE
SOLICITATION NO. T0649C0001 Page 3 of 4

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETION OF SF-LLL, DISCLOSURE OF LOBBYING ACTIVITIES

This disclosure form shall be completed by the reporting entity, whethey subawardee or prime Federal recipient, at the initiation or receipt
of a covered Federat action, or a material change to a previous flling, pursuant to title 31 U.5,C. section1352. The filing of a form is
required for each payment or agreement to make payment to any lobbying entity for influencing or altempting to influence an officer or
employee of any agency, a Member of Gongress, an officer or employee of Congress, or an employee of a Member of Congress in
connection with a covered Federal action. Use the SF-LLL-A Continuation Sheet for additional inforrha},lon If the space on the form is
inadequate. Complete alf items that apply for both the Initial fiing and material change report. Refer to the implementing guidance
published by the QOffice of Management and Budget for additional information. Co

1. ldentify the type of covered Federal acticn for which labbying activity is andfor has been secured to influence the outcome of a
covered Federal action. ’

ldentify the status of the covered Federal action. i ]

o

3. Identify the appropriate classification of this report. This Is a follow-up reporl caused by a material ¢hange to the information
previcusly reported, enter the year and quarler In which the change occurred. Enter the date of the last previously submitted report
by this reporting entity for this covered Federal action.

4. Enter the full name, address, city, state and zip code of the reporling entity. Include Congresslonal Distelct, if known, Check the
appropriate classification of the reporiing entity that designates If it is, or expects to be, a prime or sub award reciplent. Identify the
tier of the subawardee, e.g., the first subawardee of the prime is the 1st tier. Sub awards include but are not limited to subconiracts,
sub grants and contract awards under grants.

5. If the organization filing the reporl in item 4 checks "Subawardee”, then enter the full name, address, city, state and zip code of the
prime Federal recipient. Include Congressional District, if known. -

6. Enter the name of the Fedaral agency making the award or loan commitment. Include at least one organizational level below
agency name, if known, For example, Department of Transportation, United States Coast Guard.

7. Enter the Federal program name or description for the covered Federal action {item 1). If known, enter the full Catalog of Federal
Domestic Assistance {CFDA) number for grants, cooperative agreements, bans, and loan commitments.

8.  Enter the most appropriate Federal identifying number available for the Federal action identified in hem 1 (e.g., Request for
Proposal {RFP) number; Invitation for Bid {IFB) number; grant announcement number; the contract, grant, or han award number;
the application/proposal controf number assigned by the Federal agency). Include prefixes, e.g., "RFP-DE-90-001".

9. For a covered Fadera! action where there has been an award or loan commitment by the Federal agency, enter the Foderal amount
of the awardfloan commitment for the prime entity identified In item 4 or 5.

0. {a) Enter the full name, address, city, slate and zip code of the lobbying entity engaged by the reporiing entity identifled in hem 4
to influence the covered Federat aclion.

{b) Enter the full names of the individual(s) performing services, and include full address If different from 10 (a}. Enter Last Name,
First Name, and Middle Initial (M}

11. Enter the amount of compensation pald or reasonably expected fo be paid by the reporting entity (item 4) to the lobbying entity
{item 10). Indicate whether the payment has been made (actuai) or will be made {planned). Check all boxes that apply. If this Is a
material change repori, enter the cumulative amount of payment made or planned to be made.

12, Check the appropriate box(es). Chack all boxes that apply. If payment is made through an in-kind contribution, specify the nature
and valus of the in-kind payment,

13. Check the appropriate box(es). Gheck all boxes that apply. If other, specify nature.

14. Provide a specific and detailed description of the services that the lobbyist has performed, or will be expected to perform, and the
date(s) of any services rendered. Include all preparatory and related activity, not Just time spent in actual contact with Federal
officials. identify the Federal officlal{s} or employee(s) contacted or the officer(s), employee(s), or Member{s) of Congress that were
contacted.

15. Check whether or nota SF-LLL-A Continuation Sheet (s} is attached.

16. The cerlifying official shall sign and date the form print his/har name, title, and telephone number.

Public reporting burden for this collection of information Is estimated to average 30 minutes per response, including time for reviewing
instructions, searching existing data sources, gatheting and maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the collection of
information. Send comments regarding the burden estimate or any other aspect of this collection of information, including suggestions

for reducing this burden, to the Office of Management and Budget. Paperwork Reduction Project (0348~046), Washington, D.C. 20503.
ECS - Form 90-3
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ADOT LOBBYING CERTIFICATE

SOLICITATION NO. T0649C0001

Page 4 of 4

DISCLOSURE OF LOBBYING ACTIVITIES
CONTINUATION SHEET

Reporting Entity:

[

Page

Of

ECS - Form 90-3
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MARICOPA
M AGSEOCIATION of
GQOVERNMENTS

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
MAG Agreement No. 388

AGREEMENT FOR TRANSIT PLANNING SUPPORT SERVICES

This AGREEMENT entered into as of the 1* day of July, 2008, by and between the Maricopa
Association of Governments hereinafter called MAG, and Regional Public Transportation Authority,
a political subdivision of the State of Arizona, hereinafter referred to as RPTA.

RECITALS
WHEREAS, MAG is the recipient of Federal Transit Administration Funds.

WHEREAS, MAG desires to have prepared by the most efficient and effective means
possible, Transit Planning Suppoit Services, including long range transit planning, short range transit
planning, capital planning, and administration of the planning program;

NOW THEREFORE,
It is hereby agreed:
L SCOPE OF WORK

The scope of work to be accomplished by the parties pursuant to this AGREEMENT shall
be set forth annually by MAG in the Unified Planning Work Program (Work Program). Each
year, for the development of the Work Program, RPTA shall submit to MAG, the work
elements, funding and outcome-based performance measurements for the MAG federally
funded Transit Planning Support Services. Annually, following approval of the Work
Program by the MAG Regional Council, RPTA is required to develop a detailed budget and
scope of services for approval by MAG, in accordance with the adopted Work Program, On
or before June 30, 2008, MAG shall provide to RPTA, the work elements and funding from
the Work Program, and the budget and scope of services to be conducted by RPTA. For FY
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2009, the funding and work elements, and detailed budget and scope of services are included
in Appendix A-1 and Appendix A-2 and made a part of this AGREEMENT.

PROJECT COSTS AND BILLING PROCEDURES

A, Invoices will be submitted monthly, documenting services by each work task, the
hours and hourly rate of each person, and other direct expenses. All costs incurred
in preparing invoices and progress reports shall be included in the general and
administrative expenses or the overhead. A billing format shall be providedto RPTA
by MAG.

B. The basis for payment to RPTA for services rendered hereunder shall be
reimbursement for costs in conformance with the budget described in Appendix A-1
and Appendix A-2 and pursuant to the cost breakdown furnished by RPTA, the
detailed budget and scope of services approved by MAG, in accordance with the
adopted Work Program. RPTA may make adjustments within the tasks of the
approved budget as needed to accomplish the requirements of the Scope of Services.
No adjustment shall exceed 10 percent of the task budget without prior written
approval from the MAG Executive Director.

T

C. RPTA shall maintain cost records in accordance with Article I, Records and Audit
Rights, of this AGREEMENT. Costs shall be available for verification audit by the
authorized representatives of MAG, the Federal Transit Administration, and the
Comptroller General of the United States, MAG agrees to make progress payments
that are commensurate with work completed. Partial payment shall be made to
RPTA upon receipt of monthly report of work accomplished and invoices, but not
more often than once each month. Final payment of any balance due RPTA will be
made upon completion and acceptance of work and services to be completed
hereunder.

D. RPTA agrees to make quarterly in-kind contributions in the form of office space,
furniture and furnishings, office equipment, office support and overhead costs as
required by the applicable federal grantor as described in the Work Program,

E. RPTA agrees to make quarterly reports for the outcome-based performance
measurements for the Transit Planning Support Services.

RECORDS AND AUDIT RIGHTS
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RPTA's work and accounting records (hard copy, as well as computer readable data), and any
other supporting evidence deemed necessary by MAG to substantiate charges and claims
related to this AGREEMENT shall be open to inspection and subject to audit and/or
reproduction by authorized representatives of MAG, Federal Transit Administration, and the
Comptroller General of the United States (" Auditors™) to the extent necessary to adequately
permit evaluation and verification of the performance and cost of the work, and any invoices,
change orders, payments or claims submitted by RPTA or any of its payees pursuant to the
execution of the AGREEMENT. The Auditors shall be afforded access, at reasonable times
and places, to all of RPTA's records and personnel pursuant to the provisions of this Section
throughout the term of this AGREEMENT and for a period of five (5) years after last or final
payment.

If an audit in accordance with this Section discloses overcharges, of any nature, by RPTA to
MAG in excess of five percent (5%) of the total AGREEMENT billings, the actual cost of
the Auditor's audit shall be reimbursed to the auditing organization by RPTA. Any
adjustments and/or payments which must be made as a result of any such audit or inspection
of RPTA's invoices and/or records shall be made within a reasonable amount of time (not to
exceed 90 days) from presentation of the Auditor's findings to RPTA,

COSTS

Costs of RPTA include all direct labor costs, all direct non-labor costs and all overhead costs.
OMB Circular A-87 will be used to determine allowable costs.

A. Direct labor cost is defined as the actual salaries and salaries cost burden of all
employees of RPTA used for the time directly chargeable to work to be performed
hereunder including time involved in travel.

B. Direct non-salary costs shall include any actual expenditures required directly in
performance of services hereunder other than actual direct Iabor costs and include
such items as the following:

L. Travel expense of RPTA in connection with the work hereunder. RPTA
allowance for mileage and per diem for lodging, meals and miscellaneous
costs shall be reimbursed according to the MAG Policy.

2. Communication such as long distance telephone, telegraph and cable
expenses applicable to service hereunder.

-3
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3. Costs of special services, RPTA services and applicable equipment rental.

4. Any otherrelated actual costs such as meeting rooms, reproduction, graphics,
and research materials,

C. RPTA’s overhead is defined as the costs which are not directly allocable to the
project as a direct labor cost or direct non-salary cost as defined above. RPTA shall
maintain records setting forth the actual overhead as computed from the annual
financial statement(s) applicable to the work period under this AGREEMENT and
these are to be kept available for inspection for a period of five (5) years after final
payment,

KEY PERSONNEL

In the event that any of the key personnel of RPTA set forth in Appendix A-2 becomes
unavailable, RPTA will notify MAG and substitute other personnel to ensure proper
performance and continuity.

ASSIGNMENT AND SUBCONTRACTING

RPTA shall not assign or subcontract any part of this AGREEMENT or the work to be
performed hereunder without written approval by MAG except as identified in the Work
Program and identified in Appendix A-2, Scope of Services.

ADMINISTRATIVE RULES AND REGULATIONS AND APPLICABLE LAW

RPTA shall become and remain informed of all applicable Federal, State and local laws,
ordinances, rules, regulations, and all orders and decrees of bodies or tribunals having any
jurisdiction or authority which may in any manner affect the completion of the project under
this AGREEMENT. RPTA shall observe and comply with all such laws, ordinances, rules,
regulations, orders, and decrees and obtain all permits that are applicable to the performance
of services outlined. Appendices B, C and D describe additional provisions required to
comply with Title VI and Title VII of the Civil Rights Act of 1964; and Appendix E
describes environmental, resource, energy protection, and conservation requirements. These
Appendices are considered part of the AGREEMENT,

SUBRECIPIENT AUDITS
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RPTA, which is a political subdivision of the State, and is defined as a "subrecipient"
pursuant to 31 U.S.C. §7501, that expends $300,000 or more in federal awards in its fiscal
year shall comply with the audit and reporting requirements set forth in 31 U.S.C. Subpart
A--General, Section, 105, Definitions.

In compliance with the Federal Single Audit Act of 1996 (P.L. 104-156), Contractors
designated as subrecipients expending federal funds from all sources totaling $300,000 or
more shall have a yearly audit conducted in accordance with the audit and reporting standards
as prescribed in OMB Circular A-133 (Audits of State, Local Governments, and Non-Profit
Organizations), The audit shall include separate reports on the financial statements, internal
controls, compliance, the Supplementary Schedule of Expenditures of Federal Awards and
the Schedule of Findings and Questioned Costs. MAG's contract number(s), applicable task
number(s) and the award amount(s) shall be included in a separate schedule if not included
on the Supplementary Schedule of Expenditures of Federal Awards, RPTA's annual audit
report and an action plan for the resolution of any findings and/or questioned costs shall be
submitted to MAG within 9 months of RPTA's fiscal year end.

RPTA is subject to the programmatic and fiscal monitoring requirements of each MAG
program to ensure accountability of the delivery of all goods and services, as required under
the Federal Single Audit Act. A minimum fiscal requirement for all Contractors, designated
as subrecipients, is an annual financial audit, which includes MAG's contract number(s),
applicable task number(s) and the award amount(s). The audit shall be submitted to the
MAG location, as specified in the reporting requirements of the agreement between RPTA
and MAG. MAG may, at its discretion, periodically request additional information from
RPTA.

WRITTEN ORDERS REQUIRED FOR CHANGES

No changes in the scope, character, or complexity of work shall be made by RPTA without
first receiving a written approval by MAG’s Executive Director properly defining and
limiting any such change. It is distinctly understood and agreed that no claim for payment
for extra work done or materials furnished by RPTA shall be paid by MAG except as
hereinabove provided; nor shall RPTA do any work or furnish any materials not covered by
this AGREEMENT unless a written order is first received from MAG’s Executive Director,
Any such work or materials furnished by RPTA without such written order shall be at the
risk, cost, and expense of RPTA, and no claim for compensation for any such work or
materials shall be made.,
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- TERMINATION, ABANDONMENT OR POSTPONEMENT

The right is reserved by MAG to terminate or abandon this study and this AGREEMENT
may be terminated by giving written notice to RPTA at least fifteen (15) days prior to the
effective date of termination. In the event of such termination, MAG shall be liable to RPTA
for acceptable work performed to the date of termination only, computed as provided in
Section II, Project Costs and Billing Procedures, and Section IV, Costs, of this
AGREEMENT. The right is also reserved by MAG to indefinitely postpone work on this
study by giving twenty-four (24) hour written notice.

FISCAL LIMITATIONS

In the event that the funds required for performance of this AGREEMENT are withdrawn
or are not available for funding hereunder, this AGREEMENT without penalty to either party
may be immediately terminated. MAG shall be liable to RPTA for acceptable work
performed to the date of termination only, computed as provided in Section II and Section
IV of this AGREEMENT.

RELATIONSHIP OF MAG AND RPTA; EXERCISE OF MAG’S POWERS

It is understood and agreed that RPTA is an “independent authority” and that no relationship
of agency, master-servant, or employer-employee shall be created or exist between RPTA
and MAG as a result of the execution of this AGREEMENT:; and RPTA shall not exercise
any powers of MAG nor make any AGREEMENT, obligation, or commitment on behalf of
MAG nor in any other way represent any of RPTA or its employees as agents of MAG.

INDEMNIFICATION

Each party to this AGREEMENT agrees to defend, indemnify, save and hold harmless the
other (and each of their respective directors, officers, agents, and employees) from and
against all liabilities, suits, obligations, claims, demands, damages, fines, costs and expenses
(including reasonable attorney’s fees) arising under this AGREEMENT to the extent that
such are attributable, directly or indirectly, to the indemnifying party’s negligence, error
omission or intentional act. An indemnifying party’s negligence, error, omission or
intentional act, as that phrase is used herein, includes the negligence, error, omission or
intentional act of its officers, agents, employees, and contractors.

INSURANCE
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RPTA shall maintain during the term of this AGREEMENT, the following insurance with
forms and insurers acceptable to MAG as provided below:

A.

If applicable, Workmen's Compensation insurance to cover obligations imposed by
Federal and State statutes having jurisdiction of its employees engaged in the
performance of the services, and Employers’ Liability insurance with a minimum
limit of not less than $500,000 for each accident, $500,000 disease for each employee
and $1,000,000 disease policy limit.

If applicable, Architects and Engineers Professional Liability insurance in the amount
of $1,000,000 each claim and $2,000,000 all claims. In the event the insurance
policy is written on a "claims made" basis, coverage shall extend for three (3) years
past completion and acceptance of the work or services, and RPTA shall submit
certificates of insurance evidencing proper coverage is in effect as required herein,

Commercial General Liability Insurance with an unimpaired limit of less than
$1,000,000 for each occurrence, $2,000,000 Products and Completed Operations
Annual Aggregate, and a $2,000,000 General Apgregate Limit. The policy shall
include coverage for bodily injury, broad form property damage (including completed
operations), personal injury (including coverage for contractual and employee acts),
blanket contractual, contractors protective, products and completed operations, The
policy shall contain a severability of interest clause.

Business Automobile Liability insurance with a limit of $1,000,000 each occurrence
on RPTA's owned, hired, and non-owned vehicles assigned to or used in the
performance of RPTA's work or services under this AGREEMENT. To the fullest
extent allowed by law, for claims arising out of the performance of this
AGREEMENT, MAG, its agents, representatives, officers, directors, officials and
employees shall be cited as an Additional Insured under Insurance Service Offices,
Inc. Business Auto policy Designated Insured Endorsement form CA 20 48 or
equivalent, If any Excess insurance is utilized to fulfill the requirements of this
paragraph, such Excess insurance shall be "follow form" equal or broader in coverage
scope than underlying.

Valuable Papers insurance in an amount sufficient to assure the restoration of any
documents, memoranda, reports or other similar data relating to the work of RPTA
used in the completion of this AGREEMENT,



XV.

XVL

XVIL

XVIIIL

MAG Agreement No. 388

F. The policies required by this AGREEMENT shall be endorsed to include MAG, its
agents, officials and employees as additional insureds and shall stipulate that the
insurance afforded RPTA shall be primary insurance and that any insurance carried
by MAG, its agents, officials or employees shall be excess and not contributory
insurance to that provided by RPTA.

G. A certificate of insurance acceptable to MAG shall be issued to MAG prior to
commencement of the AGREEMENT as evidence that policies providing the
required coverages, conditions and limits are in full force and effect. Such cextificate
shall contain provisions that coverage afforded under the policies will not be
cancelled, terminated or materially altered until at least 30 days prior written notice
has been given to MAG.,

ACCURACY OF WORK

RPTA shall be responsible for the accuracy of the work and shall promptly make all
necessary revisions or corrections resulting from errors on the part of RPTA without
additional compensation.

REVIEWS OF RPTA’S WORK

Work performed by RPTA shall be subject to periodic reviews and partial acceptance at
various stages. MAG reserves the right to make such reviews and pass upon the acceptability
of RPTA’s work on behalf of itself, the State, and other affected public agencies. No partial
acceptance shall relieve RPTA’s obligation to make reasonable efforts to correct, without
charge, any errors in the work.

OWNERSHIP OF INFORMATION

RPTA agrees that all reports, estimates, maps, computations and computer databases,
programs and procedures prepared for MAG under the terms of this AGREEMENT shall be
delivered to, become and remain the propeity of MAG upon termination or completion of
this AGREEMENT and MAG shall have the right to their use without restriction or
limitation and without additional compensation to RPTA. Major promotional items will
indicate that the program is sponsored in part by MAG and include the MAG logo when
possible.

PATENT RIGHTS
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If any invention, improvement, or discovery of RPTA is conceived or first actually reduced
to practice in the course of or under this project, which invention, improvement, or discovery
may be patentable under the laws of the United States of America or any foreign country,
RPTA shall immediately notify the Federal Transit Administration and provide a detailed
report. The rights and responsibilitiecs of MAG, RPTA and the Pederal Transit
Administration with respect to such invention, improvement, or discovery will be determined
in accordance with applicable Federal laws, regulations, policies, and any waiver thereof.

CONTINUING OBLIGATION

RPTA agrees that if, because of death or any other occurrence, it becomes impossible for any
key employee of RPTA to render the services required under this AGREEMENT, RPTA
shall not be relieved of any obligation to render complete performance. However, in such
event, MAG may terminate this AGREEMENT if it considers the absence of such principal
or employee to be a loss of such magnitude as to affect RPTA’s ability to satisfactorily
complete the performance of this AGREEMENT. In the event that MAG so chooses to
terminate this AGREEMENT, payment for accepted work shall be made as specified in
Section IT and Section TV of this AGREEMENT.

CONFLICT OF INTEREST, CANCELLATION

This AGREEMENT is subject to cancellation for conflict of interest without penaity or
further obligation as provided by A. R, S. § 38-511.

GENERAL PROVISIONS

A, ENTIRE AGREEMENT
This AGREEMENT constitutes the entire understanding of the parties and
supersedes all previous representations, written or oral, with.respect to the services

specified herein. This AGREEMENT may not be modified or amended except by
a written document, signed by authorized representatives of each party.

B. ARIZONA LAW

Inthe event of litigation between RPTA and MAG involving this AGREEMENT, the
laws and decisions of the State of Arizona shall apply and any such litigation shall

9.



MAG Agreement No. 388

be commenced and prosecuted in the appropriate court of competent jurisdiction
within the geographical boundaries of the State of Arizona.

MODIFICATIONS

Any amendment, modification or variation from the terms of this AGREEMENT
shall be in writing and shall be effective only after approval of all parties signing the
original AGREEMENT.

SUCCESSORS AND ASSIGNS

This AGREEMENT shall extend to and be binding upon RPTA, its successors and
assigns, including any individual, company, partnership or other entity with or into
which RPTA shall merge, consolidate or be liquidated, or any person, corporation,
partnership or other entity to which RPTA shall sell its assets.

ATTORNEY'S FEES

In the event either party brings any action for any relief, declaratory or otherwise,
arising out of this AGREEMENT, or on account of any breach or default hereof, the
prevailing party shall be entitled to receive from the other party reasonable attorneys'
fees and reasonable costs and expenses, determined by the court sitting without a
jury, which shall be deemed to have accrued on the commencement of such action
and shall be enforceable whether or not such action is prosecuted to judgment.

NOTICES

All notices or demands required to be given pursuant to the terms of this
AGREEMENT shall be given to the other party in writing, delivered in person, sent
by facsimile transmission, deposited in the United States muail, postage prepaid,
registered or certified mail, return receipt requested, or deposited with any
commercial air courier or express service at the addresses set forth below, or to such
other address as the parties may substitute by written notice given in the manner
prescribed in this paragraph.

For RPTA:

David Boggs
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Regional Public Transportation Authority
302 North First Avenue, Suite 700
Phoenix, Arizona 85003

(602) 262-7242

FAX (602) 495-2002

For MAG:

Dennis Smith

Executive Director

Maricopa Association of Governments
302 North 1st Avenue, Suite 300
Phoenix, Arizona 85003

(602) 254-6300

FAX (602) 254-6490

NMotices shall be deemed received on date delivered, if deli‘vel‘ed by hand, on the day
it is sent by facsimile transmission, on the second day after its deposit with any
commercial air courier or express services or, if mailed, ten (10) days after the notice
is deposited in the United States mail as above provided, and on the delivery date
indicated on receipt if delivered by certified or registered mail. Any time period
stated in a notice shall be computed from the time the notice is deemed received.
Notices sent by facsimile transmission shall also be sent by regular mail to the
recipient at the above address. This requirement for duplicate notice is not intended
to change the effective date of the notice sent by facsimile transmission.

FORCE MAJEURE

Neither party shall be responsible for delays or failures in performance resulting from
acts beyond their control. Such acts shall include, but not be limited to, acts of God,
riots, acts of war, epidemics, governmental regulations imposed after the fact, fire,
communication line failures, power failures, or earthquakes.

ADVERTISING

No advertising or publicity concerning MAG using RPTA's services shall be
undertaken without prior written approval of such advertising or publicity by MAG's
Executive Director.
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COUNTERPARTS

This AGREEMENT may be executed in one or more counterpatts, anid each
originally executed duplicate counterpart of this AGREEMENT shall be deemed to
possess the full force and effect of the original.

CAPTIONS

The captions usedin this AGREEMENT are solely for the convenience of the patties, |
do not constitute a part of this AGREEMENT and are not to be used to constiue or
interpret this AGREEMENT,

SEVERABILITY

If any term or provision of this AGREEMENT shall be found to be illegal or
unenforceable, then notwithstanding such illegality or unenforceability, this
AGREEMENT shall remain in full force and effect and such term or provision shall
be deemed to be deleted.

AUTHORITY

Each party hereby warrants and represents that it has full power and authority to enter
into and perform this AGREEMENT, and that the person signing on behalf of each
has been properly authorized and empowered to enter this AGREEMENT. Each
party further acknowledges that it has read this AGREEMENT, understands it, and
agrees to be bound by it.

XXII YEAR 2000 COMPLIANCE

A.

DEFINITIONS

"Year 2000 Compliant” means having the capability to: (a) accurately and
consistently process date information before, during and after January 1, 2000
(including the Year 2000 as a leap year), including but not limited to accepting date
input, providing date output on dates or portions of dates, date calculations, logical
functions, program branching, format conversion, edits and validations, and the use
of dates in comparisons, sorting, sequencing, merging, retricving, searching and
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indexing; (b) function accurately and without interruption before, during and after
January 1, 2000 (including the Year 2000 as a leap year), without any change in
operations associated with the advent of the new century; (c) respond (o two-digit
input in a way that resolves any ambiguity as to century in a disclosed, defined and
predetermined manner; and (d) store and provide output of date, including displaying
information in ways that are unambiguous as to century.

"Information Technology Product" means all computerized and auxiliary automated
information processing, telecommunications and related technology, including
hardware, software, firmware, vendor support and related services, and equipment
(including without limitation, computers date processing, microprocessors,
calculators, programmable systems and other electronic devices).

B. REPRESENTATIONS AND WARRANTIES

RPTA represents and watrants that any and all Information Technology Product[s]
that the RPTA will deliver under this AGREEMENT will;

L. Be "Year 2000 Compliant" as defined above.

2. Lose no functionality or performance with respect to the introduction of
records or data containing dates falling on or after January 1, 2000, and will
be interoperable with other software used by MAG which interacts with the
Information Technology Product[s] or which may deliver records or data to
the Information Technology Product[s] , including but not limited to back-up
and archive data.

Notwithstanding any other limitation of warranty or wairanties in this
AGREEMENT, the above Year 2000 warranty shall extend into the Year 2000, and
the remedies available to MAG under such Year 2000 warranty shall also include,
but not be limited to, repair or replacement of any or all Information Technology
Product[s] whose non-compliance are discovered and made known to the RPTA by
MAG.

Nothing in this warranty shall be consirued to limit any rights or remedies MAG may

otherwise have under this AGREEMENT with respect to RPTA's noncompliance with its
obligations other than Year 2000 performance.
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IN WITNESS WHEREQF, the parties hereto have caused these presents to be executed by their duly

authorized officers.
MARICOPA ASSQCIATION QF
GOVERNMENTS
(/B 7/&% ﬁ //Z
Date enms Srmth
MAG Executive Director
REGIONAL PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION
AUTHORITY
By
/ pé ‘f/ 08" —%}M%?b
Date David Boggs

Reviewed as to form:

Executive Director

go/:a/og

Date

i})}{’I‘A General Counsel

lofar/og
Datef
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CERTIFICATION OF MAG

T hereby certify that T am the MAG Executive Director and that RPTA or its representative has not
been required, directly or indirectly as an expressed or implied condition in connection with
obtaining or carrying out this AGREEMENT to:

A, Employ or retain, or agree to employ or retain, any firm or person; or

B. Pay, or agree to pay, to any firm or person or organization, any fee, contribution, donation,
or consideration of any kind.

I acknowledge that this certificate is to be furnished to the Regional Transit Administration, and is
subject to applicable State and Federal laws, both criminal and civil.

I A [ [ o
Date Dennis Smith
MAG Executive Director
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CERTIFICATION OF RPTA

I hereby certify to the best of my knowledge and belief that the Regional Public Transportation
Authority, whose address is 302 N. First Avenue, Suite 700, Phoenix, Arizona, and I, as the
Executive Director:

A. Have not employed or retained for a commission, percentage, brokerage, contingent fee, or other

consideration, any firm or person (other than a bona fide employee working solely for me or the
above firm) to solicit or secure this AGREEMENT,;

. Have not agreed, as an expressed or implied condition for obtaining the AGREEMENT, to
employ or retain the services of any firm or person in connection with carrying out the
AGREEMENT;

. Have not paid, or agreed to pay, to any firm, organization, or person (other than a bona fide
employee working solely for me or the above firm) any fee, contribution, donation, or
consideration of any kind for, or in connection with, procuring or cairying out the
AGREEMENT;

. Are not presently debarred, suspended, proposed for debarment, declared ineligible, or
voluntarily excluded from covered transactions by any Federal department or agency, and are not
prohibited from working on Federally assisted projects;

. Have not within a three-year period preceding this proposal been convicted of or had a civil
judgment rendered against them for commission of fraud or a criminal offense in connection
with obtaining, attempting to obtain, or performing a public (Federal, State or local) transaction
or AGREEMENT under a public transaction: violation of Federal or State antitrust statutes or
commission of embezzlement, theft, forgery, bribery, falsification or destruction of records,
making false statements, or receiving stolen property,

. Are not presently indicted for or otherwise criminally or civilly charged by a governmental entity
(Federal, State or local) with commissions of any of the offenses enumerated in paragraph (E)

of this certification; and

. Have not within a three-year period preceding this application/proposal had one or more public
transaction (Federal, State or Iocal) terminated for cause or defaulit.
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Where RPTA is unable to certify to any of the statements in this certification, it shall attach an
explanation,

I acknowledge that this certificate is to be furnished to MAG and the Regional Transit
Administration and is subject to applicable State and Federal laws, both criminal and civil.

By
REGIONAL PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION
AUTHORITY
L »
/0 bslo®
/ Date David Boggs

Executive Director
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CERTIFICATION LIMITING LOBBYING ACTIVITIES
David Boggs, acting as agent for RPTA certifies, to the best of his/her knowledge and belief, that:

(1) No Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid, by or on behalf of RPTA to any
person for influencing or attempting to influence an officer or employee of any Federal agency, a
Member of Congress, an officer or employee of Congress, or an employee of a Member of Congress
in connection with the awarding of any Federal contract the making of any Federal grant, the making
of any Pederal loan, the entering into of any cooperative agreement, and the extension, continuation,
renewal, amendment, or modification of any Federal contract, grant, loan, or coopetative agreement,

(2) If any funds other than Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid to any person
for influencing or attempting to influence an officer or employee of any Federal agency, a Member
of Congress, an officer or employee of Congress, or an employee of a Member of Congress in
connection with this Federal contract, grant, loan, or cooperative agreement, RPTA shall complete
and submit Standard Form-LLL, “Disclosure Form to Report Lobbying”, in accordance with its
instructions,

(3) RPTA shall require that the language of this cettification be included in the award documents
for all subawards at all tiers (including subgrants, and contracts and subcontracts under grants,
subgrants, loans, and cooperative agreements), which exceed $100,000, and that all such
subrecipients shall certify and disclose accordingly.

This certification is a material representation of fact upon which reliance was placed when this
transaction was made or entered into. Submission of this certification is prerequisite for making or
entering into this transaction imposed by Section 1352, Title 31, U.S. Code. Any person who fails
to file the required certification shall be subject to a civil penalty of not less than $10,000 and not
more than $100,000 for each such failure.

David Boggs Executive Director
Name Title

Zy.r7) 4
Signature Date
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Regional Transit Planning

Develop strategies to promote mobility, as well as the
social and economic well-being of the community, by
providing an efficient and effective regional transit
system that addresses the travel needs of the public.

Follow-up on FY 2008 Outcome Measures

» Measure: Complete transit facility plans to sup-
port existing and future transit services in Maricopa
County.

Result: METRO initiated three alternative analyses. The
outcomes of these analyses will identify future transit
facilities. RPTA completed a Regional Park-and-Ride
Reprioritization Study to determine when the 13 region-
ally funded park-and-rides identified in the Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP) need to be completed to
support planned express bus investments. This study will
be followed in FY 2009 by a similar study to determine
the implementation priority for the 13 regional transit .
centers identified in the RTP.

Measure: Refine the Transit Life Cycle Program
(TLCP), which is a requirement of Proposition 400,
that shows that the transit program is in fiscal balance
and that the transit projects are scheduled in accor-
dance with the RTP.

Result: RPTA retained the services of the firm HDR/SR
Beard to perform an audif of the financial, operating,
and capital assumptions that provide the basis for the
Transit Life Cycle Program. The audit includes recom-
mendations to guide the implementation of the TLCP

Measure: Update of the Long Range Transit Plan,
which serves as a component of the RTP.

Result: MAG updated the transit element of the RTP
with input from RPTA and METRO. RPTA undertook
an update of the financial element of the TLCP to reflect
changes in the half-cent sales tax revenue forecast.
METRO submitted the Light Rail/High Capacity Transit
Lifecycle Program element fo RPTA for inclusion into
the TLCP.

Measure: Update of the transit element of the TIP.
Result: RPTA coordinated the regional transit element

of the MAG Transportation Improvement Program
(T1P) and assisted agencies in identifying capital needs

600-9
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and developing project submittals.

Measure: Provide written responses to agencies
requesting comments on environmental and design
concept studies, as appropriate, to make sure appro-
priate transit components are considered during the
study process.

Result: METRO, during the Alternative Analysis (AA)/
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) process in
on-going corridor studies, has formally requested agencies
to participate as participating, and in some instances, as
cooperating agencies in these studies. RPTA staff provided
comments on environmental studies and design concept
reports undertaken by ADOT in FY 2008. Staff also
provided comnents on master development project appli-
cations and rezoning applications subsmitted by various
local jurisdictions in Maricopa County.

Measure: Conduct a corridor planning study for the
Arizona Avenue Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) line. This
route is one of a series of arterial street BRT lines iden-
tified in the RTP and funded through Proposition 400.

Result: Work on the Arizona Avenue BRT corridor
planning study was initiated in FY 2008 and will be
completed in FY 2009.

Measure: Create a plan, in cooperation with transpor-
tation public safety stakeholders, that defines roles and
responsibilities in the implementation of the county-
wide Transportation Emergency Support Function
(ESF-1) RPTA is the designated lead agency for ESF-1.
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FY 2009 Unified Planning Work Program & Annual Budget

Result: The Southeast Maricopa/Northern Pinal
County study has been tentatively deferred to FY 2009
subject to definition of funding partners for portions of
the siudy area outside Maricopa County.

Measure: Develop a model Transit Oriented Develop-
inent ordinance (TOD) that can be adopted by RPTA
and MAG member agencies to help communities
promote bus transit friendly, development around
regional and local transit centers.

Result: Development of the TOD model ordinance was
initiated in FY 2008 and will be completed in FY 2009.

« Measure: Increase membet agency and stakeholder
awareness of the strength, weaknesses, opportunities,
and threat associated with commuter rail service in
the MAG region.

Result: MAG conducted a regional SWOT (Strengths,
Weaknesses, Opportunities, and Threats) Analysis as
part of the strategic planning process for commuter rail.
Regional stakeholders guided development of the SWOT
Analysis and the resulting implementation plan.

Measute: Finalize the Commuter Rail Strategic Plan
presented for adoption by the MAG Regional Council,

Result: The Commuter Rail Strategic Plan was finalized
for review by the MAG Regional Council.

+ Measure: Recommend a preferred commuter rail
corridor from the highest rated corridors in the Com-
muter Rail Strategic Plan.

Result: As decided through the commuter rail stake-
holders process, the relative strengths and weaknesses

of individual corridors were evaluated, but the plan did
not select a prefer commuter rail corridor. Future plan-
ning work, including a Corridor Development Plan, will
help identify a preferred corridor.

+ Measure: Develop a draft scope for the Commuter
Rail Corridor Development Plan.

Result: A scope of work for Phase II of the Commuiter
Rail Strategic Plan was developed.

FY 2009 Objectives

s, Conduct the Regional Transit Framework Study.

s Conduct Phase II work of the Commuter Rail Strate-
gic Plan (Corridor Development Plan).

.2 Develop transit facility plans to support existing and
future transit services in Maricopa County as well
as services that address emerging inter-county work
trips. Coordinate efforts with ADOT, municipalities,
and developers to identify and evaluate transit facility
options. .

4 Assist with planning, design, and environmental
efforts to implement future high capacity transit cor-
ridors as identified in the RTP,

4a Provide planning support to assist in the integration of
the Regional Freeway Program and the Arterial Street
Program with the transit components of the RTT.

4n Develop and refine criteria that will allow for the
evaluation of the performance of implemented transit
investments,

. Assist with planning and design to implement the
transit recommendations identified in the MAG RTP.

s Work with local member agencies in the development
of local transit plans and small area transit studies.

s Coordinate development of interagency emergency
transportation protocols as part of large area evacua-
tion planning.

a Continue planning efforts to improve the efficiency,
effectiveness, and integration of the region’s demand
response transit services to meet community needs.

«aa Initiate the planning process to frame how commuter
rail service will be implemented for a specific corridor
in the MAG segion.
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4 MAG will provide support to METRO for the follow-
ing projects:

~ The completion of the Central Mesa AA/DEIS/
Design Concept Study.

— The completion of the I-10 West Alternative
Analysis and continue the DEIS.

- The completion of the LRT Transit System Con-
figuration Study, Phase II.

FY 2009 Outcome Measures

» Complete the Regional Transit Framework Study.

= Complete the Phase II work of the Commuter Rail

Strategic Plan (Corridor Development Plan). » The completion the LRT Transit System Configuration
Study, Phase II.
* Complete transit facility plans to support existing and
future transit services in Maricopa County. » Valley Metro/RPTA will conduct the following proj-
ects:
* Update the Transit Life Cycle Program, which is a
requirement of Proposition 400, that shows that the — Complete a Design Concept Report study for the
transit program is in fiscal balance and that the transit Arizona Avenue Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) line. This
projects are scheduled in accordance with the RTP. route is one of a series of arterial street BRT lines
identified in the RTP and funded through Proposi-
* Update of the Long Range Transit Plan, which serves tion 400,

as a component of the RTP.
— Create a plan, in cooperation with transporta-

* Update of the transit element of the TIP, tion public safety stakeholders, that defines roles
and responsibilities in the implementation of the
 Complete Short Range Transit Plan, countywide Transportation Einergency Support
Function (ESF-1). RPTA is the designated lead
* Provide written responses to agencies requesting com- agency for ESF-1.
ments on environmental and design concept studies,
as appropriate, to make sure appropriate transit com- — Complete development of a model Transit Ori-
ponents are considered during the study process. ented Development ordinance that can be adopted
by RPTA and MAG inember agencies to help com-
* Complete the Commuter Rail Corridor Development munities promote bus transit friendly development
Plan. around regional and local transit centers.
* Undertake a development planning study for a cor- - Increase member agency and stakeholder aware-
ridor identified in the Commuter Rail Strategic Plan. ness of the strength, weaknesses, opportunities,
and threats associated with commuter rail service
* MAG will provide support to METRO for the follow- in the MAG region.
ing projects:

* The completion of the Central Mesa AA/DEIS/Design
Concept Study.

* The completion of the I-10 West Alternative Analysis
and continue the DEIS,
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APPENDIX A-2
SCOPE OF SERVICES
TASK 1.0 - LONG RANGE TRANSIT PLANNING
Task 1.1 — Regional Transit Planning

* Refine and update the systems level studies and the transit element of the Regional
Transportation Plan, which includes future transit mode feasibility studies.

+ Continue assisting with planning, design, and environmental assessments to implement the
Northwest Valley LRT extension, and the I-10 West High Capacity Transit Cortidor,

+ Continue assisting with planning and environmental assessments associated with the Rural Road
and Main Street Alternatives Analyses,

* Provide technical support for the integration of the MAG freeway plans and the Long Range
Regional Transit Plan. This integration will include such issues as air quality, high occupancy
vehicle lanes, joint use facility opportunities, and traffic congestion management.

+ Provide technical support to MAG in the development of the Regional Transit Framework Study.,

* Building on the work of the Regional Paratransit Study, evaluate opportunities and obstacles to
development of a cooperative inter-jurisdictional model of transit for the elderly and persons with
disabilities.

Task 1.2 - Stakeholder Coordination/Outreach

* Conduct and/or participate in public meetings and open house/workshops as part of the
development of the annual transit element of the MAG RTP,

* Provide technical support as requested to other member communities developing transit plans or
studies.

* Participate in the RTP Partners process.

* Participate in the Freeway Issues Working Group.
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» Participate in the development of inter county transportation studies with ADOT, MAG, Maricopa
County, and Pinal County.

Deliverables:

* An updated transit element for the MAG RTP.
TASK 2.0 - SHORT RANGE TRANSIT PLANNING

Task 2.1 — Technical Support

* In coordination with MAG, provide coordination and planning assistance to human service
agencies and community custom transit service providers.

* Collect and analyze information from operators and area communities to develop an Annual
Transit Performance Report (ATPR), emphasizing current and next year programs. Oversee
development and implementation of web based transit performance reporting tool.

* Organize and maintain transportation/transit resources and conduct research and surveys on related
issues. Study overall performance of bus service offerings through a detailed analysis of
performance factors. QOutcomes should include strategies to improve or modify lowest
performance-related services and development of recurring evaluation strategy and methodology
that can be applied to a regular rating process.

Task 2.2 — ADA Federal Oversight
» Assist with the review and recommendation of grant applications for federal Elderly and Persons
with Disabilities Transportation Program funds to the MAG Regional Council for Arizona

Department of Transportation (ADOT) special transportation capital assistance.

» Monitor compliance with and update the Joint Complementary Paratransit requirements for the
region.

* In order to comply effectively and efficiently with the transit provisions of the ADA, monitor,

document, and report the implementation of modifications required for fixed route and Dial-a-Ride
transit systems.
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» Develop and administer a program that can effectively adjudicate issues of compliance and ADA
eligibility.

» Work with RPTA member jurisdictions and agencies to identify regional coordination strategies
that address the transportation needs of the region’s AIDA community.

Task 2.3 - Education and Outreach

» Act as a resource for transit information for persons with disabilities, agencies serving persons
with disabilities, and other transit agencies and providers in the region. Provide outreach to ADA
populations as part of ongoing transit planning efforts. As appropriate, coordinate this outreach
with other regional public involvement efforts, especially the MAG Public Involvement Program.

Deliverables:

* Annual Transit Performance Report (includes information previously provided by in the
Performance Management Analysis System Report [PMAS]).

* Quarterly Planning Projects Report.

*» Survey to compare the performance through various operating indicators of the transit systems in
selected peer cities.

Task 3.0 - CAPITAL PLANNING PROGRAM
Task 3.1 — Evaluation of Capital Investments

* Recognizing the RPTA/Valley Metro and MAG commitment to performance based planning,
collect and analyze infrastructure and other capital investment information from transit service
operations and area communities to assess impact of RPTA/Valley Metro and MAG funded transit
investments. Results of this analysis will help guide future transit investment decisions.

* Undestake development of regional bus stop inventory. Said inventory will utilize input from
individual bus stop inventories maintained by municipalities within Maricopa County.

* Prepare annual inventory of capital assets for the American Public Transportation Association
(APTA) Transit Vehicle Survey (Allow for peer system comparisons, and insure that
RPTA/Valley Metro has up to date data on capital assets. The latter is important when evaluating
capital needs, especially in light of asset depreciation and replacement.).
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» Undertake a reprioritization of the regional Transit Centers identified in the 2003 Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP). The project will insure that the phasing of these facilities conforms
to the transit service phasing identified in the RTP and Proposition 400, which was approved by
Maricopa County voters in 2004.

Task 3.2 — Develop Capital Program

* Develop the draft update of the transit element of the 2010-2014 TTP in cooperation with member
and non-member agencies,

» Provide and maintain a long-range capital needs program in support of project development and
funding requirements.

* Develop transit facility plans to support existing and future transit services in Maricopa County.
Where necessary, coordination efforts will continue with ADOT, municipalities, and developers
to identify and evaluate transit facility options. Facility master plans, regional guidelines, and
research reports for facility development needs will also be prepared.

Deliverables

* The draft transit element of the 2010-2014 TIP,

* Preliminary development of passenger and operating facilities, such as park-and-rides, transit
centers, priority bus treatments, operating bases, and bus stop improvements. Projects include
planning for new transit facilities, as well as refurbishment.

TASK 4.0 - ADMINISTRATION OF THE PLANNING PROGRAM

Task 4.1 — Reports and Audits

* Develop the transit-related elements of the FY 2009 Unified Planning Work Program in
coordination with state agencies and local governments,

* Assist in the development of the MAG Annual Performance Report. The repott is a requirement
of HB 2456. Valley Metro/RPTA shall be responsible for development of the annual transit
report, which shall provide input to the annual performance report.

* Provide regional coordination for local review of A-95 projects.
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Deliverables

* Progress reports to MAG.
» Updates to the transit-related elements of the FY 10 Unified Planning Work Program.
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APPENDIX B

COMPLIANCE WITH TITLE VI OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1964
FOR
FEDERAL-AID CONTRACTS

The contractor will comply with Executive Order 11246 entitled Equal Employment Opportunity
as amended by Executive Order 11375 and as supplemented in Department of Labor Regulations (41

Code of Federal Regulations Part 60) which are hereby incorporated by reference and made a part
of this AGREEMENT.,
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APPENDIX C

EXECUTIVE ORDER 99-4
AMENDING 75-5
REVISED MARCH 1, 1999

PROHIBITION OF DISCRIMINATION IN STATE CONTRACT
NONDISCRIMINATION IN EMPLOYMENT BY GOVERNMENT CONTRACTORS
AND SUBCONTRACTORS

I, Jane Dee Hull, under and by virtue of the authority vested in me as Governor of the State of
Arizona by the Constitution and Statutes of the State of Arizona do order and direct:

PART I: NONDISCRIMINATION IN EMPLOYMENT BY GOVERNMENT
CONTRACTORS AND SUBCONTRACTORS

All government confracting agencies shall include in every government contract hereinafter entered

into the following provisions:
During the performance of this Agreement, the contractor agrees as follows:

A. The contractor will not discriminate against any employee or applicant for employment
because of race, age, color, religion, sex, or national origin. The contractor will take
affirmative action to ensure that applicants are employed and that employees are treated
during employment without regard to their race, age, color, religion, sex, or national
origin. Such action shall include, but not be limited to, the following: employment,
upgrading, demotion or transfer, recruitment or recruitment advertising, lay-off or
termination, rates of pay or other forms of compensation, and selection for training,
including apprenticeship. The contractor agrees to post in conspicuous places available
to employees and applicants for employment notices to be provided by the contracting
officer setting forth the provisions of this nondiscrimination clause.

A continued Executive Order No. 75-5 is hereby amended to permit government
contractors and subcontractors that are religious organizations to provide employment
preferences based upon religion when dealing with a bona fide occupational
qualification reasonably necessary to the operation of the religious organization, in
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accordance with the requirements of Title 41, chapter 9, article 4, Arizona Revised
Statutes.

Executive Order No. 75-5 prohibits all government contractors and subcontractors from
discriminating against any employee or applicant for employment because of race, age,
color, religions, sex or national origin. Executive Order 75-5 further requires all
government contractors and subcontractors to take affirmative action to ensure that
applicants are employed and employees are treated during employment without regard
to their race, age, color, religion, sex or national origin.

Arizona's Civil Rights Act, Title 41, chapter 9, article 4, does not apply to religious
organizations with respect to employment of individuals of a particular religion to
perform work connected with the activities of the employer. It also provides that
religious organizations may provide employment preferences based upon religion when
dealing with a bona fide occupational qualification reasonable necessary to the operation
of the religious organization. This is consistent with the provisions of the Civil Rights
Act of 1964 (42 U.S.C. 2000e, et seq.). In addition, in the Personal Responsibility and
Work Opportunity Reconciliation Act, P.L. 104-193, Congress provided that religious
organizations are eligible for the receipt of federal funds on the same basis as other
private organizations. The contractor will in all solicitations or advertisement for
employees placed by or on behalf of the contractor state that all qualified applicants will
receive consideration for the employment without regard to race, age, color, religion,
sex or national origin.

The contractor will send to each labor union or representative of workers with which he
has a collective bargaining agreement or other contract or understanding a notice to be
provided by the agency contracting officer advising the labor union or workers'
representative of the contractor's commitments under the Executive Order and shall post
copies of the notice in conspicuous places available to employees and applicants for
employment.

The contractor will furnish all information and reports required by the contracting
agency and will permit access to his books, records, and accounts by the contracting
agency and the Civil Rights Division for purposes of investigation to ascertain
compliance with such rules, regulations and orders.

In the event of the contractor's noncompliance with the nondiscrimination clauses of this
contract or with any of such rules, regulations or orders of the Arizona Civil Rights
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Division said noncompliance will be considered a material breach of the contract and
this contract may be cancelled, terminated or suspended in whole or in part, and the
contractor may be declared ineligible for further government contracts until said
contractor has been found to be in compliance with the provisions of this order and the
rules and regulations of the Arizona Civil Rights Division, and such sanctions may be
imposed and remedies invoked as provided in Part I of this order, and the rules and
regulations of the Arizona Civil Rights Division.

The contractor will include the provisions of paragraphs A through E in every
subcontractor purchase order so that such provisions will be binding upon each
subcontractor or vendor. The contractor will take such action with respect in the
subcontract or purchase order as the contracting agency may direct as a means of
enforcing such provisions, including sanctions for noncompliance; provided, however,
that in the event the contractor becomes involved in or is threatened with litigation with
a subcontractor or vendor as a result of such direction by the contracting agency, the
contractor may request the State of Arizona to enter into such litigation to protect the
interest of the State of Arizona,

Each contractor having a contract containing the provisions prescribed in this section
shall file and shall cause each of his subcontractors to file compliance reports with the
contracting agency or the Civil Rights Division, as may be directed. Compliance reports
shall be filed within such times and shall contain such information as the practices,
policies, programs and employment policies, programs and employment statistics of the
contractor and each subcontract and shall be in such form as the Arizona Civil Rights
Division may prescribe.

Bidders or prospective contractors or subcontractors shall be required to state whether
they have participated in any previous contract subject to the provisions of this order or
any preceding similar Executive Order and in that event to submit on behalf of
themselves and the proposed subcontractors compliance reports prior to, or as an initial
part of negotiation of a contract.

Whenever the contractor or subcontractor has a collective bargaining agreement or other
contract or understanding with a labor union or an agency referring workers or providing
or supervising apprenticeship or training for such workers, the compliance report shall
include such information from such labor unions or agency practices and policies
affecting compliance as the contracting agency or Civil Rights Division may prescribe;
provided that, to the extend such information is within the exclusive possession of a
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labor union or an agency referring workers or providing or supervising apprenticeship
or training and such labor union or agency shall refuse to furnish such information to
the contractor, the contractor shall so certify the contracting agency as part of its
compliance report and shall set forth what efforts he has made to obtain such
information.

I. The contracting agency or the Civil Rights Division shall require that the bidder or
prospective contractor or subcontractor shall submit as part of his compliance report a
statement in writing signed by an authorized officer or agent on behalf of any labor
union or any agency referring workers or providing or supervising apprenticeship or
other training with which the bidder or prospective contractor deals with supporting
information to the effect that the signer's practices and policies do not discriminate on
the grounds of race, color, religion, sex or national origin, and that the signer either will
affirmatively cooperate in the implementation of the policy and provisions of this order
orthatitconsents and agrees that recruitment employment and the terms and conditions
of employmentunder the proposed contract shall be in accordance with the purpose and
provisions of this order. In event that the union or the agency shall refuse to execute
such statement, the compliance shall so certify and set forth what efforts have been
made to secure such a statement and such additional factual material as the contracting
agency or the Civil Rights Division may require.

PART II: ENFORCEMENT

A. Each contracting agency shall be primarily responsible for obtaining compliance with this
Executive Order with respect to contracts entered into by such agency or its contractors, All
contracting agencies shall comply with the rules of the Civil Rights Division in discharging
their primary responsibility for securing compliance with the provisions of contracts and
otherwise with the terms of this order and the rules and regulations and orders of the Civil
Rights Division issued pursuant to this order. They are directed to cooperate with the Civil
Rights Division and to furnish the Division such information and assistance as it may require
in the performance and assistance as it may require in the performance of the Division's
functions under this order. They are further directed to appoint or designate from among the
agency personnel compliance officers. It shall be the duty of such officers to first seek
compliance with the objective of this order by conference, conciliation, mediation or
petrsuasion.

B. The Civil Rights Division may investigate the employment practices of any government
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contractor or subcontractor of initiate such investigation by the appropriate contracting
agency or determine whether or not the contractual provisions specified in this order have
been violated, Such investigations shall be conducted in accordance with the procedures
establishment by the Civil Rights Division and the investigating agencies shall report to the
Civil Rights Division any action taken or recommended. The Civil Rights Division may
receive and investigate or cause (o be investigated complaints by employees or prospective
employees of a government contractor or subcontractor which allege discrimination contrary
to the contractual provisions specified in Part Tof this order. If the investigation is conducted
for the Civil Rights Division by a contracting agency that agency shall report to the Civil
Rights Division what action has been taken or its recommended with regard to such

complaint.

. The Civil Rights Division shall use its best efforts directly and through contracting agencies,
other interested state and local agencies, contractors and all other available instrumentalities
to cause any labor union engaged in work under government contracts or any agency
referring workers or providing or supervising apprenticeship or training for or in the course
of such work or cooperate in the implementation of the purpose of this order.

. The Civil Rights Division or any agency, officer or employee in the executive branch of the
government designated by rule, regulation or order of the Civil Rights Division may hold
such hearings, public or private as the Division may deem advisable for the compliance,
enforcement of educational purposes. The Civil Rights Division may hold or cause to be
held hearings in accordance with rules and regulations issued by the Civil Rights Division
prior to imposing, ordering or recommending the imposition of penalties and sanctions under
this order.

. Noorderfor debarment of any contractor from further government contracts under this order
shall be made without affording the contractor an opportunity for a hearing.

Sanctions and Penalties. In accordance with such rules, regulations or orders as the Civil
Rights Division may issue or adopt, the Civil Rights Division or the appropriate contracting
agency may publish or cause to be published the names of contractors or unions which it has
concluded have complied or have failed to comply with the provisions of this order and with
the rules, regulations and orders of the Civil Rights Division.

1. Contracts may be cancelled in whole or in part, terminated, or suspended absolutely, or
continuation of contracts may be conditioned upon a program for future compliance
approved by the contracting agency or the Civil Rights Division; provided that any
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contracting agency shall refrain from entering into further contracts, extensions or other
modifications of existing contract with any noncomplying contractor until such
contractor has established and will carry out personnel and employment policies in
compliance with the provisions of this order.

Under rules and regulations prescribed by the Civil Rights Division, each contracting
agency shall make reasonable efforts within a reasonable time limitation to secure
compliance with the contract provisions of this order by methods of conference,
conciliation, mediation and persuasion before proceedings shall be instituted under this
order or before a contract shall be cancelled or terminated in whole or in part under this
order for failure of a contractor or subcontractor to comply with the contract provision
of this order.

G. This Executive Order shall become effective within sixty (60) days of its issuance.

IN WITNESS WHEREOQF, T have hereunto set my hand and caused to be affixed the Great Seal
of the State of Arizona

DONE at the Capitol in Phoenix this First day of March in the year of Our Lord One Thousand Nine
Hundred and Ninety-Nine and of the Independence of the United States of America the Two
Hundred and Twenty-third.

Jane Dee Hull
GOVERNOR

In order to carry out the provisions of Executive Order 99-4 Amending 75-5, the consultant

shall comply with the requirements of:

Standard Federal Equal Employment Opportunity Construction Contract Specifications,
July 1, 1978, Revised November 3, 1980, Revised April 15, 1981, and

Notice of Requirement for Affirmative Action to Ensure Equal Employment
Opportunity, July 1, 1978, Revised November 3, 1980, Revised April 15, 1981.
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APPENDIX D

MISCELLANEOUS NON-DISCRIMINATION ACTS

The contractor shall comply with Title V1L of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended, the Age
Discrimination in Employment Act of 1975, and State Executive Order No. 99-4 Amending 75-5
which mandates that all persons, regardless of race, color, religion, sex, age, national origin or
political affiliation, shall have equal access to employment opportunities. RPTA shall comply with
section 503 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as amended, which prohibits discrimination in the
employment or advancement in employment of qualified persons because of physical or mental
handicap. RPTA shall comply with the requirements of Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of
1973, as amended, which prohibits discrimination on the basis of handicap, in delivering contract
services.
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APPENDIX E

ENVIRONMENTAL, RESOURCE, ENERGY PROTECTION, AND
CONSERVATION REQUIREMENTS

Environmental Policy. The National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, as amended, 42.
U.S.C. §8 1601 et seq.; the Council on Environmental Quality regulations, 40 C.E.R. Part 1500
et seq.; and the FHWA/FTA regulation, “Environmental Impact and Related Procedures,” 23
C.F.R. Part 771, as amended, are applicable to the Project.

Compliance with Environmental Standards. RPTA shall comply with the provisions of the
Clean Air Act, asamended, 42 U.S.C. §§1857 et seq.; the Federal Water Pollution Control Act,
as amended, 33 U.S.C. §§ 1251 et seq.; and implementing regulations, in the facilities that are
involved in the Project for which Federal assistance is given. RPTA shall ensure that the
facilities under ownership, lease or supervision, whether directly or under contract, that will
be utilized in the accomplishment of the Project are not listed on the Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) List of Violating Facilities. Contracts, subcontracts, and subgrants of amounts
in excess of $100,000 shall contain a provision requiring compliance with all applicable
standards, orders, orrequirements issued pursuant to Federal statute or regulation, RPTA shall
be responsible for reporting any violations to the FHWA and to the EPA Assistant
Administrator for Enforcement. In addition, RPTA shall notify the FHWA of the receipt of
any communication from the Director of the EPA Office of Federal Activities indicating that
a facility to be utilized in the Project is under consideration for listing by EPA.

Air Pollution. No facilities or equipment shall be acquired, constructed, or improved as a part
of the Project unless RPTA obtains satisfactory assurances that they are (or will be) designed
and equipped to limit air pollution as provided in accordance with the following EPA
regulations: “Control of Air Pollution from Motor Vehicles and Motor Vehicle Engines,” 40
C.F.R. Part 85; “Control of Air Pollution from New Motor Vehicles and New Motor Vehicle
Engines: Test Procedures for Light-Duty Vehicles and Light-Duty Trucks and Selective
Enforcement Auditing of New Light-Duty Vehicles, Light-Duty Trucks and Heavy-Duty
Engines,” 40 C.E.R. Part 86; and “Fuel Economy of Motor Vehicles,” 40 C.F.R. Part 600; in
accordance with applicable federally-approved State Implementation Plan(s) (in particular, the
Transportation Control Measures); and in accordance with appropriate FAA directives and all
other applicable standards.

Use of Public Lands. No publicly owned land from a park, recreation area, or wildlife or
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waterfowl refuge of national, State or local significance as determined by the Federal, State or
local officials having jurisdiction thereof, or any land from an historic site of national, State,
or local significance may be used for the Project unless specific findings required under 49
U.S.C. § 303 are made by the Department of Transportation.

E. Historic Preservation. RPTA shall assist the Government (Federal Transit Administration) to
comply with Section 106 of the national Historic Preservation Act invelving historic and

archaeological preservation by:

1. Consulting the State Historic Preservation Officer on the conduct of investigations, in
accordance with Advisory Council on Historic Preservation regulations, “Protection of
Historic and Cultural Properties”, 36 C.E.R. Part 800, to identify properties and resources
listed in or eligible for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places that may be
affected by the Project, and notifying the Government (FHWA) of the existence of any such
properties; and

2.  Complying with all Federal requirements to avoid or mitigate adverse effects upon such
propetties.

F. Energy Conservation. RPTA shall comply with mandatory standards and policies relating to
energy efficiency that are contained in applicable State energy conservation plans issued in

compliance with the Energy Policy and Conservation Act, 42 U.S.C. §§ 6321 et seq.

G. Mitigation of Adverse Environmental Effects. Should the proposed Project cause adverse

environmental effects, RPTA shall take all reasonable steps to minimize such effects pursuant
1049 U.S.C. app. § 1610, other applicable statutes, and the procedures set forth in 23 C.F.R. Part
771. RPTA shall undertake all environmental mitigation measures that may be identified as
commitments in applicable environmental documents (such as environmental assessments,
environmental impact statements, memoranda of contracts, and statements required by 49 U.S.
C. § 303) and with any conditions imposed by the Government as part of a finding of no
significant impact or a record of decision; all such mitigation measures are incorporated in and
made part of this agreement by reference. In the event that some or all mitigation measures are
deferred, once such measures are agreed upon by MAG and RPTA, those mitigation methods
subsequently determined will be incorporated into this agreement. Such mitigation measures
may not be modified or withdrawn without the express written approval of MAG.

H. Use of Fly Ash in Cement and Concrete. In carrying out the Project, RPTA shall make all
appropriate efforts to foster the use of fly ash, substantially in compliance with EPA regulations
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“Guideline for Federal Procurement of Cement and Concrete Containing Fly Ash”, 40 C.F.R.
Part 249, Should RPTA make a determination that the use of fly ash is inappropriate in a
particular procurement of cement or concrete, RPTA shall provide FHWA a wrilten justification
to support that decision.
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Addendum
ENVIRONMENTAL REGULATIONS AND POLICIES

This project will demonstrate compliance with all applicable federal, state and local regulations,
including but not limited to the following environmental regulations and any related subsequent

guidance or regulations:
Federal

National Environmental Policy Act of 1969

36 CFR 800 - Protection of Historic Properties

23 CFR 771 - Environmental Impact and Related Procedures

FHPM 7-7-3 - Procedures for the Abatement of Highway Traffic and Construction Noise
FHPM 7-79 - Air Quality Guidelines

Endangered Species Act of 1973, and supplements

Executive Order 11990 (Protection of Wetlands)

Executive Order 11988 (Floodplain Management)

National Historic Preservation Act of 1966

Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act

Wild and Scenic Rivers Act of 1969

Section 402 (NPDES) and Section 404 of the Clean Water Act

Federal Farmlands Protection Policy Act of 1981

FHW A Technical Advisory T6640.8, “Guidance Material for the Preparation of Environmental
Documents” ‘

Section 1424 of the Safe Drinking Water Act (Sole Source Aquifer Review)

36 CPR 60 - Determinations of Eligibility for Inclusion in the National Register of Historic
Places

Public Law 91-646 - Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act
of 1970

Wilderness Act of 1964, Public Law 88-577

Arizona Desert Wilderness Act of 1990, Public Law 101-628

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA)

Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability Act of 1980 (CERCLA)
Superfunded Amendments and Reauthorization Act (SARA)

United States Forest Service, Project Implementation Process for Integrated Resource
Management (3™ Edition), August 1990

State
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Arizona Native Plant Law

Arizona Hisforic Preservation Law

State Water Quality Law

ADOT Action Plan (and subsequent updates)

ADOT Highways Division Policy and Implementation Memorandum 89-05, “Preservation of
Arizona’s Wetlands”, August 1, 1989

ADOT

Noise Abatement Policy

State of Arizona Water Control Policy
Arizona Environmental Quality Act (EQA)
Hazardous Waste Management Act (HWMA)
Underground Storage Tank Act of 1986
ADOT Relocation and Assistance Program

LOCAL

Local codes and ordinances relating to air quality, noise, dust abatement, light, ctc.
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MARICOPA
o MAG Agreement No. 381
PN s=seamen o :
MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
AGREEMENT FOR

REGIONAL BIKE SAFETY EDUCATION CAMPAIGN

This AGREEMENT entered into as of the 1st day of December, 2008, by and between the
Maricopa Association of Governments hereinafier called MAG, and Regional Public Transportation
Authority, a political subdivision of the State of Arizona, hereinafter referred to as RPTA.

RECITALS

WHEREAS, MAG is the recipient of Federal Highway Administration Funds and Regional
Area Road Funds as described in the FY 2009 MAG Unified Planning Work Program; and as
described in the 2005 agreement between MAG and the Arizona Department of Transportation.

WHEREAS, MAG desires to have prepared by the most efficient and effective means
possible, the Regional Bike Safety Education Campaign;

NOW THEREFORE,
1t is hereby agreed:
L SCOPE OF WORK

A. The purpose of this project is to develop and implement an integrated educational
and awareness campaign for safe bicycling behavior. Specifically, this will be
accomplished by teaching the RPTA audience how to use the tools and curriculum
provided to stage effective, interesting and well-attended Bike Rodeos, train outreach
coordinators in helmet safety, and reach all the April Bike Month participants with
a bicycle safety message reinforced by incentive items and helmets.

B. To accomplish this project, RPTA has submitted to MAG a work plan and schedule,
which are included in Appendix A and made a part of this AGREEMENT. The tasks
to be performed and the services to be provided pursuant to the work plan and
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schedule inchuded in Appendix A (also referred to in this contract as the “Scope of
Services”) are referred to herein as the "Services”.

PROJECT COSTS AND BILLING PROCEDURES

A.

Invoices will be submitted monthly, documenting services by each work task, the
hours and hourly rate of each person, and other direct expenses. All costs incurred
in preparing invoices and progress reports shall be included in the general and
administrative expenses or the overhead. A billing format shall be provided to RPTA
by MAG.

The basis for payment to RPTA for services rendered hereunder shall be
reimbursement for costs in conformance with the budget described in Appendix A
and pursuant to the cost breakdown to be furnished by RPTA, the detailed budget and
scope of services approved by MAG, in accordance with the adopted Work Program.
RPTA may make adjustments within the tasks of the approved budget as needed to
accomplish the requirements of the Scope of Services. No adjustment shall exceed
10 percent of the task budget without prior written approval from the MAG
Executive Director,

RPTA shall maintain cost records in accordance with Article I, Records and Audit
Rights, of this AGREEMENT. Costs shall be available for verification audit by the
authorized representatives of MAG, the Federal Highway Administration, Citizen
Transportation Oversight Committee (CTOC), and the Comptroller General of the
United States. MAG agrees to make progress payments that are commensurate with
work completed. Partial payment shall be made to RPTA upon receipt of monthly
report of work accomplished and invoices, but not more often than once each month.
Final payment of any balance due RPTA will be made upon completion and
acceptance of work and services to be completed hereunder.

RPTA agrees to make quarterly in-kind contributions in the form of office space,
furniture and furnishings, office equipment, office support and overhead costs as
required by the applicable federal grantor as described in the Work Program.

RPTA agrees to make quarterly reports for the outcome-based performance
measurements for the Regional Bike Safety Education Campaign.

RECORDS AND AUDIT RIGHTS
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RPTA's work and accounting records (hard copy, as well as compulter readable data), and any
other supporting evidence deemed necessary by MAG to substantiate charges and claims
related to this AGREEMENT shall be open to inspection and subject to audit and/or
reproduction by authorized representatives of MAG, the Federal Highway Administration,
the Citizen Transportation Oversight Committee (CTOC), and the Comptroller General of
the United States ("Auditors") to the extent necessary to adequately permit evaluation and
verification of the performance and cost of the work, and any invoices, change orders,
payments or claims submitted by RPTA or any of its payees pursuant to the execution of the
AGREEMENT. The Auditors shall be afforded access, at reasonable times and places, to
all of RPTA's records and personnel pursuant to the provisions of this Section throughout the
term of this AGREEMENT and for a period of five (5) years after last or final payment.

If an audit in accordance with this Section discloses ovetcharges, of any nature, by RPTA to
MAG in excess of five percent (5%) of the total AGREEMENT billings, the actual cost of
the Auditor's audit shall be reimbursed to the auditing organization by RPTA. Any
adjustments and/or payments which must be made as a result of any such audit or inspection
of RPTA's invoices and/or records shall be made within a reasonable amount of time {(not to
exceed 90 days) from presentation of the Auditor's findings to RPTA.

COSTS

Costs of RPTA include all direct labor costs, all direct non-labor costs and all overhead costs.
OMB Circular A-87 will be used to determine allowable costs,

A, Direct labor cost is defined as the actual salaries and salaries cost burden of all
employees of RPTA used for the time directly chargeable to work to be performed
hereunder including time involved in travel.

B. Direct non-salary costs shall include any actual expenditures required directly in
performance of services hereunder other than actual direct labor costs and include
such items as the following:

1. Travel expense of RPTA in connection with the work hereunder. RPTA’s
allowance for mileage and per diem for lodging, meals and miscellaneous
costs shall be reimbursed according to MAG Policy.

2. Communication such as long distance telephone, telegraph and cable
expenses applicable to service hereunder.

3.
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3. Costs of special services, RPTA services and applicable equipment rental,

4, Any other related actual costs such as meeting rooms, reproduction, graphics,
and research materials.

C. RPTA’s overhead is defined as the costs which are not directly allocable to the
project as a direct labor cost or direct non-salary cost as defined above. RPTA shall
maintain records setting forth the actual overhead as computed from the annual
financial statement(s) applicable to the work period under this AGREEMENT and
these are to be kept available for inspection for a period of five (5) years after final
payment,

KEY PERSONNEL

In the event that any of the key personnel of RPTA set forth in Appendix A becomes
unavailable, RPTA will notify MAG. MAG shall approve any substitute personnel to ensure
proper performance and continuity.

ASSIGNMENT AND SUBCONTRACTING

RPTA shall not assign or subcontract any part of this AGREEMENT or the work to be
performed hereunder without written approval by MAG except as identified in the Work
Program and identified in Appendix A, Scope of Services.

ADMINISTRATIVE RULES AND REGULATIONS AND APPLICABLE LAW

RPTA shall become and remain informed of all applicable Federal, State and local laws,
ordinances, rules, regulations, and all orders and decrees of bodies or tribunals having any
jurisdiction or authority which may in any manner affect the completion of the project under
this AGREEMENT. RPTA shall observe and comply with all such laws, ordinances, rules,
regulations, orders, and decrees and obtain all permits that are applicable to the performance
of services outlined. Appendices B, C and D describe additional provisions required to
comply with Titie VI and Title VII of the Civil Rights Act of 1964; and Appendix E
describes environmental, resource, energy protection, and conservation requirements. These
Appendices are considered pait of the AGREEMENT.

SUBRECIPIENT AUDITS
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RPTA, which is a political subdivision of the State, and is defined as a "subrecipient”
pursuant to 31 U.S.C. §7501, that expends $300,000 or more in federal awards in its fiscal
year shall comply with the audit and reporting requirements set forth in 31 U.S.C. Subpart
A--General, Section, 105, Definitions,

In compliance with the Federal Single Audit Act of 1996 (P.L. 104-156), Contractors
designated as subrecipients expending federal funds from all sources totaling $300,000 or
more shall have a yearly audit conducted in accordance with the audit and reporting standards
as prescribed in OMB Circular A-133 (Audits of State, Local Governments, and Non-Profit
Organizations). The audit shall include separate reports on the financial statements, internal
controls, compliance, the Supplementary Schedule of Expenditures of Federal Awards and
the Schedule of Findings and Questioned Costs. MAG’s contract number(s), applicable task
number(s) and the award amount(s) shall be included in a separate schedule if not included
on the Supplementary Schedule of Expenditures of Federal Awards. RPTA's annual audit
report and an action plan for the resolution of any findings and/or questioned costs shall be
submitted to MAG within 9@ months of RPTA's fiscal year end.

RPTA is subject to the programmatic and fiscal monitoring requirements of each MAG
program to ensure accountability of the delivery of all goods and services, as required under
the Federal Single Audit Act. A minimum fiscal requirement for all Contractors, designated
as subrecipients, is an annual financial audit, which includes MAG's contract number(s),
applicable task number(s) and the award amount(s). The audit shall be submitted to the
MAG location, as specified in the reporting requirements of the agreement between RPTA
and MAG. MAG may, at its discretion, periodically request additional information from
RPTA.

WRITTEN ORDERS REQUIRED FOR CHANGES

No changes in the scope, character, or complexity of work shall be made by RPTA without
first receiving a written approval by MAG’s Executive Director properly defining and
limiting any such change. It is distinctly understood and agreed that no claim for payment
for extra work done or materials furnished by RPTA shall be paid by MAG except as
hereinabove provided; nor shall RPTA do any work or furnish any materials not covered by
this AGREEMENT unless a written order is first received from MAG’s Executive Director.
Any such work or materials furnished by RPTA without such written order shall be at the
risk, cost, and expense of RPTA, and no claim for compensation for any such work or
materials shall be made.
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TERMINATION, ABANDONMENT OR POSTPONEMENT

The right is reserved by MAG to terminate or abandon this study and this AGREEMENT
may be lerminated by giving written notice to RPTA at least fifteen (15) days prior to the
effective date of termination. In the event of such termination, MAG shall be liable to RPTA
for acceptable work performed to the date of termination only, computed as provided in
Section II, Project Costs and Billing Procedures, and Section IV, Costs, of this
AGREEMENT. The right is also reserved by MAG to indefinitely postpone work on this
study by giving twenty-four (24} hour written notice.

FISCAL LIMITATIONS

In the event that the funds required for performance of this AGREEMENT are withdrawn
or are not available for funding hereunder, this AGREEMENT without penalty to either party
may be immediately terminated. MAG shall be liable to RPTA for acceptable work
performed to the date of termination only, computed as provided in Section II and Section
IV of this AGREEMENT.

RELATIONSHIP OF MAG AND RPTA; EXERCISE OF MAG’S POWERS

It is understood and agreed that RPTA is an “independent authority” and that no relationship
of agency, master-servant, or employer-employee shall be created or exist between RPTA
and MAG as a result of the execution of this AGREEMENT; and RPTA shall not exercise
any powers of MAG nor make any AGREEMENT, obligation, or commitment on behalf of
MAG nor in any other way represent any of RPTA or its employees as agents of MAG.

INDEMNIFICATION

Each party to this AGREEMENT agtrees (o defend, indemnify, save and hold harmless the
other (and each of their respective directors, officers, agents, and employees) from and
against all liabilities, suits, obligations, claims, demands, damages, fines, costs and expenses
(including reasonable attorney’s fees) arising under this AGREEMENT to the extent that
such are attributable, directly or indirectly, to the indemnifying party’s negligence, error
omission or intentional act. An indemnifying party’s negligence, error, omission or
intentional act, as that phrase is used herein, includes the negligence, etror, omission or
intentional act of its officers, agents, employees, and contractors.

INSURANCE
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RPTA shall maintain during the term of this AGREEMENT, the following insurance with
forms and insurers acceptable to MAG as provided below:

A.

If applicable, Workmen's Compensation insurance to cover obligations imposed by
Federal and State statutes having jurisdiction of its employees engaged in the
performance of the services, and Employers' Liability insurance with a minimum
limit of not less than $500,000 for each accident, $500,000 disease for each employee
and $1,000,000 disease policy limit.

If applicable, Architects and Engineers Professional Liability insurance in the amount
of $1,000,000 each claim and $2,000,000 all claims. In the event the insurance
policy is written on a "claims made" basis, coverage shall extend for three (3) years
past completion and acceptance of the work or services, and RPTA shall submit
certificates of insurance evidencing proper coverage is in effect as required herein,

Commercial General Liability Insurance with an unimpaired limit of less than
$1,000,000 for each occurrence, $2,000,000 Products and Completed Operations
Annual Aggregate, and a $2,000,000 General Aggregate Limit. The policy shall
include coverage for bodily injury, broad form property damage (including completed
operations), personal injury (including coverage for contractual and employee acts),
blanket contractual, contractors protective, products and completed operations. The
policy shall contain a severability of interest clause.

Business Automobile Liability insurance with a limit of $1,000,000 each occurrence
on RPTA's owned, hired, and non-owned vehicles assigned to or used in the
performance of RPTA's work or services under this AGREEMENT. To the fullest
extent allowed by law, for claims arising out of the performance of this
AGREEMENT, MAG, its agents, representatives, officers, directors, officials and
employees shall be cited as an Additional Insured under Insurance Service Offices,
Inc, Business Auto policy Designated Insured Endorsement form CA 20 48 or
equivalent. If any Excess insurance is utilized to fulfill the requirements of this
paragraph, such Excess insurance shall be "follow form" equal or broaderin coverage
scope than underlying.

Valuable Papers insurance in an amount sufficient to assure the restoration of any
documents, memoranda, reports or other similar data relating to the work of RPTA
used in the completion of this AGREEMENT.
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F. The policies required by this AGREEMENT shall be endorsed to include MAG, its
agents, officials and employees as additional insureds and shall stipulate that the
insurance afforded RPTA shall be primary insurance and that any insurance carried
by MAG, its agents, officials or employees shall be excess and not contributory
insurance to that provided by RPTA.

G. A certificate of insurance acceptable to MAG shall be issued to MAG prior to
commencement of the AGREEMENT as evidence that policies providing the
required coverages, conditions and limits are in full force and effect. Such certificate
shall contain provisions that coverage afforded under the policies will not be
cancelled, terminated or materially altered until at least 30 days prior written notice
has been given to MAG.

ACCURACY OF WORK

RPTA shall be responsible for the accuracy of the work and shall promptly make all
necessary revisions or corrections resulting from errors on the part of RPTA without
additional compensation.

REVIEWS OF RPTA’S WORK

Work performed by RPTA shall be subject to periodic reviews and partial acceptance at
various stages. MAG reserves the right to make such reviews and pass upon the acceptability
of RPTA’s work on behalf of itself, the State, and other affected public agencies. No partial
acceptance shall relieve RPTA’s obligation to make reasonable efforts to correct, without
charge, any errors in the work.

OWNERSHIP OF INFORMATION

RPTA agrees that all reports, estimates, maps, computations and computer databases,
programs and procedures prepared for MAG under the terms of this AGREEMENT shali be
delivered to, become and remain the property of MAG upon termination or completion of
this AGREEMENT and MAG shall have the right to their use without restriction or
limitation and without additional compensation to RPTA. Major promotional items will
indicate that the program is sponsored in part by MAG and include the MAG logo when
possible.

XVIIL. PATENT RIGHTS
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If any invention, improvement, or discovery of RPTA is conceived or first actually reduced
to practice in the course of or under this project, which invention, improvement, or discovery
may be patentable under the laws of the United States of America or any foreign country,
RPTA shall immediately notify the Federal Highway Administration and the Citizen
Transportation Oversight Committee (CTOC) and provide a detailed report. The rights and
responsibilities of MAG, RPTA, the Federal Highway Administration, and the Citizen
Transportation Oversight Committee (CTOC) with respect to such invention, improvement,
or discovery will be determined in accordance with applicable Federal laws, regulations,
policies, and any waiver thereof.

CONTINUING OBLIGATION

RPTA agrees that if, because of death or any other occurrence, it becomes impossible for any
key employee of RPTA to render the services required under this AGREEMENT, RPTA
shall not be relieved of any obligation to render complete performance. However, in such
event, MAG may terminate this AGREEMENT if it considers the absence of such principal
or employee to be a loss of such magnitude as to affect RPTA’s ability to satisfactorily
complete the performance of this AGREEMENT. In the event that MAG so chooses to
terminate this AGREEMENT, payment for accepted work shall be made as specified in
Section II and Section IV of this AGREEMENT.

CONFLICT OF INTEREST, CANCELLATION

This AGREEMENT is subject to cancellation for conflict of interest without penalty or
further obligation as provided by A. R. S. § 38-511.

GENERAL PROVISIONS

A, ENTIRE AGREEMENT
This AGREEMENT constitutes the entire understanding of the parties and
supersedes all previous representations, written or oral, with respect to the services

specified herein. This AGREEMENT may not be modified or amended except by
a written document, signed by authorized representatives of each party.

B. ARIZONA LAW
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In the event of litigation between RPTA and MAG involving this AGREEMENT, the
laws and decisions of the State of Arizona shall apply and any such litigation shall
be commenced and prosecuted in the appropriate court of competent jurisdiction
within the geographical boundaries of the State of Arizona,

MODIFICATIONS

Any amendment, modification or variation from the terms of this AGREEMENT
shall be in writing and shall be effective only after approval of all parties signing the
original AGREEMENT.

SUCCESSORS AND ASSIGNS

This AGREEMENT shall extend to and be binding upon RPTA, its successors and
assigns, including any individual, company, partnership or other entity with or into
which RPTA shall merge, consolidate or be liquidated, or any person, corporation,
partnership or other entity to which RPTA shall sell its assets.

ATTORNEY'S FEES

In the event either party brings any action for any relief, declaratory or otherwise,
arising out of this AGREEMENT, or on account of any breach or default hereof, the
prevailing party shall be entitled to receive from the other party reasonable attorneys'
fees and reasonable costs and expenses, determined by the court sitting without a
jury, which shall be deemed to have accrued on the commencement of such action

and shall be enforceable whether or not such action is prosecuted to judgment.
NOTICES

All notices or demands required to be given pursuant to the terms of this
AGREEMENT shall be given to the other party in writing, delivered in person, sent
by facsimile transmission, deposited in the United States mail, postage prepaid,
registered or certified mail, return receipt requested, or deposited with any
commercial air courier or express service at the addresses set forth below, or to such
other address as the parties may substitute by written notice given in the manner
prescribed in this paragraph.

For RPTA:

-10-
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David Boggs

Regional Public Transportation Authority
302 North First Avenue, Suiie 700
Phoenix, Arizona 85003

(602) 262-7242

FAX (602) 495-2002

For MAG:

Dennis Smith

Executive Director

Maricopa Association of Governments
302 North 1st Avenue, Suite 300
Phoenix, Arizona 85003

(602) 254-6300

FAX (602) 254-6490

Notices shall be deemed received on date delivered, if delivered by hand, on the day
it is sent by facsimile transmission, on the second day after its deposit with any
commercial air courier or express services or, if mailed, ten (10} days after the notice
is deposited in the United States mail as above provided, and on the delivery date
indicated on receipt if delivered by certified or registered mail. Any time period
stated in a notice shall be computed from the time the notice is deemed received.
Notices sent by facsimile transmission shall also be sent by regular mail to the
recipient at the above address. This requirement for duplicate notice is not intended
to change the effective date of the notice sent by facsimile transmission.

FORCE MAJEURE

Neither party shail be responsible for delays or failures in performance resuliing from
acts beyond their control. Such acts shall include, but not be limited to, acts of God,
riots, acts of war, epidemics, governmental regulations imposed after the fact, fire,

communication line failures, power failures, or earthquakes,

ADVERTISING

-11-
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No advertising or publicity concerning MAG using RPTA's services shall be
undertaken without prior written approval of such advetrtising or publicity by MAG's
Executive Director.

COUNTERPARTS

This AGREEMENT may be executed in one or more counterparts, and each
originally executed duplicate counterpart of this AGREEMENT shali be deemed to
possess the full force and effect of the original.

CAPTIONS

The captions used in this AGREEMENT are solely for the convenience of the parties,
do not constitute a part of this AGREEMENT and are not to be used to construe or
interpret this AGREEMENT.

SEVERABILITY

If any term or provision of this AGREEMENT shall be found to be illegal or
unenforceable, then notwithstanding such illegality or unenforceability, this
AGREEMENT shall remain in full force and effect and such term or provision shall
be deemed to be deleted.

AUTHORITY

Each party hereby warrants and represents that it has full power and authority to enter
into and perform this AGREEMENT, and that the person signing on behalf of each
has been properly authorized and empowered to enter this AGREEMENT. Each
party further acknowledges that it has read this AGREEMENT, understands it, and
agrees to be bound by it.

XXII. YEAR 2000 COMPLIANCE

A.

DEFINITIONS

"Year 2000 Compliant" means having the capability to: (a} accurately and
consistently process date information before, during and after January 1, 2000
(including the Year 2000 as a leap year), including but not limited to accepting date

-12-
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input, providing date output on dates or portions of dates, date calculations, logical
functions, program branching, format conversion, edits and validations, and the use
of dates in comparisons, sorting, sequencing, merging, retrieving, searching and
indexing; (b) function accurately and without interruption before, during and after
January 1, 2000 (including the Year 2000 as a leap year), without any change in
operations associated with the advent of the new century; (c) respond to two-digit
input in a way that resolves any ambiguity as to century in a disclosed, defined and
predetermined manner; and (d) store and provide output of date, including displaying
information in ways that are unambiguous as to century.

"Information Technology Product” means all computerized and auxiliary automated
information processing, telecommunications and related technology, including
hardware, software, firmware, vendor support and telated services, and equipment
(including without limitation, computers date processing, microprocessors,
calculators, programmable systeins and other electronic devices).

REPRESENTATIONS AND WARRANTIES

RPTA represents and warrants that any and all Information Technology Produci[s]
that the RPTA will deliver under this AGREEMENT will:

L. Be "Year 2000 Compliant" as defined above.,

2. Lose no functionality or performance with respect to the introduction of
records or data containing dates falling on or after January 1, 2000, and will
be interoperable with other softwaie used by MAG which interacts with the
Information Technology Product[s] or which may deliver records or data to
the Information Technology Product[s] , including but not limited to back-up
and archive data.

Notwithstanding any other limitation of warranty or warranties in this
AGREEMENT, the above Year 2000 warranty shall extend into the Year 2000, and
the remedies available to MAG under such Year 2000 warranty shall also include,
but not be limited to, repair or replacement of any or all Information Technology
Product[s] whose non-compliance are discovered and made known to the RPTA by
MAG.
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Nothing in this warranty shall be construed to limit any rights or remedies MAG may
otherwise have under this AGREEMENT with respect to RPTA's noncompliance with its
obligations other than Year 2000 performance.

-14-
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the patties hereto have caused these presents to be executed by their duly

authorized officers.

0B 19/65

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF
GOVERNMENTS

ﬁ By
‘//4/4
e

Date Dennis Smith
MAG Executive Director
REGIONAL PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION
AUTHORITY
By
,?/ //3 /XA Méﬂ‘/&“—ﬂ%%,_
Date David Boggs
Executive Director
Reviewed as to form:
By
e W A (- 29 - 01
mb(} General Counsel Date

By

nres

,-5-af

RPTA (General Counsel

=

Date
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CERTIFICATION OF MAG

I hereby certify that T am the MAG Executive Director and that RPTA or its representative has not
been required, directly or indirectly as an expressed or implied condition in connection with
obtaining or carrying out this AGREEMENT to:

A. Employ or retain, or agree to employ or retain, any firm or person; or

B. Pay, or agree to pay, to any firm or person or organization, any fee, contribution, donation,
or consideration of any kind.

I acknowledge that this certificate is to be furnished to the Federal Highway Administration and the
Citizen Transportation Oversight Committee (CTOC) and is subject to applicable State and Federal
laws, both criminal and civil.

o (_(=7/c7 _y/&/cg

Date Dennis Smith
MAG Executive Director

-16-



MAG Agreement No, 391

CERTIFICATION OF RPTA

I hereby certify to the best of my knowledge and belief that the Regional Public Transportation
Authority, whose address is 302 N. First Avenue, Suite 700, Phoenix, Arizona, and I, as the

Executive Director:

A. Have not employed or retained for a commission, percentage, brokerage, contingent fee, or other
consideration, any firm or person (other than a bona fide employee working solely for me or the
above firm) to solicit or secure this AGREEMENT;

B. Have not agreed, as an expressed or implied condition for obtaining the AGREEMENT, to
employ or retain the services of any firm or person in connection with carrying out the
AGREEMENT;

C. Have not paid, or agreed to pay, to any firm, organization, or person (other than a bona fide
employee working solely for me or the above firm) any fee, contribution, donation, or
consideration of any kind for, or in connection with, procuring or carrying out the
AGREEMENT;

D. Are not presently debarred, suspended, proposed for debarment, declared ineligible, or
voluntarily excluded from covered transactions by any Federal department or agency, and are not
prohibited from working on Federally assisted projects;

E. Have not within a three-year period preceding this proposal been convicted of or had a civil
judgment rendered against them for commission of fraud or a criminal offense in connection
with obtaining, attempting to obtain, or performing a public (Federal, State or local) transaction
or AGREEMENT under a public transaction: violation of Federal or State antitrust statutes or
commission of embezzlement, theft, forgery, bribery, falsification or destruction of records,
making false statements, or receiving stolen property,

F. Arenotpresently indicted for or otherwise criminally or civilly charged by a governmental entity
(Federal, State or local) with commissions of any of the offenses enumerated in paragraph (E)

of this certification; and

G. Have not within a three-year period preceding this application/proposal had one or more public
transaction (Federal, State or local) terminated for cause or default,
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Where RPTA is unable to certify to any of the statements in this certification, it shall attach an
explanation.

Tacknowledge that this certificate is to be furnished to MAG, the Federal Highway Administration,
and the Citizen Transportation Oversight Committee {CTOC) is subject to applicable State and
Federal laws, both criminal and civil.

By .
REGIONAL PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION
AUTHORITY
2/
/77! .
Date David Boggs
Executive Director
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CERTIFICATION LIMITING LOBBYING ACTIVITIES

David Boggs, acting as agent for RPTA certifies, to the best of his/her knowledge and belief, that:

(1) No Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid, by or on behalf of RPTA to any
person for influencing or attempting to influence an officer or employee of any Federal agency, a
Member of Congress, an officer or employee of Congress, or an employee of a Member of Congress
in connection with the awarding of any Federal contract the making of any Federal grant, the making
of any Federal loan, the entering into of any cooperative agreement, and the extension, continuation,
renewal, amendment, or modification of any Federal contract, grant, loan, or cooperative agreement.

(2) If any funds other than Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid to any person
for influencing or attempting to influence an officer or employee of any Federal agency, a Member
of Congress, an officer or employee of Congress, or an employee of a Member of Congress in
connection with this Federal contract, grant, loan, or cooperative agreement, RPTA shall complete
and submit Standard Form-LLL, “Disclosure Form to Report Lobbying”, in accordance with its
instructions.

(3) RPTA shall require that the language of this certification be included in the award documents
for all subawards at all tiers (including subgrants, and contracts and subcontracts under grants,
subgrants, loans, and cooperative agreements), which exceed $100,000, and that all such
subrecipients shall certify and disclose accordingly.

This certification is a material representation of fact upon which reliance was placed when this
transaction was made or entered into. Submission of this certification is prerequisite for making or
entering into this transaction imposed by Section 1352, Title 31, U.S. Code. Any person who fails
to file the required certification shall be subject to a civil penalty of not less than $10,000 and not
more than $100,000 for each such failure.

David Boggs

Executive Director

AM%; 2//3/65
Signature Date
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APPENDIX A
SCOPE OF SERVICES

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS (MAG)
REGIONAL BIKE SAFETY EDUCATION CAMPAIGN

TASKS TO BE PERFORMED FOR THE FY 2009 & FY 2010 BIKE SATFETY
EDUCATION CAMPAIGN

The purpose of this project is to develop and implement an integrated educational and awareness
campaign for safe bicycling behavior. Specifically, this will be accomplished by teaching the
RPTA audience how to use the tools and curriculum provided to stage effective, interesting, and
well-attended bicycle rodeos, train outreach coordinators in helmet safety, and reach all the April
Bike Month participants with abicycle safety message reinforced by incentive items and helmets.

The Bike Educalion project will be carried out by RPTA and will include strategic promotion,
community outreach, education, and communications plan for a Bike Safety Education
Campaign in Maricopa County. This includes awareness elements, public relations strategies,
as well as community outreach and education initiatives. One component will be continuing the
Bike Safety Education training for school outreach developed by St. Joseph’s Hospital for
teachers and/or public safety or school nurses,

New to the FY 2009 & FY 2010 program is the RPTA plan (o train and distribute “Bike Rodeo
Tool Kits” for public safety practitioners, educators, and school nurses. Dozens of communities,
school districts, and agencies throughout the County have already learned from and enjoyed the
RPTA “Train - the Trainer” workshops on brain physiology and helmet use. Bike Rodeo Tool
Kits would complement those sessions by providing props and instruction for holding hands-on
learning events. RPTA will pair the “Train - the Trainer” helmet safety training with the Bike
Rodeo Tool Kit training in two series of workshops per year, one in winter to prepare for Bike
Month and another series in late summer to address “back to school” bike safety.

With more schools participating in the Safe Routes to School programs, RPTA will target
training and distribution to all MAG member jurisdictions, all Maricopa County School Districts,
the RPTA Transportation Enhancement grant pilot schools, all ADOT Cycle 1 & 2 Safe Routes
to School recipients, and all schools working with their local jurisdictions to deliver Safe Routes
to School programs. RPTA will also encourage adult-oriented bike rodeos by working with
senior centers and other community groups.
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In addition, RPTA will create a bike and pedestrian safety awareness campaign to tie in with the
FY 2009 & FY 2010 MAG project for the April Bike Month campaign, and, as RPTA did in the
2008 MAG agreement, will take advantage of leveraging possibilities with other community
partnerships.

Task 1.0:

IY 2009 & FY 2010 Bike Rodeo Tool Kit & Helmet Your Head *“Train - the

Trainer”” Worlkshops

Task 2.0:

Working with MAG staff, the MAG Regional Bicycle Task Force, and Maricopa
County based cycling groups and clubs, RPTA will continue to offer two series of
“Train - the Trainer” workshops per year (4-5 geographically distributed) and add
two series of Bike Rodeo training workshops per year (4-5 geographically
distributed) on how to conduct successful Bike Rodeos and use of the Bike Rodeo
Tool Kits. RPTA anticipates the recipients creating dynamic, memorable Bike
Rodeos that educate youth and adults alike on bike safety techniques and equipment.

FY 2009 & I'Y 2010 Bike Safety Education & Awareness Campaigns

In cooperation with MAG staff, the MAG Regional Bicycle Task Force, and
Maricopa County based cycling groups and clubs, RPTA will create an annual safety
education and awareness message/theme, complete with collateral educational and
promotional materials.

These materials will be distributed to MAG jurisdictions for use in their bicycle
education and Safe Routes to School bike-related programming. Promotional items,
such as safety message T-shiits, collectible safety message posters, reflectors, safety
message slap bracelets, pant guards, brain erasers, etc., will be purchased to be made
available to MAG member agencies in support of the bike safety programs and
events.

Utilizing Adobe Acrobat software made available to RPTA through the FY 2008
MAG agreement, RPTA will customize a portion of the Bike Safety message posters
for employers and schools to assist them in promoting their individual bike safety
efforts, such as Bike to Work Day or Bike Safety Rodeos.

In addition, informational materials will be distributed at or to bicycle rides, charity
walks, bicycle retailers, libraries, parks, PTAs, ADOT Motor Vehicle Division,
utility bill inserts, and/or large stores that sell sports equipment for publication,
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posting on web sites, and/or for redistribution.

Task 3.0: FY 2009 & FY 2010 PProgram Evaluation

Several different mechanisms will be considered to evaluate the effectiveness of the
Bike Safety Awareness Campaign, helmet use, and Bike Rodeo training. In FY 2009
& FY 2010, RPTA will be designing web-based evaluation tools under The Regional
Safe Routes to School Support Center grant and will aid in the evaluation of the Bike
Safety program. These tools will include:

Surveys — An online survey of school age kids (3™ — 8" grade) will be used to
determine hel