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Background

m At least eight rail studies In
Arizona since 1980

m 2003 MAG High Capacity Transit
~  Plan identified commuter rail as
a long-term transportation
option for metro Phoenix

m No capital funds In the 20-Year
Regional Transportation Plan



Today

commuter rail today than four
years ago

m Traffic congestion
m Fuel prices
= Growth




Growth Assumptions

m More growth projected today
than five years ago
m Hassayampa Valley, Pinal County
m Size of urban area Is increasing
% rapidly
~ m Long distance trips are more
appropriate for commuter rail
m Average light rail trip — 5 miles

m Average commuter rail trip — 20
miles



Far ik al corNrr

RS
P alea
1
i H
[

\

J'Il

¥

e
J—ﬁ'ﬂ“-i
L |
e '
-"L":: |10 "=
X &

-.T.F-"

Y HE

e

T T
Sudt Epver P

j]r’

e

r"L.

Legend

Sl o B Wy ek

Y Wy

s

R T LE

A e

el e
Erihiy Fawin
=arivid My
Mg Mol
kel

Smiian iy

eaf | [HI0N]

< H ey

hitn Ml adF ey

ZE

YR

zxv [JH

_r'-'u
|
Ty

|
=N

e

i

3
B

Aftiona Counblan

Whls woary aflart UB EAEY MB3E L) BTEUNE

o sooracy o' this ivcrrafizn e Marcapa
Agmsciator o ShramaaniE kA Do S ETAN Y
sopreaced oo imia e e ic i accaracy and
sopreaeds 2 adnime Belns for the nocatecy Prened

For idermastian o wapdriss plasss conmea
Muicopn Alszcuban ol Gosemmanie

poE

TR ST O B e

Jesermep i g 14 Cem smdas] Ja e




:ﬁ.w b

-+~ Maricopa County’s population grew by
i about 45% each decade since 1960
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Maricopa County Population
1955 and 2000

m 1955 Population m 2000 Population
m 470,000 = 3,100,000
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5.1 million



16 million



Planning Issues

m Strategic planning rather than
a traditional feasibility study

m Shared use of raillroad corridors
~ m Environmental risks

.. m EXisting and future activity

centers

.. &\ = Connections with other modes



Planning Issues (cont.)

~— g ® Implementation Strategy
.~ = Technical Analysis

m Access Agreements

m Corridor Preservation

= Funding Plan




Challenges

m No capital funding currently
Identified for commuter ralil

m EXisting freight lines are
operating at or near capacity

= Limited freight lines in Phoenix

compared to other metro areas
= NOo mainlines to Phoenix

m EXIsting lines are used for
switching operations



Rail Service: BNSF Railway
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< Rail Service: Union Pacific
\ Union Pacific

) Sunset Route
) 2004-2007 Double Track Plan
/' ARIZONA = Single Track

== Existing Double Track

----- o Planned Double Track
/ == Phoenix Spur

/ ’ Phoenix
.

Yuma Sentinel

. Wellton Aztec
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Schedule

== m 12 month planning process to be
completed by early 2008

m ADOT’s 2007 High Speed
- Raill Strategic Plan to be
completed by Sept. 2007

— m Next steps to be identified in the
Commuter Rail Strategic Plan



For Additional Information

Contact: Kevin Wallace
MAG Transit Program Manager

kwallace@mag.maricopa.gov
(602) 254-6300

VMIARICOPA
MASSDGIATIDN of
INLAN, covERNMVENTS



mailto:kwallace@mag.maricopa.gov

	Background
	Today
	Growth Assumptions
	Maricopa County’s population grew by about 45% each decade since 1960
	Maricopa County Population �1955 and 2000
	Planning Issues
	Planning Issues (cont.) 
	Challenges
	Rail Service: BNSF Railway
	Rail Service: Union Pacific
	Schedule

