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Today’s Agenda 

— W elc om e an d  In trod uc tions 
— Q uic k  b ac k ground  on th e Freigh t P lan  
— D raft Freigh t N etw ork  
— D raft Top  6 0  Lan e M iles  
— S ub area P rojec t A ssessm ents 
— N ext S tep s 
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Freight  Net w ork : W hat  It  Does and  Means 

— B asis to satisfy fed eral req uirem ents 
— Crit ica l Urban Freight  Corridors 

— Foc us for Freigh t related  im p rovem ent p rojec ts 
— E ffic ient routes to sup p ort first m iles, last m iles, 

c ross-tow n travel 
— R outes to ac c om m od ate truc k s so th ey d o not use 

oth ers 
— S uitab le p h ysic al geom etry 
— S afer loc ations for truc k  volum es 
— Loc ations for ITS  installation 
— R oad s to m onitor in  traffic  op erations 

 
 



Major Advant ages of  Core Freigh t  Net w ork  

A 21st  Century System  should : 
—Im prove and protect  p roduct ivit y 
—Build  for grow th 
—Leverage technology for safety and  reliab ilit y 
—Provide redundancy for resiliency and  reliab ilit y 
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Regional Freigh t  Net w ork  Developm ent  Fact ors 

— Ind ustria l c lusters 
— Lan d  uses 
— S afety 
— Truc k  c oun ts 
— Truc k  routes 
— D evelop m ent p oten tia l 
— P erform an c e 
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Indust rial  
Clust ers 
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MAG Regional Roadw ay Freigh t  Net w ork  
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Project  and  St akeholder Engagem ent  

— C oord ination w ith in  M A G & M em b ers, A D O T, 
R egion 

— C om m unic ation  S trategy and  P ub lic  E d uc ation : 
S m art M oves 

— S tak eh old er targets: 
— Cham bers of Com m erce 
— Econom ic Developm ent  Com m it tee(s) and  Agencies 
— Logist ics Service Providers 
— Supp ly Cha in Managers 
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FAST Act  Funds and  Freigh t  Net w ork  Designat ion 

— FA S T A c t gives A rizona an  average $23 m il. p er year in  
freigh t form ula fund s 

— Fund s useab le on 1,333 N ational H igh w ay Freigh t 
N etw ork  (N H FN ) m iles statew id e, of w h ic h  9 8 8  m iles are 
interstates 

 — M A G w ill d esignate 6 0  of 10 3 total 
state N H FN  m iles for C ritic al 
U rb an Freigh t C orrid ors (C U FC s) 
— Designat ion a ffects eligib ilit y for 

INFRA (form erly FASTLANE) grants as 
w ell as freight  form ula  m oney 

 

In t erst at es Predom inant  
in  AZ NHFN 
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A  p ub lic  road  d esignated  in  an  urb anized  area th at 
m eets one or m ore of th e follow ing 
— C onnec ts an  interm od al fac ility to: 

—Th e Interstate S ystem , or  
—A n interm od al freigh t fac ility 

— Loc ated  w ith in  a  c orrid or on th e P H FS  (interstate) 
and  p rovid es an  a lternative h igh w ay op tion 
im p ortant to good s m ovem ent;  

— S erves a  m ajor freigh t generator, logistic  c enter, or 
m anufac turing and  w areh ouse ind ustria l land ; or  

— Is im p ortant to th e m ovem ent of freigh t w ith in  th e 
region, as d eterm ined  b y th e M P O  or th e S tate 

 S elec ted  b y M P O s in  c onsultation w ith   A Z  D O T 
 

FAST Act  CUFC Crit eria 
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— 38 6  non-interstate m iles of th e M A G R oad w ay Freigh t 

N etw ork  are urb an and  q ualify for C U FC  d esignation 
— Thus very m any m ore m iles qua lify than can be designated  

— S olution stem s from  ab ility to c h ange C U FC  d esignation: 
it isn ’t p erm anent 

— S inc e th e value of d esignation is eligib ility for m oney, 
d esignation sh ould  go to top  p riority Freigh t N etw ork  
segm ents w h ere im p rovem ents m ost need ed  

— D esignation is th en m oved  over tim e to next p riority 
segm ents as im p rovem ents are c om p leted  
 
 

CUFC Designat ion Issue and  Solut ion 
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Priorit izat ion Met hodology - Review  

— Goals m atc h ed  to M A G R egional Transp ortation  
P lan n in g 

— C ategories: 
— Goal 1 System  Preserva t ion and  Safety 
— Goal 2 Access and  Mob ilit y 
— Goal 3 Susta in ing the Environm ent  
— Goal 4 Accountab ilit y and  Planning 

— Th e M A G Freigh t Transp ortation P lan  a lso id entifies and  
p rioritizes p rojec ts th at m ay b ec om e p art of th e M A G 
R egional Transp ortation P lan . Th e m eth od  is b ased  on 
th e region’s four transp ortation goals interp reted  in  term s 
of freigh t. 
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App licat ion of  Priorit izat ion 

— E valuation p erform ed  for segm ents of th e D raft R egional 
Freigh t N etw ork  

— P rojec t p riorities are a  func tion of segm ent p riorities 
— 154 S egm ents 
— 70 2 C enterline m iles 

 
 

Urban Rural  Tot al  
Interstate 72 57 129  

N on-Interstate 38 6  18 7 573 

TO TA L 458  244 70 2 
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Priorit izat ion Methodology 
Goal 1 

Transp ortation  infrastruc ture th at is p rop erly 
m aintain ed  an d  safe, p reserving p ast investm ents 
for th e future.  

• One t ruck every 20 -seconds (Da ily average t ruck counts of 4,320  
or grea ter) OR t ruck p roport ion of a ll vehicle t ra ffic a t  20 %  or 
grea ter  
 

• Signa lized  or stop  sign cont rolled  intersect ion density five or 
grea ter per m ile (a t  least  one signa lized  intersect ion or stop  sign 
cont rolled  intersect ion per quarter-m ile) 
 

• Freight -rela ted  crashes 25 or grea ter per m ile annua lly 
 
M easurem ent m eth od : 9  = th ree c riteria  m et; 3 = tw o c riteria  
m et; 1 = one c riterion m et; 0  = no c riteria  m et 
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Priorit izat ion Methodology 
Goal 2 

Transp ortation system s and  servic es th at 
p rovid e ac c essib ility, m ob ility and  m od al 
c h oic es for resid ents, b usinesses and  th e 
ec onom ic  d evelop m ent of th e region. 

9  = In a  designated  freight  cluster or ad jacent  to interm odal facilit y 
(w ith in one m ile) and  conta in ing a  bus route w ith  30 -m inute or 
grea ter frequencies 
 
3 = In a  designated  freight  cluster or ad jacent  to interm oda l facilit y 
(w ith in one m ile) 
 
1 = Not  in a  designated  freight  cluster but  p rovides connect ion to 
externa l m arkets 
 
0  = no criteria  m et  
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Priorit izat ion Methodology 
Goal 3 

Transp ortation im p rovem ents th at h elp  
sustain  our environm ent and  q uality of life.  

9  = Motor vehicle peak hour t ravel t im e is 3X the t ravel t im e during 
typ ica l t ra ffic (m ed ian speed) and  loca t ion p rovides redundancy to 
the Prim ary H ighw ay Freight  System  (m easured  as ad jacency 
w ith in 1 m ile st ra ight  line d istance) 
 
3 = Motor vehicle peak hour t ravel t im e is 3X the t ravel t im e during 
typ ica l t ra ffic 
 
1 = Motor vehicle peak hour t ravel t im e is 2X percent  h igher than 
the t ravel t im e during typ ica l t ra ffic 
 
0  = no criteria  m et  
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Priorit izat ion Methodology 
Goal 4 

Transp ortation d ec isions th at result in  
effec tive and  effic ient use of p ub lic  resourc es 
and  strong p ub lic  sup p ort.  

9  = Carries grea ter than $90 0 M in annua l p roduct  va lue 
 
3 = Carries grea ter than $30 0 M in annua l p roduct  va lue 
 
1 = Carries grea ter than $10 0 M in annua l p roduct  va lue 
 
0  = no criteria  m et  
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Priorit izat ion Methodology 
W eight ing 

A ssign w eigh ts to transp ortation goals 
ac c ord ing to th eir im p ac t and  stak eh old er 
p olic y p referenc es.  
A llow  th e resulting set of p riorities to 
im p rove freigh t system  p erform anc e. 

35%  Goa l 1: System  Preserva t ion and  Safety 
 
30 %  Goa l 2: Access and  Mob ilit y 
 
25%  Goa l 3: Susta in ing the Environm ent  
 
10 %  Goa l 4: Accountab ilit y and  Planning 



Top 60  Lane Miles: 34 Rout e Segm ent s 
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Top 60  Lane Miles: Scoring Det ail  



Top 60  
Lane Miles:  
34 Rout e 
Segm ent s 



Discussion  

w sp.com  
 



Top 60  Lane Miles: 3 Ad just m ent s, 5 Miles 
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Top 60  Ad just ed  Lane Miles: 33+ Segm ent s, 2-3 New  



Proposed  Subarea 
Freigh t P rojec t 

A ssessm ents 

4 Subareas for 
Project  
Assessm ent  
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Next  St eps 

— A p p roval of N etw ork , C U FC s, S ub area P rojec t 
A ssessm ents 

 B y: M A G M anagem en t, R egional C ounc il, FH W A  
 
 
 


	MAG Freight Transportation Plan�Stakeholder Meeting
	Today’s Agenda
	Freight Network: What It Does and Means
	Major Advantages of Core Freight Network
	Regional Freight Network Development Factors
	Slide Number 6
	MAG Regional Roadway Freight Network
	Project and Stakeholder Engagement
	FAST Act Funds and Freight Network Designation
	Slide Number 10
	Slide Number 11
	Prioritization Methodology - Review
	Application of Prioritization
	Prioritization Methodology�Goal 1
	Prioritization Methodology�Goal 2
	Prioritization Methodology�Goal 3
	Prioritization Methodology�Goal 4
	Prioritization Methodology�Weighting
	Top 60 Lane Miles: 34 Route Segments
	Slide Number 20
	Slide Number 21
	Discussion
	Top 60 Lane Miles: 3 Adjustments, 5 Miles
	Slide Number 24
	Slide Number 25
	Next Steps

