October 18, 2010

TO: Members of the MAG Population Technical Advisory Committee
FROM: Jim Bacon, Paradise Valley, Chair

SUBJECT: TRANSMITTAL OF MEETING NOTICE AND TENTATIVE AGENDA

Tuesday, October 26, 2010 - 10:00 a.m.
MAG Office, Suite 200, Saguaro Room
302 North 1* Avenue, Phoenix

A meeting of the MAG Population Technical Advisory Committee (POPTAC) will be held at the
time and place noted above.

Members of the POPTAC may attend either in person, by telephone conference call or by
videoconference. If you are attending by videoconference, you must make arrangements with Craig
Chenery at MAG and your site coordinator by the Friday prior to the meeting. If you are attending
via audio conference please contact Steve Gross at (602) 254-6300 at least one day prior to the
meeting.

If you are driving, please park in the garage under the building. Bring your ticket to the meeting
and parking will be validated. For those using transit, the RPTA will provide transit tickets for
your trip. For those using bicycles, please lock your bicycle in the bike rack in the garage.

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

Please be advised that under procedures approved by the MAG Regional Council on June 26,
1996, all MAG committees need to have a quorum to conduct business. A quorum is a simple
majority of the membership or 15 people for the MAG POPTAC. If you are unable to attend the
meeting, please make arrangements for a proxy from your jurisdiction to represent you. If you
have any questions or need additional information, please contact Heidi Bickart at (602) 254-
6300.



TENTATIVE AGENDA

COMMITTEE ACTION REQUESTED

1. Call to Order

2. Call to the Audience 2. For information.

An opportunity will be provided to members of
the public to address the MAG POPTAC on
items not scheduled on the agenda that fall under
the jurisdiction of MAG, or on items on the
agenda for discussion but not for action.
Members of the public will be requested to limit
their comments to three minutes. A total of 15
minutes will be provided for this agenda item,
unless the Chair of the POPTAC provides for an
exception to this limit. Those wishing to
comment on action agenda items will be given
an opportunity at the time the item is heard.

3. Approval of Meeting Minutes of September 28, 3. Forinformation, discussion and approval of the
2010 minutes of September 28, 2010.
4. Census Update 4. For information and discussion.

Atthe July 2010 MAG POPTAC meeting, Jerry
O’Donnell from the US Census Bureau,
provided an update on the schedule of release of
Census 2010 data and the basic differences
between Census 2010 and American Community
Survey (ACS) data.

To eliminate confusion caused from several
census bureau data releases in a short timeframe,
Jerry O’Donnell has agreed to update the MAG
POPTAC onseveral Census programs including
Census 2010, ACS, Census population
estimates, Economic Census and the Count
Question Resolution program. Mr. O’Donnell
will discuss the schedule for release of Census
2010 data products, what data will be received at
what level of geography, what variables are
benched to what, how to use Census 2010
results, and information on undercount rates. He
will provide information on the ACS multi-year
data release, when to use one-year versus five-
year ACS data, reliability versus currency




depending on data needs, and differences
between Census 2010 and ACS definitions.
MAG POPTAC members are requested to come
prepared with questions.

. Arizona Department of Commerce Update

The Council of Technical Solutions, created by
Executive Order 2009-1, meets every month to
discuss technical issues as related to population
data, methods and processes.

An update will be provided on the July 1, 2010
population estimates, estimates methodology,
and timing.

Data Collection Timeline

Ongoing data collection efforts include land use
information, employment and residential
completions. A schedule for the collection of
data for the next 6 months is included in
Attachment One.

MAG Housing Analysis

MAG staff has created a project page on the
MAG web site that contains maps on valley
foreclosures:
http://www.azmag.gov/Projects/Project.asp?C
MSID=3554. This data is from The
Information Market. MAG staff will continue
to produce the maps and analysis on a
quarterly basis.

MAG staff analyzed residential housing data
from the Maricopa County assessor. This
analysis will be presented in tables at the
meeting. An update will be provided.

Central Phoenix Framework Study

The MAG Central Phoenix Framework Study is
the latest in a series of long range planning
studies done by MAG. This study’s goal is to
develop an environmentally sustainable
multimodal transportation network, to determine
and prioritize capacity, operational and safety

5. For information and discussion.

6. For information and discussion.

7. For information and discussion.

8. For information and discussion.




http://www.azmag.gov/Projects/Project.asp?CMSID=3554
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improvements, and form a framework for
regional connections and roadways within the
study area.

A draft Central Phoenix Buildout for the study
area comprising dwelling units, population and
employment was sent out for review. An update
will be provided.

9. Regional Updates 9. For information and discussion.

MAG POPTAC members and MAG staff will
have the opportunity to provide an update on
development within their jurisdiction,
amendments to general plans and any special
projects.

10. Next Meeting of MAG POPTAC 10. For information and discussion.

The next meeting of the MAG POPTAC is
scheduled for Tuesday, November 23, 2010 at
10:00 a.m. This meeting may change due to
timing of population estimates.



MINUTES OF THE
MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
POPULATION TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE

September 28, 2010
MAG Office, Saguaro Room
302 North 1** Ave, Phoenix

MEMBERS IN ATTENDANCE

A-Molly Hood for Jim Bacon, Paradise Valley
Charlie McClendon, Avondale, Vice Chair
*Bryant Powell, Apache Junction

Tracy Clark, ADOT

Andrea Marquez, Buckeye

A-DJ Stapley, Carefree

*Usama Abujbarah, Cave Creek

David de la Torre, Chandler

A-Mark Smith, EI Mirage

A-Ken Valverde for Eugene Slechta, Fountain Hills
*Terry Yergan, Gila River Indian Community
Thomas Ritz, Glendale

A-Katie Wilken, Goodyear

*@Gino Turrubiartes, Guadalupe

* Not in attendance
A - Participated via audioconference

OTHERS IN ATTENDANCE
Amy St. Peter, MAG
Heidi Bickart, MAG
Jami Garrison, MAG
Jason Howard, MAG
Peter Burnett, MAG

1. Call to Order

The meeting was called to order at 10:00am by the Vice Chair, Charlie McClendon. Mr. McClendon

*Rick Buss, Town of Gila Bend

A-Nathan Williams for Kyle Mieras, Gilbert
Sonny Culbreth, Litchfield Park

*Matt Holm, Maricopa County

Wahid Alam, Mesa

A-Ed Boik, Peoria

Chris DePerro, Phoenix

Dave Williams, Queen Creek

*Bryan Meyers,

Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian Community
*Eddie Lamperez, Scottsdale

Lloyd Abrams, Surprise

A-Arlene Palisoc for Lisa Collins, Tempe
*Anne McCracken, Valley Metro

*Lloyce Robinson, Youngtown

Jesse Ayers, MAG

Steve, Gross, MAG
Anubhav Bagley, MAG

Don Thorstenson, MAG

Max Enterline, Phoenix

Eric Morgan, Avondale

Amy Bratt, Phoenix Chamber

welcomed new POPTAC member, Tracy Clark, to the committee.

2. Call to the Audience

No comments were made by the audience.



3. Approval of the Meeting Minutes of July 27, 2010

Dave Williams moved, Sonny Culbreth seconded and it was unanimously recommended to
approve the meeting minutes of July 27, 2010.

4. Chair and Vice Chair Term Appointments

Heidi Bickart stated that on July 22, 2009, the MAG Regional Council approved the MAG
Committee Operating Policies and Procedures. She said this document has clarified, and in some
cases, modified, former MAG committee procedures. Ms. Bickart noted that the policies and
procedures state that Chairs and Vice Chairs of technical and policy committees, will be appointed
by the MAG Executive Committee and are eligible for one-year terms, with possible
reappointment to serve up to one additional term by consent of the committee.

Heidi Bickart announced that the MAG POPTAC chair and vice chair have agreed to
reappointment by consent of the POPTAC. She reported that the recommendation will go to the
November 15, 2010 Executive Committee meeting for approval.

Sonny Culbreth moved, DJ Stapley seconded and it was unanimously recommended to reappoint
the current chair, Jim Bacon, and vice chair, Charlie McClendon, of the MAG POPTAC to serve
an additional one-year term.

5. Sustainable Communities Regional Planning Grant Program

Amy St. Peter provided an update on the submittal of the grant for the Sustainable Communities
Regional Planning Grant Program. In August 2010, MAG submitted an application for the
Sustainable Communities Regional Planning Grant Program on behalf of the Sun Corridor
Consortium. The grant requests nearly $5 million to support the creation of a regional plan for
sustainable development. The purpose of the plan is to integrate housing, economic development,
and transportation planning in order to enhance the economy, the environment, and social equity.
In total, 120 partners formally supported the grant application by leveraging nearly $21 million.
The Sustainable Communities Planning Grant Program is offered through the U.S. Department of
Housing and Urban Development (HUD) in partnership with the U.S. Department of
Transportation and the Environmental Protection Agency. The application process is expected to
be very competitive for the $98 million available nationally. MAG began convening stakeholders
in April 2010 to explore possible opportunities to position the region well. Six initiatives were
proposed in the application to inform the process to develop the Sun Corridor Regional Plan for
Sustainable Development. These initiatives address issues such as transportation and housing.
Securing funding now may be advantageous for the region if regional plans for sustainable
development become a requirement with the re-authorization of federal transportation funding.

Amy St. Peter provided an update on the activities and partners included in the grant application.
She said there were over 1000 applications and the grant is extremely competitive and
oversubscribed. She said there will probably be about 15 grants awarded. She said HUD indicated
that they plan to notify those that receive the grants in October but this may be delayed due to the
large number of applications received.



6. Status Report on Census 2010

Jami Garrison said the Census Bureau has completed the Non Response Follow-Up phase of
Census 2010 and the local census offices are closed.

Ms. Garrison referred POPTAC members to a poster in the room showing Final Mail Participation
Rates for the Census 2010 questionnaire. She said the data is as of 4/27/2010. She noted that
Maricopa County rate was 70 percent versus 69 percent in 2000 and the range for member agencies
was 46 percent to 77 percent with the highest participation rate from Cave Creek with 77 percent.

Jami Garrison referred members to the 2010 Count release schedule included as Attachment Two.
She reviewed key dates and data being released in the next year.

Jami Garrison noted that MAG staff is reviewing the Federal Register Notice regarding Proposed
Urban Area criteria for the 2010 Census. She said comments are due in writing by November 22,
2010. She said the web site link to the notice has been included in the agenda.

Jami Garrison said the Census Bureau released the first of the 2009 ACS estimates this morning.
These are the one year data for places and county subdivisions with population of 65,000 or more.

Thomas Ritz asked if MAG is planning to comment on the urban area definition. Anubhav Bagley
replied yes MAG is in the process of reviewing the federal register notice. He said the Census
Bureau used Phoenix as a test case but they cannot give the test data for the Phoenix metro area
to MAG. He added that MAG will be evaluating the changes and differences in the urban area and
report back to POPTAC. Thomas Ritz asked how Arizona fared as a test region. Anubhav Bagley
said there was not a significant difference but MAG has not been able to get the data.

7. The 2010 Census Count Question Resolution Program

Heidi Bickart said that MAG staff would like to be proactive and alert the MAG POPTAC to an
upcoming Census 2010 program, called Count Question Resolution (CQR) Program.

She reported that the Census Bureau will initiate the CQR Program in June 2011 and that the
program provides local governments an opportunity to challenge their Census population and
housing unit counts. She stated that corrections can be made for inaccurate boundaries, geocoding
errors, and coverage errors. The CQR program procedures include researching challenges and, as
appropriate, making corrections and issuing revised official population and housing unit counts,
which the Census Bureau will also use for the Census Bureau's Population Estimates program.

Heidi Bickart reported that the Census Bureau would not make adjustments for data that was not
collected in the Census. The Census Bureau will not collect additional data for the enumeration
of living quarters through the CQR program. The Census Bureau will only accept challenges from
the highest elected official or someone acting on their behalf. The Census Bureau will NOT
incorporate the CQR corrections into 2010 data summary files and tables prepared after the CQR
process begins nor will the Census Bureau re-tabulate Summary File 1 or Demographic Profile
tables. She referred POPTAC members attending via audio conference to the URL in the agenda
item: http://federalregister.gov/a/2010-12626.



http://federalregister.gov/a/2010-12626.

10.

She noted that MAG staff is preparing a plan for this post Census 2010 program and said that staff
intends to assist member agencies by identifying large issues and any red flags in the data. She said
MAG will work with the Adhoc POPTAC on this program.

Chris de Perro asked if the Census Bureau will solicit input on the CQR directly with the member
agency. Heidi Bickart said that CQR is a program between the Census Bureau and the member
agency and MAG will assist by providing updates to POPTAC on aregular basis to keep members
informed. She said a letter will be sent from the Census Bureau to the highest elected official and
she will alert POPTAC when these letters have been sent.

Arizona Department of Commerce Update

Anubhav Bagley said the Arizona Department of Commerce (ADOC) is being morphed into the
Commerce Authority. He said that all indications are that the Research Administration section,
which includes the groups working on population and employment data, will be transferred to the
Office of Strategic Planning and Budget (OSPB). Mr. Bagley said MAG staff attends the monthly
Council of Technical Solutions (CTS) meetings. The CTS was established by the State
Demographer at the Arizona Department of Commerce in February 2009. This group, created by
Executive Order 2009-1, meets every month to discuss technical issues as related to population
data, methods and processes.

Anubhav Bagley provided an update on the July 1, 2010 population estimates, and estimates
methodology. He said this set of estimates is unique due to its close proximity to the release of
Census 2010 data. He said they are in discussions about pushing back the date for the population
estimates. He noted they are looking at data used for input into the estimates methodology.
Medicare, social security and school enrollment data has been reviewed.

DJ Stapley asked if they have discussed including foreclosure data in the housing unit method
(HUM). Anubhav Bagley replied that HUM accounts for 80 percent. He said there is not a
consistent data series on foreclosures for the whole state. He noted that MAG has been collecting
foreclosure data for Maricopa County. Another point is that even though a house is being
foreclosed it does not mean that the house is vacant. He reported that MAG is working with APS
and SRP to determine energy use and vacancy rates.

MAG Land Use Database Review

Jason Howard said MAG staff maintains a number of regional databases on an ongoing basis to
assist member agencies. He noted that these databases are also used to develop an official set of
population, housing unit, and employment projections. He said MAG staff has completed a review
of the land use databases with the member agencies and updated the databases based on
thefeedback. He said Kurt Cotner is still incorporating comments. He said member agencies may
request any of the datasets (e.g developments, existing land use, general plan land use). He said
MAG received 2 aerial imagery bids and both were disqualified. He said MAG will be receiving
aerial imagery from Maricopa County and will share it will all member agencies. Dave Williams
asked the resolution of the imagery. Jason Howard said 1 foot.

Building and Employment Databases Project

Jami Garrison said in an effort to provide unified employment and building information for
effective socioeconomic and transportation modeling inputs, MAG has hired a consultant to work



11.

12.

13.

on the Building and Employment Databases project. She said this project allows for the
development and population of several building-based and employment-based inventory databases
for the MAG region. She said the project has just begun. She said it is a year contract. She said
MAG will produce the maps and analysis quarterly in the future. Wahid Alam asked for the
minimum number of employees to be included in the employer database project. Anubhav Bagley
responded that MAG is hoping to include employers with 5 or more employees and this process
will confirm if those type of businesses are being captured. He said the top down approach that is
being used for the current employer database included data from other sources. For the MAG
employer database we are continuing with 5 or more employees any less than that and the accuracy
goes down.

Data Collection Timeline

Heidi Bickart said that ongoing data collection efforts include land use information, employment
and residential completions. She reported that a schedule for the collection of data for the next 6
months is included in Attachment Three. Heidi Bickart noted that the future activity involves
reviewing MAG point databases such as hotel/motels, major group quarters, RV parks/mobile
homes and apartments. She also noted that the Q3 residential completions are due next month and
Q4 residential completions are due next January.

MAG Information Services Data Analysis

Peter Burnett said MAG staff has prepared a residential completions analysis with data from April
1, 1990 to end of calendar year 2009. He said the report is available on the MAG web site.

Mr. Burnett said MAG staff has created a project page on the MAG web site that contains maps
on valley foreclosures:http://www.mag.maricopa.gov/project.cms?item=12289. This data is from
The Information Market. He said MAG staff will continue to produce the maps and analysis on a
quarterly basis. He provided an update on MAG housing data analysis.

Charlie McClendon said he noticed in Avondale that almost every house that went into pre-
foreclosure also went into foreclosure and now it seems like there is a smaller percentage going
into foreclosure. Anubhav Bagley said MAG staff is not currently tracking pre-foreclosure to
foreclosure. He said MAG can calculate what percent go into foreclosure.

Wahid Alam asked if MAG can track what happens to foreclosed properties after they are
foreclosed. Anubhav Bagley said the database from Information Market is provided to MAG on
amonthly basis. He said Information Market takes the foreclosure property from the day the notice
is filed until the auction is complete and if property is purchased by a third party then they no
longer keep track of it but if it stays with the bank they continue to track it.

Regional Updates

DJ Stapley said Carefree is going to begin their visioning sessions for their General Plan update.
Mr. Stapley noted that Carefree already incorporated the required elements in the last update so
he said they do not anticipate a lot of change.

Wahid Alam said Mesa is going through a zoning code update that he anticipated being adopted
next year. He said Mesa is also doing studies due to the extension of the light rail.



14.

Heidi Bickart said that due to a number of new faces on the MAG POPTAC and in the planning
departments at our MAG member agencies, MAG is offering a “POPTAC 101” immediately
following this meeting. POPTAC 101 explains the role of POPTAC, the committee’s main
functions, and major products. MAG staff will discuss the roles of MAG member agency staff and
MAG staff as it relates to preparing estimates, developing projections, coordinating census
activities and collecting data. She said everyone is welcome to attend, this is not just for POPTAC
members.

Next Meeting of the MAG POPTAC

Charlie McClendon said the next meeting of the MAG POPTAC is scheduled for Tuesday,
October 26, 2010 at 10:00 a.m. The meeting adjourned at 10:46 a.m.



REVISED ATTACHMENT ONE

DRAFT
MAG POPTAC Timeline
From November 2010 to April 2010

Member Agency Due Date | MAG Due Date | Activity
Submit General Plans for 60 day review.

Submit when the latest Plan
or update is complete.

Submit when Amendment is Submit Major General Plan Amendments for 60 day review.
ready for review.

Submit Minor General Plan Amendments, Area Plans and
Development Master Plans/Community Master Plans and

Ongoing Ongoing Amendments.

Submit Planned Area Developments/Planned Community
Developments/Planned Residential Developments/Unit Planned

Ongoing Ongoing Development/Final Plats and Reports.
Ongoing Ongoing Submit copy of C404 Form to MAG.
Ongoing Ongoing Submit Annexations to MAG as they occur.
October, 2010 Submit Q3 residential completions to MAG.

Review of County and Sub-county 2010 populaiton updates
dependent upon Arizona Department of Commerce schedule.

November, 2010 November, 2010
Review MAG point databases including hotel/motels, major group
February, 2011 January, 2011 quarters, RV parks/Mobile homes, and apartments.
January, 2011 Submit Q4 residential completions to MAG.
MAG sends jurisdictions list of all land use documents received
February, 2011 January, 2011 for calendar year 2010 for their review.
MAG sends jurisdictions the draft 2010 General Plan and
March, 2011 February, 2011 developments database for review.
April, 2011 Submit Q1 residential completions to MAG.
MAG sends jurisdictions the 2010 draft Employer database for
April, 2011 March, 2011 review.
MAG sends jurisdictions draft annexations between July 1, 2010
and March 31, 2011 for July 1 Arizona Department of Commerce
population estimates. Jurisdictions verify and provide number of
April, 2011 April, 2011 units.
April, 2011 Submit Q1 residential completions to MAG.
MAG sends jurisdictions the 2010 Existing Land Use database for
May, 2011 April, 2011 review.

DRAFT



February 2011 - March 2011

Census Redistricting Data (P.L. 94-171)

Summary File For States:
State population counts for race and Hispanic or
Latino categories
State housing unit counts by occupancy status
(occupied units, vacant units)

2010 CENSUS DATA PRODUCTS:

April 2011

National Summary File of 2010 Census Redistricting

Data

* Population and housing unit counts for the United
States, regions, divisions, and American Indian,
Alaska Native, and Native Hawaiian Areas

June 2011 - August 2011

Summary File 1 (SF 1) for States:

* Population counts for 63 race categories and
Hispanic or Latino
Population counts for many detailed race and
Hispanic or Latino categories, and American Indian
and Alaska Native tribes
Selected population and housing characteristics

Lowest Level Geography: Blocks

March 2011 — February 2012

2010 Census Briefs:

* Analysis of topics including graphs and tables
* Topics based on 2010 Census questions

May 2011

Demographic Profile:

« Selected population and housing characteristics

Lowest Level Geography: Blocks

June 2011 — June 2013

e Includes Congressional Districts of the 111t

Congress

Minor Civil Divisions

* Similar to the Census 2000 Briefs series
* Lowest Level Geography: Largest Places

2010 Census Special Reports:
Lowest Level Geography: Places / Functioning » Detailed analysis of topics including graphs, tables,

and maps

* Similar to the Census 2000 Special Report series

November 2011

National Summary file 1 (SF1) Update:

« Counts for the United States, regions, divisions,
and geographic areas that cross state lines such as
American Indian Areas and Core-Based Statistical
Areas

December 2011 — April 2012

Summary File 2 (SF2):

* Population and housing characteristics iterated for
many detailed race and Hispanic or Latino
categories, and American Indian and Alaska Native
tribes

* Lowest Level Geography: Census Tracts

May 2012

National Summary File 2 (SF2) Update:

« Counts for the United States, regions, divisions,
and geographic areas that cross state lines such as
American Indian Areas and Core-Based Statistical
Areas

May 2012 — December 2012

Summary Population and Housing Characteristics

Report Series:

« Data tables on age, sex, race, Hispanic origin,
households, families, housing tenure and
occupancy population density, and area
measurements

« Reports for each state, the District of Columbia,
and Puerto Rico; and a U.S. summary

« Similar to the Census 2000 PHC-1 report series



2010 CENSUS DATA PRODUCTS:

October 2012 December 2012 January 2013

Urban / Rural Summary File 1 (SF1) Update: American Indian and Alaska Native Summary File: Urban / Rural Summary File 2 (SF2) Update:

Addition of urban and rural population and housing » Population and housing characteristics iterated for

unit counts

Addition of characteristics for urbanized areas and
urban clusters

Lowest Level Geography: Blocks / Urban Clusters

many detailed American Indian and Alaska Native
tribes

Same content as Summary File 2

Threshold to be determined

Lowest Level Geography: American Indian and
Alaska Native Areas

Addition of urban and rural population and housing
unit counts

Addition of characteristics for urbanized areas and
urban clusters

January 2013

Congressional District Summary File (113" Congress):
Re-tabulation of Summary File 1 for newly
redistricted Congressional Districts (113t
Congress)

Lowest Level Geography: Census Tracts within
Congressional Districts

April 2013

Characteristics of American Indians and Alaska
Natives by Tribe Report:

Population and housing characteristics for selected
American Indian and Alaska Native tribes

Similar to the Census 2000 PHC-5 report, but only
for 100-percent data

Lowest Level Geography: States

April 2013 — September 2013

Population and Housing Unit Counts Report

Series:

« Data tables providing selected historical
population and housing unit counts

* Includes tables on population density and area
measurements

* Reports for each state, the District of Columbia,
and Puerto Rico; and a U.S. Summary

* Similar to the Census 2000 PHC-3 report series

June 2013

State Legislative District Geographic Supplement
» Files containing current geographic attributes
for blocks within State Legislative Districts
* Only total population and housing unit counts

* Lowest Level Geography: Blocks

June 2013

State Legislative District Summary File:

* Re-tabulation of Summary File 1 for State
Legislative Districts drawn following the 2010
Census

* Lowest Level Geography: Places

July 2013 — August 2013

Redefined Core-Based Statistical

Areas Summary File 1 (SF1) Update:

» Addition of counts and characteristics for
redefined Core-Based Statistical Areas as
defined by the Office of Management and
Budget following the 2010 Census

* Lowest Level Geography: Principal Cities









United States® I N FO G R A M
Census An information service of the

e el Denver Regional Census Center

American Community Survey (ACS) 5-Year Data Release...

Preparation Starts Now!

Print, broadcast and online journalists are preparing now for the mid-December release of
American Community Survey'’s first ever data products release for all areas in the United States.
This is the first real snapshot since the 2000 Census of what has happened in your community. It
features demographics down to the neighborhood and census tract level.

DATA ON DEADLINE The Impact Is Local ~What To Do Now

Fresh, local news
stories on awide range
of topics available
whenever you want
them from ACS.

Getting Started - Sign up now online at:
www.dataondeadline.com to ensure that you receive

important data releases and webinar press briefing access
information. The U.S. Census Bureau will conduct media

>Changing racial and ethnic webinar conferences prior to the data release.

composition of cities,

counties and neighborhoods. Learning More - Take time now to visit the ACS website at:

http://www.census.gov/acs/www/

>Areas with the highest

concentration of vacant You will learn how to access ACS data, identify data products,
housing. tables, and geographies. You will receive guidance on when to

) o use 1-3 and 5 year estimates, and learn guidelines for
>Commuting, migration, comparing ACS data.

intermarriage, educational
attainment, poverty, family

type and home ownership. American Community Survey’s On-Line E-Tutorial - is
available at:

>Poorest and richest http://www.census.gov/acs/www/quidance for data users/

neighborhoods. e _tutorial/

>Most highly educated Downloadable PDF Compass Handbook - A Compass for

neighborhoods. Understanding and Using American Community Survey Data -

>Neighborhoods with highest Wha_t the Media Needs to Know, is avaylable at:
percentage of grandparents http://www.census.gov/acs/www/guidance for data users/

raising the grandchildren. handbooks

American Community Survey News Media Toolkit — is online
at: http://www.census.gov/newsroom/releases/

American Community Survey Data Release Is Scheduled
for December, 2010

Denver Regional Census Center — 720-475-3626 — 6950 W. Jefferson Avenue, Suite 250 - Denver, CO 80235
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http://www.census.gov/newsroom/releases/

AP\

MARICOPA
ASSOCIATION of
GOVERNMENTS


http://2010.census.gov/2010census/index.php

Census, Surveys & Estimates

Topics for today:








http://www.census.gov/newsroom/releases/archives/2010_census/cb10-cn81.html

What's Next?



2010 Census Data Release Schedule



Redistricting Data File—First Look
at 2010 Census Data



Tahble DP-1.

Profile of General Demographic Characteristics: 2000
Geographic Area: Denver city, Colorado

[For information on confidentiality protection, nonsampling error, and definitions, see text]

Mumber

Fercent

Subject

Mumber

Percent

Total population. ....

SEX AND AGE

Male .
Female. . . ..

Under 5 years

Sto 9 years ..

10 to 14 years

15 to 19 years _

20 to 24 years
25 to 34 years
35 to 44 years
45 to 54 years
255 to 59 years
50 to B4 years
65 to 74 years

?EtDEndf'_-.rears_::
85 years and over. . .. ...

Median age (years). .....

18 years and over_ . ... ..

Male .
Female

21 years and over.......
B2 years and over. . ... ..
65 years and over. ... ...

Male . ...
Female. . .

RACE
One race .
Wihite .

EBlack or AI‘rman .-'-'-.men-:an
American Indian and Alaska
Agian ... ...

554,636

280,207
274,425

A7, 7E9
24,473
31,315
32,2549
45,534
113,676
265,420
71,000
22573
17,181
20,643
23,369
8,414

331

432,870
217,604
213,266
410,987
72,300
62,426
24 595
7,73

533,842
362,180
51,545
¥,2890

100.0

50.5
49.5

G.5

11.32
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HISPANIC OR LATING AND RACE

Total population. . e
Higpanic or Latino {of an:.f race). ..
Mexicam. .. ... ......_......
Puerto Rican. .. ....._.._..
Cuban _......

Other Hlspanlc or LﬂtlnD -
Mot Hispanic or Lafino .. ... ..
White alone. . ... ... ... ...

RELATIONSHIP

Total population. ........
In households. ... ... ... ...
Householder. ... ... ... ...
Spouse ...

Child.

Dwn l:l'llld under 18 years . .. ...
Other relatives . . ... . _ .. _ ..
Under 18 years . ... .. ..
Monreslatives . e
Unmnarried par‘tner. e

In group quarters. -

Inatitutionalized pnpulatlu:un
Moninstitutionalized popu Iatlc- m.

HOUSEHOLD BY TYPE

Total households. -

Family houssholds (far‘nllles}

With own children under 18 yearrs
Married-couple family ... .. ...
With own children under 18 yearﬁs o
Female houssholder, no husband pr&sent
With own children under 18 years _ .
Monfamily houssholds ... .
Housesholder living alone _ .. .
Householder 85 years and over.

554,636
175,704
120,664
1,632
EED
52,738
ATH,932
287,997

554,536
541,917
239,235
83,018
131,799
103,404
40,288
14,885
AT 575
15,737
12,719
6,216
5,502

239,235
119,300
55,588
83,018
35,890
25,923
15,212
119,935
o4, 044
22,604

100.
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Count Question Resolution



2010 Census and
American Community Survey



American Community Survey



American Community Survey
Methodology



American Community Survey

Target Population



American Community Survey

Period Estimates



Publication 1-year 3-year 5-year

thresholds estimates estimates estimates
65,000+ people X X X
20,000+ people X X

Less than 20,000 people X



Atantas




2010 Census Content

Demographic Characteristics



American Community Survey

Social Characteristics



20

American Community Survey

Economic Characteristics

20



American Community Survey

Housing Characteristics

21


http://www.insurancearizona4less.com/homeowner.html
http://www.insurancearizona4less.com/index.html

Table DP-2. Profile of Selected Social Characteristics: 204040

Ceographic area: Denwver city, Colorado

[Cata based on a sample. For information on confidentiality protection, sampling error, nonsampling errcr, and definitions, sese text]

Subject

FMumber

Fercent I

Subject

I Mumier Percent

SCHOOL ENRCOLLMEMNMT

Populaticon 3 yvears and owver

Table DP-3. Profile of Selected Economic Characteristics: 2000

enrolled inm SChool. .o ..o N 130,485 Geographic area: Denver city, Colorado
Mursery schowol, preschool - - - 5,265 [Data based on a sample. For information on confidentiality protection, sampling error, nensampling errer, and definitions, see text]
FKindergartem . . N - T, 245
Elementary schclc:-l (grades ‘I —E) - 55,241 _
Hiioh school (grades S-12) .. . - _ o5 oo Subject Mumber | Percent Subject Mumber | Percent
Cellsge or graduate school .- - - 38,309 EMPLOYMENT STATUS INCOME IM 1999
Population 16 years and over .. 445977 100.0 Households...... frraraamaaees 239,415 100.00
EDUC?ESJT;:—O‘:T;;;:::;”a—Ld over aTaaTE 1N 18BOr FOrEs - oo 301,714 67.7 | Less than 310,000 ... . 24,286 10.1
- - ' Civilian labor force - 301,434 676 | 510,000 to 514,995 U 15,173 8.3
Less than 9th gradse | . e e e .- - 24,253
Sth to 12th grade, no dlplonla_ o oo a4 7B Employed ... 284,340 §3.8 | 515,000 to 524,995, .. 31.541 13.2
High school graduate (includes squivalencyd. - . . . T4 G20 Unemployed 17,094 3.8$25,000 to 534,899 34,121 14.3
Some colleas, no degree - B - 3. 090 Percent of 57 () | 535,000 to 549,995, . 41,138 17.2
Associate degree . . . - - 18 36T Armed Forees. 280 0.1 | 850,000 to 574,995 .. 43,712 18.3
Bachelor's degree _ . . o B 8= 750 Mot in labor forc:e 144 263 32.3 | 875,000 to 599,999 21,838 9.1
Graduate or professional degres 46,315 Females 16 years and over . . 222,148| 100.0 é}gg ggg :g :1;3 ggg 13:3% ;E
Percent high school graduate or higher . TE.9 In EEE’.QI\GE&}}";}& s Eg';gg 2:‘1 j $200.000 or more . ... 6.036 25
Feresnt bachslors degres ar higher . - . Fa-5 Employed .. ... 128802| 57/ | Median househoid income (doliars) 39,500 o
MARITAL STATUS Own children under & years. . ............ 40,989 100.0 | With earnings . 198.528 2.9
FPopulaticon 15 years and owver . . - 451,496 All parents in family in labor foree . 22,378 545 Mean earnlngs |dcl|al5}' . 53,787 (8]
Flewer married - o o - oL Lo L Lo oo - 152,105 With Social Security income . . 50,179 21.0
Mow married, except separated _ _ _ 195,070 COMMUTING TO WORK Mean Social Security income {dollarsj‘ . 10,735 ()
Separated . _ . .. .. _ .. _ .. - - 10,5688 Workers 16 years and over .. 278,715 100.0 | with Supplemental Security Income .. ... ... 9,663 4.0
Wiidowesed . o - oL - oL _ oL .. - - 25,412 Car, truck, or van - - drove alone . 190,274 68.3 Mean Supplemental Seq:,uri’q.r Income
Female. . _ . . .. ... .. _.. - - 21,272 Car, truck, or van - - carpooled. . _ - 37,868 13.5 (dollars)’ . T 6,366 (8]
Diworced . .- ... Lo o e e e e - 57,219 Public transportation (including taxicab) ... ... ... 23487 B4 \.'mh public assm.ance income . . 8,031 3.4
i T e Pt A o -~~~ public assistance income (dollars}“ 2,758 (B8]
Table DP-4. Profile of Selected Housing Characteristics: 2000 rement income . . L 30,931 12.9
GF GCeographic area: Denver city, Colorado retirement incoms |dc|lar~e.)1 18,728 (28]
[Data based on a sample. For information on confidentiality protection, sampling error, neonsampling errcr, and definitions, see text] lilies . . [ 120,305 100.0
n 310, CIDD T.BES 8.5
S Subject Mumber | Percent Subject Mumber | Percent to 514,999.. - 5,454 4.5
to 524,999 . 13,414 11.1
WE Total housing units. . .. ........ 251,435 100.0 |OCCUPANTS PER ROOM to 534999 .. 15.076 12.5
UNITS IN STRUCTURE Occupied housing wnits .. ... ... ..., 239,755 100.0 to 549'999__ L 20:405 17.0
T-unit, detached . . _ . ... ..o o L. 119,432 AT S |1 00 orless. .. ... 220,758 92.3 t05?4IQEI‘3... 25 270 21.0
1-unit, attached . . 18,765 FToSp1.01 20 150 .. e 8,245 3.4 to 599,009 13'349 1.5
2wunits . ... ... 7,994 B2P1.51 @r MOMS . . . _ oL 10,228 4.2 - Tt : -
S or 4 unite 10034 an D to 149,999, e 11,091 9.2
S to 9 units _ 14,244 5.7 Specified owner-oc e 104,286 100.0 D to$199,989 R EERRTEEr 3422 2.8
10 to 19 uni . 21,373 8.5 | vaALUE 0 or more e 4,459 37
20 or more units 55,918 23.4 | Less than $50,000. ... . B 240 0.8 family income {dollars). ................ 48,185 &)
Mobkile home. .- .. R . L. .. 617 0.2 | 50,000 to $99,999 . _ . - 10,203 9.9 R .
Boat, RV, van, et .. ....._............ 57 - |s100.000 to $149,999. - 31,054 29.8 fainenme idnllars)? f41m i
$150,000 to $199,599 - - 26,922 258
YEAR STRUCTURE BUILT S200,000 to $259,999. - - 21,331 20.5
1999 to March 2000 . e 5,260 21 F4599,999. - 10,040 9.6
1995 to - - . . 8,395 3.3 | $500.000 to $999,999. B - - - 3,237 3.1
1990 to 1994 ... ... 5,212 2.1 |S1,000,000 Oor MOMe. - . . .. . ... S59 .5
1980 fto 1959 . _ .. - - - 22,470 8.9 | Median {dollars) . . . ... ... ... ... ... 165,800 =0
1570 to 18975 . _ - - - 40,916 16.3
1960 to 1969 . e 35,877 143 |[MORTGAGE STATUS AND SELECTED
1940 fo 19599 . _ .. L. 71,700 2B8.5 MONTHLY OWMER COSTS
19239 orearlier ... ... ... ..., 61,6805 24.5 | With a mortgage .. ... - - 79,329 76.1
Less than $300 .. . _ . . - - - 314 a3
ROOMS 5300 to S499 . . - - - 2,485 24
1 room . ... ... 12,211 4.9 5500 to 3699 . ... - - - 5,954 8.7
2 rooms . ... 25,891 10.2 S700 to 5999 .. .. - - - 20,208 19.4
3 rooms . ... 29,750 15.8 1,000 to $1,499 . - - - 30,434 292
4 rooms . .. . 43,306 17.2 1,500 to $1,999 . B - - 11,266 10.8
S5 rooms . . . . 39,3270 15.7 52,000 or more .. ... N N N T.688 7.4
B roocms . .. . 29,524 11.7 Median {dollars:l, e N N N 1,134 [
T roocms . ... 21,992 8.7 | Mot mortgaged . .- .- - - 24 957 23.9
Brooms. .. _.._.. 18,622 7.4 Medlan{dc}llars] e e e e 279 (S ]
9 or more rooms . - . . . 20,969 8.3
Median (rooms) .. ... ... ... ... ..., 4.6 (>3 1 SELECTED MOMTHLY OWMER COSTS




American Community Survey
2010 Data Release Schedule



American Community Survey
Content Changes 2008
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American Community Survey

Learning More
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About the Survey Tab -
Questions on the Form and Why We Ask



Three Tips for Using American
Community Survey Data



Understanding Multi-Year Estimates



What is a Multiyear Estimate?



Use Multiyear Estimates When



Understanding Margins of Error
(MOE)



1-year estimates provide information
based on the last year

3-year estimates provide information
based on the last year and the 2

years before that

5-year estimates provide information
based on the last year and the 4
years before that

Larger sample sizes produce
estimates that are more
statistically reliable

3-year estimates are based on 3
times as many sample cases as
1-year estimates

S-year estimates are based on 5
times as many sample cases as
1-year estimates




When to Use 1 Year, 3 Year
or 5 Year Estimates



Guidance for Data Users Tab
Handbooks for Data Users - Compass Reports



Compass Products
How Can | Access ACS Data

General Data Users

Business Community

High School Teachers

Media

Congress

State and Local Governments

Federal Agencies

Researchers

Users of Data for Rural Areas

Users of Data for American Indians and Alaska Natives



http://www.census.gov/acs/www/UseData/Compass/handbook_def.html
http://www.census.gov/acs/www/UseData/Compass/handbook_def.html
http://www.census.gov/acs/www/UseData/Compass/handbook_def.html
http://www.census.gov/acs/www/UseData/Compass/handbook_def.html
http://www.census.gov/acs/www/UseData/Compass/handbook_def.html
http://www.census.gov/acs/www/UseData/Compass/handbook_def.html
http://www.census.gov/acs/www/UseData/Compass/handbook_def.html
http://www.census.gov/acs/www/UseData/Compass/handbook_def.html
http://www.census.gov/acs/www/UseData/Compass/handbook_def.html
http://www.census.gov/acs/www/UseData/Compass/handbook_def.html

American Community Survey

Similarities with Census 2000

36



American Community Survey
ACS Main Page

http://www.census.gov/acs/www



http://www.census.gov/acs/www/UseData/compACS.htm




Annual Population Estimates



U.S.'-'Censﬁs Bureau

People | Busin255| Geography | Hewsruum| Subjects A to E| Search@Census

Population Estimates | Search This Site

Estimates Main Overview Estimates Data Estimates Topics Geographic Topics Analysis Archives

Overview

The Population Estimates Program publishes total resident population estimates and demographic components of change (births, deaths, and
migration) each year. We also publish the estimates by demographic characteristics (age, sex, race, and Hispanic ongin) for the nation, states,
and counties. In addition to the resident population universe, we also produce population estimates for these universes: resident plus armed

forces overseas, civilian, and civilian noninstitutionalized at the national level; and civilian at the state level. The reference date for estimates is
July 1.

Estimates usually are for the present and the past, while projections are estimates of the population for future dates. We develop these
estimates with the assistance of the Federal State Cooperative Program for Population Estimates (FSCPE).

These estimates are used in federal funding allocations, as denominators for vital rates and per capita time series, as survey controls, and in
monitoring recent demographic changes. With each new issue of July 1 estimates, we revise estimates for years back to the last census.
Previously published estimates are superseded and archived.

The Population Estimates are also available on American Factfinder.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Population Division
Questions? / 1-866-758-1060

Estimates Main Overview Estimates Data Estimates Topics Geographic Topics Analysis Archives
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Partnership and Data Services






October 2010

Population Estimate Methodology

Geography Method Name Data Variables Calculation Possible other datasets

Housing Unit Completions

Housing Unit Method (HUM) |Occupancy Rate and Persons Per Household from (Hom:sing Unit*Occupancy 2009 American Community
70% Census rate*Persons per household) + GQ |Survey
A : Population
nnexations

Group Quarter Population (Survey)

Maricopa County Births and Deaths (0-4)
Composite School Enrollment (5-17) .
30% Apply ratios from Census 2000 Ratio of deaths to
Licensed Drivers (18-64) population
Medicare Recipients (65+) Social Security recipients

Control Total for Maricopa
County (30% * Composite) + (70% HUM)

Calculate HUM Population using
(Housing Unit*Occupancy

Housing Unit Completions rate*Persons per household)

‘I:IIU"_Sd'Ct"(’:"s '"t Housing Unit Method (HUM) Adjust population in households

aricopa Lounty Occupancy Rate and Persons Per Household from |change for each jurisdiction to
2005 Census Survey change in county control total
Annexations Adjust housing unit inventory

Group Quarter Population (Survey) Add GQ Population




October 26, 2010

Average Square Feet of Single Family Homes by Year of Construction

Maricopa County

0@%

A

Construction Year of Unit

Jurisdiction All Years Pre 1970 1970 to 1979 |1980to 1989 [1990to 1999 (2000 to 2009

Avondale 1,890 1,070 1,400 1,860 1,930 1,990
Buckeye 2,040 1,260 1,410 1,590 1,800 2,090
Carefree 3,300 2,760 2,850 3,220 3,350 3,990
Cave Creek 2,700 1,610 1,920 2,250 2,740 3,500
Chandler 2,070 1,350 1,540 1,610 2,010 2,650
Unicorporated Areas 2,010 1,350 1,620 1,840 2,040 2,530
El Mirage 1,580 1,050 1,290 1,920 1,400 1,640
Fountain Hills 2,450 NA 2,130 2,090 2,390 3,430
Gila Bend 1,340 1,150 1,590 1,500 1,440 1,750
Gilbert 2,230 1,300 1,820 2,050 2,110 2,390
Glendale 1,880 1,460 1,690 1,800 2,120 2,230
Goodyear 2,150 1,370 1,520 1,870 1,940 2,250
Guadalupe 1,200 960 1,350 1,310 1,330 1,510
Litchfield Park 2,610 2,120 2,350 2,800 2,580 3,300
Mesa 1,890 1,450 1,670 1,820 2,020 2,330
Paradise Valley 4,440 3,080 3,870 5,160 5,370 6,890
Peoria 2,020 1,190 1,460 1,620 1,920 2,490
Phoenix 1,780 1,450 1,660 1,780 2,080 2,250
Queen Creek 2,620 1,280 1,810 2,290 2,560 2,660
Scottsdale 2,680 1,680 2,280 2,550 2,830 3,960
Surprise 2,000 1,080 1,270 1,510 1,660 2,130
Tempe 1,890 1,600 1,790 2,180 2,400 2,970
Tolleson 1,440 1,160 1,590 1,700 1,630 1,560
Wickenburg 1,720 1,260 1,620 1,810 1,950 2,180
Youngtown 1,440 1,090 1,420 1,620 1,450 1,880
Maricopa County 1,990 1,470 1,710 1,880 2,130 2,380

Source: Maricopa County Assessor, 2009. This analysis is based on the Maricopa County Assessor Residential Master File.
Note: Indian communities are not included in the above county analysis as the Maricopa County Assessor
does not collect data for them

Data rounded to the nearest 10

Prepared by the Maricopa Association of Governments, October 2010




October 26, 2010

Percent of Single Family Homes with Pools by Year of Construction
Maricopa County

A
Rl

Construction Year of Unit

Jurisdiction All Years Pre 1970 197010 1979 |1980t0 1989 [1990to 1999 |2000 to 2009

Avondale 21% 2% 10% 40% 30% 19%
Buckeye 11% 8% 14% 19% 18% 11%
Carefree 58% 52% 48% 56% 61% 67%
Cave Creek 41% 23% 30% 32% 41% 54%
Chandler 32% 13% 33% 34% 23% 41%
Unincorporated Areas 16% 5% 9% 12% 16% 25%
El Mirage 6% 2% 6% 15% 5% 7%
Fountain Hills 54% 0% 60% 49% 50% 66%
Gila Bend 6% 3% 20% 14% 3% 7%
Gilbert 36% 3% 31% 42% 40% 31%
Glendale 35% 19% 44% 40% 35% 21%
Goodyear 25% 9% 31% 37% 24% 26%
Guadalupe 1% 0% 0% 2% 1% 0%
Litchfield Park 48% 46% 68% 67% 36% 25%
Mesa 30% 16% 33% 31% 29% 32%
Paradise Valley 85% 74% 91% 93% 86% 82%
Peoria 29% 8% 21% 28% 28% 32%
Phoenix 30% 21% 40% 38% 38% 21%
Queen Creek 28% 7% 20% 33% 46% 27%
Scottsdale 59% 43% 71% 70% 56% 72%
Surprise 19% 2% 3% 9% 13% 21%
Tempe 43% 32% 49% 52% 37% 32%
Tolleson 10% 6% 18% 20% 11% 0%
Wickenburg 11% 8% 11% 14% 14% 10%
Youngtown 4% 2% 2% 7% 4% 7%
Maricopa County 31% 22% 37% 35% 34% 27%

Source: Maricopa County Assessor, 2009. This analysis is based on the Maricopa County Assessor Residential Master File.

Note:

does not collect data for them
Prepared by the Maricopa Association of Governments, October 2010

Indian communities are not included in the above county analysis as the Maricopa County Assessor





















POPULATION TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE - OCTOBER 18, 2010

CENTRAL PHOENIX
TRANSPORTATION FRAMEWORK
STUDY UPDATE



Why do we need Frameworks?

“Getting in front of Growth,” by
understanding:

Land use, socio-economic, and development
patterns

Environmental Issues
Cultural Resources
Programmed improvements
Connections - Continuity

Corridor preservation



Framework Study Sequence

/

A

N
Alternatives

J

=

AU

N
Environmental
Scan
4

[

-

\
STAKEHOLDER

REVIEWS
)

/

[ Land Use Projections

|

L 4

__{Corridors Determinatio

n Travel Demand Models
(Freeways, Parkways, Arterials)

v

|

FRAMEWORK
RECOMMENDATION

J LKnown Immediate Actions}




Environmental Scan

INTERSTATES 8 AND 10-HIDDEN VALLEY

e Cultural Resources

e Air Quality

e Aviation

e Slopes Analysis

e Hazardous Materials

e Natural Vegetation

e Land Ownership

e Major Economic Centers
¢ Title VI/Environ Justice
e Conservation Areas

e Utility Corridors

* Biological Resources

Wildlife Corridors




Just a framework . ..

= Response to growth
* Locations are subject to change!
= Subject to appropriate planning,

engineering, and environmental studies
Regional Transportation Plan
Municipal General Plans/Maricopa County Plans
Corridor Location Studies
Design Concept Reports (DCRs)
State and Federal Environmental Studies

= Actions are not currently funded



A Major Street and Highway Plan

WILBUR SMITH & ASSOCIATES - 1960



Roadway Framework

INTERSTATE 10-HASSAYAMPA VALLEY TRANSPORTATION FRAMEWORK STUDY

Accepted by the
IMAG Regional Council
on February 27, 2008.




I-8/1-10 HIDDEN VALLEY TRANSPORTATION FRAMEWORK STUDY




WICKENBURG TRANSPORTATION FRAMEWORK STUDY




10

2009,
All
Rights
Reser
ved.






Study Objectives

= Develop network
= Optimize network

* |ntegrate alternative
modes

= Evaluate incident
management strategies

* Evaluate CMV routing

= Recommend Access
Management

Describe range of
funding sources

Evaluate City of Phoenix
urban villages

Consult project
stakeholders

Recommend ITS
opportunities

Consider grade
separations

Address traffic
bottlenecks

12



Scope of Services

= Project Initiation = Evaluate Transportation

= Public Involvement Network Alternatives

= Data Collection and = Develop Transportation
Forecasting Network

, Recommendations
= Develop Transportation

Network Alternatives






Questions?

Central Phoenix
Transportation Framework
Study Update

Contact Information:

Project Manager Bob Hazlett
bhazlett@azmag.gov

Tim Strow
tstrow@azmag.gov

602 254-6300
602 254-6490 FAX
WWWw.azmag.gov




“The Arizona Parkway”

MODELED FROM MICHIGAN’S BOULEVARD-ARTERIAL

= 40 years practice in seven states

= Marginal cost increase over
conventional arterials

= Near-freeway volumes

= Context-sensitive

16



Indirect Left Turn

PROPOSAL FOR THE ARIZONA PARKWAY
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