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= 35-mile corridor representing the
transportation “spine” of Metro

Phoenix.
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erm Improvements

= Under development and study by =
ADOT. 3603

= Multiple options under consideratio
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“ale 10 — between SR-51/SR-202L and US-60
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ate 10 - between SR-143 and US-60

L UNIVERSITY,
* ESTATES

OUTBOUND

SR-143 to US-60 Follow CD Rd to existing ramp
SR- 143 toI 10 FoIIow CD Rd enter after US 60
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— between 16th St and 19th Ave
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mlc Operations and ITS Enhancements

Strategies for: ? -
- ADOT - DPS iod

= Incident Management

= Ramp Metering Coordination

—
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orridor Master Plan Overview j‘}..‘i}_

=S4 Master Plan
=,

« Controlling Design.C

* Public Involvement PI
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nconstrained
Demand

= Between 6-12 lanes needed in each
direction on Interstate 10 and
Interstate 17 to achieve LOS D.

Cutline 1

A0ir

Cutline 2

Cutline 3

Cutline 8
Cutline 9

Cutline 12 i -

4
W, Cutline 13



Year 2014 to Year 2040 Job Center Employment Growth
Spine Corridor Master Plan

and 2040
Employment Analysis

= Corridor jobs make up 1/3 of all jobs
in Maricopa County.

= Jobs create demand (traffic) in the




Emand Characteristics g Pt Corridor

=S4 Master Plan
:ﬂ‘w

5 Local
More GP Motrl"ea::‘ars Markets Tzrgfrgl
than HOV. PLUS

trucks. . Needs.
Regional. — B




unications Plan
Agency and Public Involvement Process Overview Round #1 (early 2015)

O il
Sept. 2014 Oct. 2014 Nov. - Dec. Jan.2015 [l Feb. 2015

2014 I

. Re‘_‘"?‘:f PIP , » Confirm agency and + Mtg. announcement « Distribute agency + Finish Public Info
* Reinitiate study website public meeting and materials review info mtg. invites mtgs.
tasks dates and locations and approval process s Print public » Summarize

+ Initiate MetroQuest « Initiate 0 Agency meeting meeting ads outreach efforts
planning and agency/public mtg. invites + Launch

coordination material 0 Agency meeting MetroQuest
« Agency Involvement development materials « Agency Info

workshop plocess o Public meting ads Meeting
» Stakeholder database + Study website goes and e-newsletter « Start Public Info

clean-up live Press release Mtgs.
Social Media
Fact Sheet
Banners
Mtg handouts
Presentations . -
Talking Points, ‘ i ' » s
FAQs orridor
: Master Plan

{

2

»
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munications Needs mm

= How much congestion is tolerable?

= Where does reducing congestion rank
compared to:

peed?



Ern!or Master Plan Overview g Pt Corridor
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cts Recent or Nearing Completion
MAG REGIONAL FREEWAY AND HIGHWAY PROGRAM

@&
AT
— & HEM gy

Loop 303 m - o CREEKCAREFREE
. PEORIA CAREFREE Hw
13-mi of New Freeway PR

5
5
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US-60 Widening to 6-lanes  E2t PHOENIX
from 83rd Ave to LOOp 303 : SCOTTSDALE

FOUNTAIN
HILLS

LOOp 303 PEORIA AVE SHEA BLVD
Interstate 10 to US_GO p:::}_n:':s SALT RIVER PIMA-MARICQPA ~ INDIANBENDRD

INDIAN COMMUNITY McDO!
ccccc
LRD.

61-Miles of new HOV Lanes on gz - - :
Loop 101 Eiig n ‘ 3o . J

[ — == ' s -

GOODYEAR

11-Miles of new HOV
e = Lanes on Loop 202

uuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuu
R ) SRS T e eeey.  Cerrir g
Elgta = &

New DHOV Ramp B New DHOV Ramp
I-10 at Loop 202 ‘ Loop 101 at Loop 202
(Pecos Stack)



s Still to Come
MAG REGIONAL FREEWAY AND HIGHWAY PROGRAM

— &

CAVE CREEK

PEORIA

Loop 101, I-17 to Shea Blvd

e Add Lanes

US-60/Grand Ave
Loop 303 to Loop 101

Intersection Improvements

EL MIRAGE

. :‘ YOUNGTOWN
1-10/1-17 Spine, Loop 101 to Loop 202 L T
Near-Term and Long-Term Projects

TOLLESON
AVONDALE

Loop 303, Interstate 10 to MC-85 | .
New Freeway T 0 | T

. odoriria al — |angu-2§r:o|vrf3mw - eLNDLER LOOp 101, US-60 to LOOp 202
* - g S ¥ Add Lanes

Loop 202/South Mountain
New Freeway



mnal Transit Program

= Planned Service Improvements:

= Bus Rapid Transit

uper Grid Bus System Expansion
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erial Life Cycle Program
MORE THAN 30 PROJECTS COMPLETED

= Arizona Ave. at Chandler Blvd.: Intersection = Hawes Rd.: Santan Freeway to Ray Rd.
Improvements

= Lake Pleasant Pkwy.: Union Hills to Dynamite Rd.
= Loop 101 at Beardsley Rd/Union Hills Dr.

= Arizona Ave. at Ray Rd.: Intersection Improvement . :ic()fp 101 Frontag R C RS ot

Beardsley Rd.: Loop 101 to 83rd Ave/Lake Pleasant

= Arizona Ave. at Elliot Rd.: Intersection
Improvements

Pima Rd.: SR-101L o

Pima-Rd7Happy Valley Rd..1g
Improvement

6mpson Peak Pkwy.

Do grupe Ra==Intersection
Improvemen

' Mirage Rd..Be

= Gilbert Rd.: SR-202L/Ger
Creek Rd.

L INtersel

o= 1=1/7to 35th A



September 2013

Mid-Phase Public
Meeting on
Transportation
Improvement
Program and Regional
Transportation Plan.

October 2013

Approval to Proceed
with Air Quality
Analysis.

November 2013

Final-Phase Public
Hearing on
Transportation
Improvement
Program, Regional
Transportation Plan
and Air Quality
Analysis.

al Transportation Plan
Review and Approval Process

/

December 2013

MAG Committee
Recommendations.

January 2014

MAG Approval of
Transportation
Improvement
Program, Regional
Transportation Plan,
and Air Quality
Analysis.

2035 REGIONAL
TRANSPORTATION

PLAN (RTP)

MAY 2013




$1,400

$1,200

Sales tax T
revenues § $800

$6.0 billion :
below 2003 2 s

$0

- forecast

600 o
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3-14 Transportation Survey

Objective ——
= Understanding of transportation.

Satisfaction. - . e
oport for additional revenue for ' :

group of 29 participants.

= Used to gain basic understanding of
knowledge.

iteractive with moderator. b



m! Region High Efficacy Voters

= High efficacy voter = voted at least three times in
the last five elections (every two years, does not
include local elections).

J - ™ . - — -
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m. m!ing about the future, do you think you/your family will be in a

better or worse financial place next year or will it remain the same?

Perceived Future Financia

17%




“. g a scale of 1 to 5, where 1 means extremely dissatisfied and 5 means

extremely satisfied, how satisfied are you with each of the following components
of the transportation system in the greater Phoenix area. To start, how satisfied

are you with. . .? /

6% 26% 41%
SRR -~ IV g

"‘

— -

The freeways/highways

pads




TomTom Traffic Index TOMTOMG®

Americas
Rank Clchange  Cily Counlry Congestion Morning peak Evening peak Highways  Non-Highways
1 A Rio de Janelio Brazil 5 96% 125% 44% 53%
2 s30 Paulo Brazil 100% 30% a7%
M t r 3 A Vancouver Canada 76% 23% 40%
Q . Los Angeles United States 78% 33% 3B%
etro Los Angeles #4: Congestion Level 35% T
6 Henolulu United States 59% 19% 6%
1ok Seattle United States 76% 2% 35%
o 8 A san Jose United States 13% 19% 38%
9 - oronto Canada 1% 1% 345
1 A Washington United States 66% 20% 4%
I # . . I ) 1N A New Yark United States 8% 2% 1%
Portland #13: Congestion Level 25
61% 19% 29%
Y i A 59% 18% 32%
5 58% 7% 0%
6 A United States 51% 12% 7%
1 A Canada 2% 19% 2%
H #20 C . L I 220 8 A United States 51% 13% 28%
t o t s A United States 54% 16% 28%
ouston ° onges ion Leve United States 64% 19% 7%
61% 7% 4
New Orleans 51% 17% 4%
Atlanta United States 59% 16% 8%
L)Y | O m . . 0, A Piladelphia United States 52% 16% 29%
Atlanta #23: Congestion Level 22% A o
A San Diego United States 48% 12% 35%
A Oriande i States 47% 9% 30%
A Tueson United States 4% 4% 27%
Pittsburgh United States 45% 1% 29%
Virginia Beach United States 4% 13% 243
Nashville 55% 13% 35%
A Riverside 8% 14% 28%
Las Vegas 0% 7% 2%
- Sazamento United States 4% 8% 25%
A Providence United States 4% 10% 26%
Baltimore United States 4% 12% 28%
A Edmonton Canada % 6% 2%
A Minneapolis United States 13% 2%
Da 2% 23%
A Charlstte 10% 5%
L A 1% 22%
' ' A 9% 24%
Phoenix United States :
san 4% 8% 23%
H H A Milwaukee United States 35% 1% 19%
Ral el g h Un | ted States F N acksonville United States % 6% 26%
Cindinnatl United States 2% 6% 9% 23%
' ' A Buffalo 16% % 6% 27%
Richmond United States s
= Columbus 20% 40% % 1%
: : I Birmingham 25% 39% 6% 33%
Kansas City United States A todew
5 Salt Lake City United States 15% 35% 4% 2%
. Louisville United States 15% 5% % 25%
Cleveland United States T
[ ———— P TUnTied States 4% 29% 5% 8%
Ralelgh Uni States 2% 33% 4% 21%
Rehmend United States 14% 20% 4% 19%
Kansas Clty ¢ 8% 26% 5% 20%
Cleveland 18% 25% 4% 20%

© 2013 TomTom International BV. All rights reserved. - 7




m. at do you think is the ONE most important transportation-related

issue or problem in the greater Phoenix area today? (Open Ended)

Traffic congestion on freeways 18%

Lack of bus service/public transit 18%

Lack of light rail/access to light rail 11%

Traffic congestion on major streets 8%
5%

ace and repai
Oghways/freewa

)

raffic (general
===

Population grg

-



e following six components of the transportation system, which one do
you think should be the number one priority for the greater Phoenix area? Of the
remaining items, which one should be the second highest priority?

Top Priorities for Greater Phoenix Transportation System Co nts

Completion of our regional freeway system 23% 50%

Expanding the existing light rail system

and-intérsections




m. , as far as you know, is there definitely, probably, probably not, or

definitely not enough funding available to cover needed transportation
improvements in the greater Phoenix area over the next 20 years?

Knowledge of Funding for Next 20 Years

Dofinitely Enough 6%

—

Definitely
.

-




nsportation Funding Knowledge

To the best of your knowledge, how do you contribute to the funding of the transportation system in your
city and the region (select all that apply)?

Tax on Miles Driven 1l 2
Luxury Registration [l 2
Developer Fees [N o

Reoperty Tax

—

-




n. ow important is the regional transportation system for the

Greater Phoenix area’s economy? Please use a 1 to 5 scale where 1
means not at all important and 5 mean extremely important.

Transportation System and the Econo

ely Important



amble

Our transportation system primarily relies on gas taxes and
dedicated sales taxes for funding. The Arizona gas tax_has
been 18 cents a gallon since 1991, whichmeans thg

Brgastax (S algaas
toin
J—

due to the rece
F

L1



n that information, using a 1 to 5 scale where “1"” means you “strongly
oppose” an option and “5"” means you “strongly support” an option, please rate
your level of support for each proposed funding option to improve the

transportation system in the greater Phoenix area. /

Extending the current County half cent..._ 21% 23%

/
Increase developers' fees 20%

T Tl TL T S

o
8%



“ !e same 1 to 5 scale, please rate your level of support for an increase in

the taxes dedicated for transportation improvements if it would result in you
paying approximately $50 more in taxes spread across the course of a year.

Q10. Again, using the same 1 to 5 scale, please rate your leve
increasing the gas tax each year in the future to matchthe generg
in order to fund transportation system improvements

upport fo

es over the




m. you had a choice of paying this $50 more per year in the sales tax or

gas tax, which is about a quarter of a cent increase in sales tax or a 10 cent
increase per gallon in gas tax, which tax would you prefer?

Support for Sales Tax Increase versus-6as Tax In

= 0 ot




“med (State, County, and Local) Sales Tax Rates

for Cities within MAG Planning Area

12.0
10.3
10.0

9.3 93 93 93 93 93 92 93 oo Lo - o
...... .--ﬁ- 1 I i State Average 8.16%
# n

e\ )



ing a 1 to 5 scale where “1" means “not at all supportive” and “5"
means “very supportive,” how supportive of additional taxes or fees would
you be if the money would be used to...

Repair/maintain existing streets

Repair/maintain existing freeways

Utilize tech. to make freeways more reliable/efficient

Expand the light rail
ceWaysyianes

Xxpand the b

alks/bike paths
== i

S|




urvey Conclusions

= Voters don’t appear to support any new taxes/fees.

= Voters not overwhelmingly ready to support
tension of the existing %2 cent s




mey Conclusions

= Many responses emphasized the need for public
transportation improvements.

= Satisfaction was high with free
oters-want agd
re ar 1 i
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red Projects
REGIONAL FREEWAY AND HIGHWAY PROGRAM
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Roadways
within MAG
Region
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* !perations and Maintenance Costs

$80-8
million
Ideal

$31.2
million
GAP

$49-6
million
ACTUAL

Preserva -




“ratlons and Maintenance Costs with New Corridors

$91.6
$80.8 million /
million
With
Existing Opening of
System Loop 303,
Loop 202,
1-10/1-17

Total Operations and Maintenance thru 2040
$2.4 billion



g Budget” Maintenance Items

By 2040:

= Quiet Pavement Replacement — up to o - —
three applications. _

/’r’i : tra

INtercrriange - NE



*cl of Funding Loss on

BRT/Express and Grid Routes

2003 Regional Current Transit Life
Transportation Plan Cycle Program




0 3 6

——

Scale in miles

ario 1

= Minimal service
expansion: Many

deficiencies not

addressed.

Existing and Planned Transit Service and Facilities Freeways/Expressways w— Express Bus
~  Regional Supergrid Bus

| ght Rail Line Existing

Planned wesss  Arterial Bus Rapid Transit
(New or Expanded Serviced@@1, All Rights Reserved. 49

W Future High Capacity Transit Corridors © New or Expanded Park-and-Ride Facility

BEE | jght Rail Extension
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20T i rgrid Bus
- b ey s oo ©2017, Al RJRAINA YRS 50
Q New or Expanded Park-and-Ride Facility



ario 3

= Provides a
comprehensive 7
regional transit C
system. ‘F"

e
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EEm | ght Rail Line
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s Summary

Regional
Freeways and

billion

_ 3 - >
HAVE _ 2
)"_ : A NICE DAY v : !

e— $21.7

billion ;
- billi ni
L

$15.6 E [“" '
".'l

billion

Base Qase
Scenario 1

ey

Scenario 3

$3 bllllon

. |

A
-
\ Scenario 2




*nllal Highway Revenue Sources

Projected 2025 to 2040

Federal Highway Funds $.2(.)0
+ MAG STP and MAG CMAQ million

R —

Y2 ADOT Funds $5.7
= = —45 « Includes Highway Users Revenue Fund (HURF) billion

“1, P and Federal Aid
e —

&1t & Regional Area Roadway Fund (RARF) ?7..8
 Half Cent Sales Tax billion




AMERICAN PETROLEUM INSTITUTE GASOLINE TAXES

al and State Gas Rates

COMBINED LOCAL, STATE AND FEDERAL (CENTS PER GALLON)

JULY 2013

. Graater than 48 5
i 00405

Less than 40.0

U.S. AVERAGE: 49.5

Gasoline Motor Fuel Taxes as of July 1, 2013
alifornia [IEEEEE—_—
Calif

Hawaii
New York
Connecticut INEE—
Michigan |
llinois
Indiana [
North Carolina [IEEE—
Washington -
Florida [
West Virginia I
Nevada I
Rhode [sland .
Wisconsi
Pennsylvania
Kentucky

Louisiana [
New Hampshire [N

New Mexico

71.9
69.0
68.2
67.7
57.9
57.5
57.3
56.3
55.9
53.8

US Average
49.5¢/gal

Western USA
47.2¢/gal

Arizona #43
37.4¢/gal




way Account of the Highway Trust Fund

FY 2014 Projected Estimates for End-of-Month Cash Balances (as of 2/28/2014) ¥/ %/ 3/

Highway Account of the Highway Trust Fund (Includes FHWA, FMCSA & NHTSA)

"

$12
i Actual

$105

T
I
I
I
I - &= Projected
1

$8.6

9
® 8.1 $8.4

Billions of Dollars

Shortfall anticipated \
v
$0.4 {50.7)
(50.) M= <A

—J

($3) + r r v
Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep

1/ Graph reflects actual data through 2/28/14 and end-of-month projections for the remainder of the fiscal year

2/ Total receipt and outlay projections are based on FY 2015 President's Budget Baseline assumptions. Projected monthly receipt and outlay rates
are based on historic averages

3/ Range of anticipated shortfall: Green brackets denote the estimated window of when the anticipated shortfall will occur.
Source: FHWA




”ajor Components and Revenue Categories

= Operations and Maintenance
funding for transit, streets and Sales el
highways — permanent and Options
inable.
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nnual Average Net New Statewide Revenue
2013 to 2022 (millions of dollars)

$10 drivers' license fee increase _ $13.1 0.9% Percent Increase in HURF Revenues
$42.6 3.0% Compared to Projections for 2013 to 2022

10% Surcharge on Luxury Tax Collections

$10 registration fee increase $53.4 3.8%

Property tax for transportation _$96. 8%
$108.6 ZZo
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