








)
N

HER)

.’

\




TIMING ASSUMPTIONS
FUTURE PINAL COUNTY TRANSPORTATION SEGMENTS

APPENDIX D
RECORD OF PUBLIC AND STAKEHOLDER OUTREACH AND NETWORK EDITS
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Timing Assumptions of Future Pinal County Transportation Networks 4. Initial Draft Year 2020 Conceptual Network, Base Case Scenario
(See Attachment #2)

TIMING ASSUMPTIONS
FUTURE PINAL COUNTY TRANSPORTATION SEGMENTS

Project Team Workshop Summary
August 1, 2008, 2 — 4 PM 5. Other Discussion Items

Wilson & Company a. Evolving/Modified Local Roadway Networks (GIS Update Required)

b. T.LM.E. Initiative Resolution

Attendees: Dan Marum (Wilson & Company) 6. Next Steps
Greg Davies (Wilson & Company)
Curt Lueck (CLA) a. Task 4 - Interviews and Subarea Workshops
(Workshops to be held week of 9/15/08)
PURPOSE:

. . b. Task 5 - Draft Alternative Networks (Early October, 2008
The workshop focused on Three (3) Primary Topics: (Early )

e Scope of Work Review/Status/Report
e Methodology Discussion/Key Analysis Steps
e |dentification of Next Steps

C. Task 6 - Steering Group Workshop No. 2

Steering Group Workshop No. 1 Pinal County Subarea Workshops
Thursday, August 28™, 2008, 1:00 p.m. — 3:00 p.m. Meeting No. 1 - Pinal County, Florence and Coolidge Staff
Maricopa Association of Governments Florence, Arizona (September 18, 2008, 9:00 am to 11:00 am)
302 North 1st Avenue, Suite 300 Meeting No. 2 — Apache Junction and Queen Creek Staff

Apache Junction, Arizona (September 23, 2008, 9:00 am to 11:00 am)

Meeting No. 3 — Eloy, Casa Grande and Maricopa Staff
Casa Grande, Arizona (September 25, 2008, 9:00 am to 11:00 am)

Agenda

1. Project Update/Status Report

a. Task 1 - Review Adopted Plans, Program, and Funding Sources (complete) Agenda

b. Task 2 — Review Ultimate Roadway Networks (complete) 1. Project Overview

c. Steering Group Workshop No. 1 (complete
g P P ( plete) d. Task 1 - Review Adopted Plans, Program, and Funding Sources (complete)

Task 2 — Review Ultimate Roadway Networks (complete)
Task 3 - Steering Group Workshop No. 1 (complete)

Task 4 — Sub Area Workshops (on-going)

Task 5 — Draft Alternative Networks (on-going)

Task 6 — Steering Committee Workshop No. 2 (future)

j-  Task 7 — Recommended Networks and Documentation (future)

2. Revenue Scenarios Overview (See Technical Memorandum #1)

a. Base Case, Enhanced Revenue, and Base Case

TQ ™o

b. Estimated Growth and Households

c. Estimated Costs of New Arterial Capacity

d. Capacity Costs ys Estimated Revenue Comparisons 2. Revenue Scenarios Overview (See Technical Memorandum #1)

e. New Revenue Requirements and Candidate Sources k. Base Case, Enhanced Revenue, and Base Case

[. Estimated Growth and Households
m. Estimated Costs of New Arterial Capacity

—h

Estimated Arterial Capacity Needs vs Available Revenues

3. Methodology for Developing Recommended Future Networks

(See Attachment #1) n. Capacity Costs vs Estimated Revenue Comparisons
FINAL REPORT WILSON o [CYCPN
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TIMING ASSUMPTIONS
FUTURE PINAL COUNTY TRANSPORTATION SEGMENTS

0. New Revenue Requirements and Candidate Sources
p. Estimated Arterial Capacity Needs vs Available Revenues

3. Methodology for Developing Recommended Future Networks (See Attachment #1)

4. Initial Draft Conceptual Networks (See Attachments)

5. General Discussion and Required Actions

g. Validation of future freeways, parkways and arterial network configurations
r. Validation of future number of lanes
s. Prioritization discussion within each community

6. Next Steps

—

Complete Task 4 - Interviews and Subarea Workshops (September, 2008)
Task 5 - Draft Alternative Networks (October, 2008)
Task 6 - Steering Group Workshop No. 2

. Task 7 — Recommended Networks and Documentation (November, 2008)
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Sign-In Sheet: Pinal County Subarea Workshop, September 18, 2008
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MEETING NOTES

Date September 18, 2008 Time: 9am-1lam

Location Florence, AZ Written

File No: Pinal County Subarea Workshops

Subject Meeting 1- Pinal County, Florence, and Signature
Coolidge Staff
Pinal County Network Timing
Assumption Study

Meeting Attendees

A.J. Blaha-Pinal County
Jess Knudson-Florence

Alton Bruce-Coolidge

Wayne J. Costa-Florence

Angela Gotta-CAAG
Bill Leister-CAAG
Louis Felix-P&D
Doug Hansen-PCPW
Andy Smith-PCPW

Mark Thompson-Florence

aj.blaha@pinalcounty.az.us
jessk@town.florence.az.us
abruce@coolidgeaz.com
wayne.costa@town.florence.az.us
agotto@caagcentral.org
bleister@caagcentral.org
louis.felix@pinalcountyaz.gov
doug.hansen@pinalcountyaz.qov
andrew.smith@pinalcountyaz.gov
mark.thompson@town.florence.az.us

520.868.7541
520.723.6041
520.723.7617
480.671.0059

(See attached Sign-in sheet)

Agenda Items Action

1. Project Overview

o Coolidge & Eloy Impact Fee Hearing scheduled for
April 2009 to modify Transportation Impact Fees

structure.

the current level of $300 to $1700 per dwelling unit.

It is anticipated that the fee will rise from

e Alton Bruce to provide document w/key information. A.B.

Contact Joe Blanton, Eloy.
2. Revenue Scenarios Overview

« Pinal Co.

cycle in Jan. 2009 with anticipated increase in 2009.

e Pinal Co.

calculations to cover higher costs, which cannot be
covered by available revenues from impact fees.

will be adjusting DIF based on 2-year AJ.

is currently working on Hunt Highway AJ.

3. Methodology for Developing Recommended Future

Networks

« Discuss W/ADOT current alignment of Williams | County Only

FINAL REPORT
April 10, 2009
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TIMING ASSUMPTIONS

FUTURE PINAL COUNTY TRANSPORTATION SEGMENTS

Agenda Items Action
Gateway Freeway. ADOT has eliminated this Meeting Attendees
alignment. Mark Thompson-Florence markt@town.florence.az.us 520.868.757
o Closely review Eloy network issues/new corridor 2
S/O 1-8 w/connectivity to South C.G. and I-10. Maxine Brown-CAAG
« County will participate in all meeting wi/local Doug Hansen-Pinal County doug.hansen@pinalcountyaz.gov
communities. WCI Andy Smith-Pinal County agotto@caagcentral.org 520.866.693
o Clip file and send network layer to both Florence 4
( ) and Coolidge (Alton Bruce). Dan Marum-Wilson & Company dan.marum@wilsonco.com 602.283.270
4. Initial Draft Conceptual Networks 2
o Asked for separate conference to review the County Angela Gotto-CAAG
ultimate network to ensure consistency between Wayne Balmer-Queen Creek
County networks and the CAAG Base B.O. network Bill Leister-CAAG
» Requested that CAAG distribute a listing of all 19 County Emile Schmid-Apache Junction eschmid@ajcity.net 480.474.8515
studies that were reviewed during development of
the GIS works Base B.O. network. (See attached Sign-in sheet)
e Requested a separate workshop to review the Base County
B.O. network w/ CAAG staff. :
« Requested the Base B.O. network incorporate B.O. County Agenda ltems Action
functional class and number of lanes based on
adopted plans and ultimate functional classification 1. Project Overview
plans by community. « Pinal County expressed concern over whether the
5. General Discussion and Required Actions most recent reports are being used to develop the
e Requested that Applied Economics review County Long-Range Network.
foreclosure maps to influence growth estimates in o County Comprehensive Plan also being utilized.
communities with high foreclosure levels. 2 Revenue Scenarios Overview
« Requested that the development map be provided | Coolidge  Dan reviewed Technical Memorandum #1.
electronically. e Jack summarized MPA growth estimates based on
6. Next Steps local interviews.
e Discussed next steps — WCI to send out all WCI 3. Methodology for Developing Recommended Future
requested info: Studies List; Networks; Networks
Development Map. e Prioritization of project is a concern of the County.
Pinal County expressed a desire to maintain control
over modeling in the County rather than have MAG
MEETING NOTES be the lead agency responsible for model
. development and operation.
Date September 23, 2008 Time: 9am-11lam « Provide a discussion of the history of the |Jack
Location ~ CAAG, Apache Junction, AZ Written conversations between CAAG and MAG regarding
File No: Pinal County Subarea Workshops ' development of a super-regional travel demand
Subject  Meeting 2 - Pinal County, Florence, Signature model for both Maricopa and Pinal Counties.

and Coolidge Staff
Pinal County Network Timing
Assumption Study

Initial Draft Conceptual Networks

e« Requested the Long-Range Network for Queen
Creek and Mesa be shown on the Long-Range
Network for the County. This will aid in planning for
network continuity and consistency between

WCI

FINAL REPORT
April 10, 2009
D-3
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TIMING ASSUMPTIONS
FUTURE PINAL COUNTY TRANSPORTATION SEGMENTS

Agenda Items Action Agenda Items Action
Florence/Pinal County and Queen Creek. e« Maricopa expressed concern over differences CLA
5. General Discussion and Required Actions between projections for growth and revenue in
« Submit an electronic version of all relevant maps for WCl Maricopa from the RTP vs. growth and revenue
distribution to all communities for review/comment estimates fro the CLA Technical Memorandum #1.
and approval. « Eloy comments on Technical Memorandum #1: CLA
6. Next Steps o Recommended separating Eloy, Casa Grande,
o Dan discussed next steps. and Coolidge
o Exhibit 6: Eloy is not zero for Trans (note as
Transportation Only in title)
MEETING NOTES o Fix introduction to Exhibit 2.
. e Maricopa recommended separatin CLA
Date . September 25, 2008 . Tlme. dam-11am Maricoga/StanfieId in Technical Memorandurﬂ #1. ’
Location  CAAG, Apache Junction, AZ Written 3.  Methodology for Developing Recommended Future
File No: Pinal County Subarea Workshops Networks
Subject Meeting 3 — Casa Grande, Eloy, Signature o Eloy stated the City already has provided edits to WCI
Maricopa Transportation Meeting the County RSR project. They do not see the need
Pinal County Network Timing to repeat this action. They recommended working
Assumption Study with the County on the RSR network agreement.
« Maricopa recommended that the CAAG staff refer to CAAG / WCI
the Adopted RTP Functional Classification Map for
coding the Long-Range Network.
Meeting Attendees e Eloy and Casa Grande also recommended that CAAG / WCI
Angela Gotto-CAAG agotto@caagcentral.org 480.671.005 CAAG use the most recent Functional
9 Classifications map for each community.
Bill Leister-CAAG 4. Initial Draft Conceptual Networks
Dan Marum-Wilson & Company dan.marum@wilsonco.com 602.283.270 - Casa Grande expressed concern over the adoption
2 of a consistent set of roadway classifications.
Brent Billingsley-City of Maricopa  brent.billingsley@maricopa-az.gov 520.316.694 » Maricopa said to fix distribution of Arterials // as
2 all facilities arterial and above.
Chris Salas-City of Maricopa chris.salas@maricopa-az.gov 520.316.694 > General Discussion and Required Actions :
4 e Maricopa recommended that the RSR Working CAAG
John Mitchell-Town of Eloy imitchell@ci.eloy.az.us Group be reformed to review the recommended
Kevin Louis-City of Casa Grande  klouis@caasgrandeaz.gov Long-Range Network.
Rick Miller-City of Casa Grande rmiller@casagrandeaz.gov DAL X (s
« Nothing to report.
(See attached Sign-in sheet)
Agenda ltems Action

1.

Project Overview
« Nothing to report.
Revenue Scenarios Overview

FINAL REPORT
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TIMING ASSUMPTIONS
FUTURE PINAL COUNTY TRANSPORTATION SEGMENTS

Steering Group Workshop No. 2
Thursday November 20, 2008, 11:00 AM
Maricopa Association of Governments
302 North 1st Avenue, Suite 300

Agenda

1. Project Update/Status Report

X. Tasks 1 -4 (Complete)
y. Task 5 — Draft Alternate Networks (In-Progress)
z. Task 6 — Steering Committee Workshop No. 2 (11-20-2008)

2. Completed Work Activities
aa. Technical Memorandum No. 1 — Revised CLA Report

bb. Draft Final Long-Range (Ultimate) Roadway Network — Review and Approval by Pinal
County

i. Functional Classification System
ii. Lane Classification System
cc. Capacity Costs vs Estimated Revenue Comparisons
3. Current Work Activities
dd. GIS Formatting for Interim Year Mapping
ee. Draft Maricopa Planning Area Roadway Network (Years 2020, 2030 & 2040)
4. Next Steps
ff. Continuing Coordination with CAAG GIS Staff
5. Schedule
gg. Draft Decade by Decade Networks to be Developed by Mid-December
hh. Steering Committee Workshop No. 3 to be Scheduled for Mid-December

ii. Technical Report by End of December

RSRSM - Regional

Technical Implementation Committee
Agenda

January 6, 2009

Introductions
Revised Corridor Preservation Map
Early Alert Process

Formal Adoption by Cities & Towns

Future Meetings

Other attendees

In attendance:

John Mitchell Eloy
Gary Eide Kearny
Wayne Balmer Queen Creek
Paul Tober Casa Grande
Jack Tomasik CAAG
Bill Leister “

Angela Gotto CAAG

Alton Bruce Coolidge
Dan Marum Wilson Co.

Communicate, Coordinate, & Cooperate

Topics (corridor prioritization, implementation updates, etc...)
Frequency (monthly, quarterly, etc...)

Kathy Borquez Pinal County
AJ Blaha “
Jerry Stabley “
Lester Chow “
Andy Smith Pinal County
Michelle Green ASLD
Steve Johnsen GRIC DOT
Chris Salas C/Maricopa
Brent Billingsley C/Maricopa

FINAL REPORT
April 10, 2009
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Stakeholder Review Meetings
Network Edits Resource Material
DATE LOCATION ATTENDING ; , . . .
128 Florence Mark Thompson & Mark Eckoft 1. Maricopa Adopted RTP future roadway functional cla551_ﬁcatlon pl.tzln ‘
129 Coolidge Alton Bruce 2. Casa Grande 2007 adopted SATS, Future roadway functional classification
1/30 Pinal County Andy Smith, Doug Hanson, AJ Blaha plan; I-10 Hidden Valley Network continuity refinements 10/8/2008
212 Maricopa Brent Billingsley & Chris Salas 3. Eloy— SATS; planned arterial system functional classification
2/2 Casa Grande Paul Tober 4. Coolidge — Network edits provided by Alton Bruce from sub area workshop
211 Queen Creek Mark Young & Michael Pacelli number 1 on 9/18/2008.; Coolidge/Florence RTS supplements; Doug & Andy
Zi; ﬁpaﬁhg Jumtloﬂ Revi Bamez—lsyre ; (/Bxlag Pshalr'Tt]h AJ Blaha, Jack Tomask fill gaps.
J(I)?:]it Mzgg%: Wy meview M(;l}lg Th%nr;gzbn,nM);rkngcléoﬁ, Alt?)naérlife, A?]rg;sslmith 5. Florence — Network edits provided by Mgrk Thon_‘npson_ from §ub area
Pinal County workshop on 9/18/2008 and follow up edits provided via email;
2/19 Queen Creek Coolidge/Florence RTS supplements.
Coolidge 6. Queen Creek — Reference emails, SATS
Florence 7. Apache Junction — Circulation element from 2004 General Plan
8. Pinal County — Regionally Significant Routes adopted September 2008;
figure 5.
9. Pinal County — I-8, I-10 Draft Hidden Valley Draft Roadway Framework
Study.
10. Pinal County comments via email from Andy Smith on 11/12/2008
11. City of Maricopa Regional Transportation Plan Update; Year 2030 Functional
Classification Figure 8.1
12. City of Maricopa Regional Transportation Plan Update; Year 2020 Functional
Classification Figure 8.3
13. Florence Network Review Edits Meeting; January 28, 2009
14. Coolidge Network Review Edits Meeting; January 29, 2009
15. Pinal County Network Review Edits Meeting; January 30, 2009
16. Maricopa Network Review Edits Meeting; February 2, 2009
17. Casa Grande Network Review Edits Meeting; February 2, 2009
18. Queen Creek Network Review Edits Meeting; February 11, 2009
19. Apache Junction Network Review Edits Meeting; February 11, 2009
20. Freeway/Parkway Review — Pinal County Meeting comments; February 13,
2009
21. Joint Review Meeting — Pinal County, Florence, Queen Creek & Coolidge;
February 19, 2009
Source: Central Arizona Association of Governments, February 23, 2009.
FINAL REPORT WILSON
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APPENDIX E
SUMMARY OF ARTERIAL ROADWAY CONSTRUCTION TIMING BY DECADE AND REVENUE SCENARIO
FINAL REPORT WILSON &
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FUTURE PINAL COUNTY TRANSPORTATION SEGMENTS

Summary of Arterial Roadway Construction Timing by Decade (2020, 2030, 2040) by Revenue Scenario

Major MPAs

2010
Road

Lane

Miles | Miles

Apache Junction 72 72
Casa Grande 238 505 238 510
Coolidge 127 258 127 258
Eloy 172 350 191 386
Florence 134 282 134 282
Maricopa 151 341 158 360
Pinal County North 57 131 57 131
Pinal County Central 92 182 92 182
Pinal County South 84 168 84 168
Queen Creek 21 56 21 56
Total Network 1,146 2,473 Total Network 1,172 2,533

Roadway
Network
Additions:
2008-2020

Road | Lane
Miles | Miles

Major MPAs

Most Pessimistic
Future
Roadway
Network Lane
Miles Relative
to Revenue
Guide

Revenue Guide:
Total Lane Miles
Supported by
Estimated
Revenue

Roadway
Network
Additions:
2008-2020

Road | Lane
Miles | Miles

Most Likely
Future
Roadway
Network Lane
Miles Relative
to Revenue
Guide

Revenue Guide:
Total Lane Miles
Supported by
Estimated
Revenue

Roadway
Network
Additions:
2008-2020

Road | Lane
Miles | Miles

Most Optimistic
Future
Roadway
Network Lane
Miles Relative
to Revenue
Guide

Revenue Guide:
Total Lane Miles
Supported by
Estimated
Revenue

Apache Junction 30 141 95 46 30 148 102 46 30 156 110 46
Casa Grande 27 69 51 18 35 100 63 37 46 207 74 133
Coolidge 15 44 44 0 25 83 70 13 21 96 96 0
Eloy 28 54 43 11 43 122 57 65 52 140 71 69
Florence 0 42 74 (32) 18 192 172 20 22 277 270 7
Maricopa 16 50 59 (9) 72 213 113 100 63 254 166 88
Pinal County North 7 40 16 24 7 40 18 22 7 59 19 40
Pinal County Central 0 4 32 (28) 0 4 32 (28) 0 33 32 1
Pinal County South 0 0 21 (21) 0 0 21 (21) 0 45 22 23
Queen Creek 0 14 4 10 0 5 4 1 0 12 4 8
Incremental Total by

Period 122 458 439 19 230 907 652 255 241 1,279 864 415

| Total 2020 Network 1,269 2,931 1,376 3,380 1,388 3,752 |

Most Pessimistic Most Likely Most Optimistic
Roadway Revenue Guide: Future Roadway Revenue Guide: Future Roadway Revenue Guide: Future
. Network . Roadway Network . Roadway Network . Roadway
Major MPAs L . |Total Lane Miles L . |Total Lane Miles L . |Total Lane Miles
Additions: S ted b Network Lane Additions: S ted b Network Lane Additions: S ted b Network Lane
2008-2030 | SUPPOTEC Y | ijes Relative | 2008-2030 | “UPPOTEC OY | yjijes Relative | 2008-2030 | “UPPOTEY DY | ijes Relative
Estimated Estimated Estimated
Road | Lane Revenue to Revenue Road | Lane Revenue to Revenue Road ane Revenue to Revenue
Miles | Miles Guide Miles | Miles Guide Miles | Miles Guide
Apache Junction 33 246 122 124 35 273 164 109 35 273 205 68
Casa Grande 57 304 80 224 62 309 94 215 62 332 108 224
Coolidge 22 123 48 75 30 170 64 106 35 230 80 150
Eloy 53 279 104 175 66 304 152 152 103 389 200 189
Florence 14 278 81 197 46 397 139 258 71 626 196 430
Maricopa 40 226 70 156 84 374 125 249 90 489 181 308
Pinal County North 7 92 37 55 9 112 43 69 9 115 50 65
Pinal County Central 0 37 6 31 0 39 8 31 0 39 11 28
Pinal County South 0 71 35 36 0 60 36 24 0 71 37 34
Queen Creek 0 7 7 0 0 17 7 10 0 32 6 26
Incremental Total by
Period 225 1,663 590 1,073 330 2,055 832 1,223 404 2,596 1,074 1,522
| Total 2030 Network 1,371 4,136 1,477 4,528 1,550 5,069 |

Roadway
Network
Additions:
2008-2040

Road | Lane
Miles | Miles

Major MPAs

Most Pessimistic
Future
Roadway
Network Lane
Miles Relative
to Revenue
Guide

Revenue Guide:
Total Lane Miles
Supported by
Estimated
Revenue

Roadway
Network
Additions:
2008-2040

Road | Lane
WHESEEYIES

Most Likely
Future
Roadway
Network Lane
Miles Relative
to Revenue
Guide

Revenue Guide:
Total Lane Miles
Supported by
Estimated
Revenue

Roadway
Network
Additions:
2008-2040

Road | Lane
Miles | Miles

Most Optimistic
Future
Roadway
Network Lane
Miles Relative
to Revenue
Guide

Revenue Guide:
Total Lane Miles
Supported by
Estimated
Revenue

Apache Junction 35 274 156 118 35 273 191 82 35 254 226 28
Casa Grande 74 389 112 277 103 547 135 412 113 552 157 395
Coolidge 19 186 67 119 30 262 91 171 31 346 116 230
Eloy 71 353 139 214 121 506 169 337 168 635 199 436
Florence 65 552 119 433 78 707 217 490 116 937 315 622
Maricopa 77 446 164 282 112 644 322 322 197 880 480 400
Pinal County North 7 114 23 91 7 116 23 93 7 158 23 135
Pinal County Central 0 37 3 34 0 37 4 33 0 68 6 62
Pinal County South 0 71 28 43 0 71 30 41 0 118 32 86
Queen Creek 0 35 11 24 0 36 11 25 0 36 11 25

Incremental Total by

Period 348 2,457 822 1,635 486 3,199 1,193 2,006 667 3,984 1,565 2,419
| Total 2040 Network 1,494 4,930 1,632 5,672 1,813 6,457 |
Prepare by Wilson & Company, March 26, 2009.

Sources:

2008 Existing Roadway Network, 2010 Base Case Scenario Roadway Network, and future roadway networks for 2020,2030, and 2040 reflecting potential future improvement rojects:

Networks compiled by Central Arizona Association of Governments, September 23, 2008, revised February 19, 2009, in consultation with Pinal County Planning Staff, Partners for

Strategic Action Inc. (PSA) Staff, and participating jurisdictions.

16, pg. 19.
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