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) Corridor
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2= Master Plan
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2017
= Public Meetings

2016

Project Scoping Public Meetings Three Screening Levels

Data Discovery Needs Assessment Seven Alternatives = Corridor Master Plan

Partner Needs Report Three Variations
349 Concepts

Acceptance into
Regional Transportation
Plan
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© 2017, All Rights Reserved. 4



Aging Infrastructure Four Light Rail Planning for Bicycles
Crossings of I-17 and Pedestrians

NG Issues

GOVERNNMENTS

© 2017, All Rights Reserved. )



Technology Constrained Corridor Increasing Demand

NG [ssues

GOVERNNMENTS
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349 IDEAS

EVALUATION CRITERIA

Replaces Deficient Infrastructure
Agency Support
Alternative Adaptability
Programming Flexibility

Enhances Existing System Use Enhances Safety
I?ﬂﬁ{;’gﬁiiyﬁave‘ Time Reduces Congestion Dyration
Improves Travel Time

Practicabili
e Disproportionate Impacts to
Disadvantaged Communities

ALTERNATIVES

What if we only maintain existing infrastructure?
What if we focus on necessary spot improvements?
What if we focus on reconstructing old infrastructure?

What if we focus on adding lanes?
General Purpose Lanes
High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) Lanes
Express Lanes
HOT/Toll Lanes

EVALUATION CRITERIA

Environmenial Operations
Hazardous Materials Duration of Congestion
Historical & Cultural Resources Travel Times
Water Resources Volume/Capacity

Land Use & Jurisdiction Person Trips
Socioecanamic Vehicle Miles Traveled
Non-discrimination & Equity  Vehicle Hours Traveled
Average Speed

EF"Q ineering Consistency with
ootprint Public Feedback
Desv_}:;n f Way | t
Right of Way Impacts
C%st ) Safety
Replacement of Infrastructure

CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN RECOMMENDATIONS

=y

m Corridor
= Master Plan

Establishing the
Corridor Master Plan
Recommendation

Interstate 10/Interstate 17
Corridor Master Plan
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Po”ENl“X

10177 SCOTTSDALE
51

FOUNTAIM
HILLS
SHEA BLVD
OWHN

A SALT RIVER PIMA-MARICQFA

INDIAN COMMUNITY

Improves safety by modernizing interstates to
current design standards.

Adds a minimum of one-lane throughout
entire corridor.

Expands Managed Capacity operation along:
= Interstate 10, from Interstate 17 to US-60;

101 i 02 and
rans MESA = Interstate 17, from Interstate 10 Split to
Loop 101.
ot GILBERT Improves/reconstructs 24 of the 31 traffic
101 2 interchanges throughout the corridor.
> 2
y = Adds five DHOV ramps and new interchanges.
I GILA RIVER
| ™ «_ INDIAN COMMUNITY CHANDLER . .
S o & Plans and enhances bicycle/pedestrian
! : 341 ! connections across the corridor at 20
locations including 9 new structures.
vamieans Overall Corridor Master Plan Recommendations

ﬁ g ASSOCIATION of
GOVERNNMENTS
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Corridor
Master Plan
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Address lane change (or "weave”)

. hﬂﬁi‘}ﬁ ?ﬂ-] H | movements

[-10/SR-143/
Reconstruct 48th Street and B ro a d Way Rd
Broadway Road bridges over I-10

Interchange
Reconfigure Broadway Road Im p rOVe m e n tS

ramps to better accommodate
traffic volumes

Proposed interchange

Construct a direct high i
e 2 e 8o, reconstruction to target problem

ramp from westbound [-10 to r .
SR- 123 b

¥ . Reconfigure traffic interchanges
to better accommodate traffic
volumes and improve safety
and efficiency
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Corridor
=% Master Plan

Interchange
Improvements

Example of a Platform Diamond
Interchange concept from
Redford Township, MI

1-96 (Jefferies Fwy)/US-24
(Telegraph Rd)

(Photo: Bing Maps)
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Corridor
Master Plan
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Technology
Enhancements

Illustration of connected vehicle
and transportation infrastructure
technology.

(Photo Source: USDOT Volpe Center,
Cambridge MA)
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Direct High
Occupancy
Vehicle (DHOV)
Ramp

Example of direct high occupancy
vehicle (DHOV) connectors
between Loop 202 (Santan
Freeway) and I-10.

Photo Source: Google Earth.
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Corridor
=% Master Plan

Light Rail
Transit Crossing

Valley Metro Light Rail Train
undercrossing Loop 202 (Red
Mountain Freeway) in Tempe.

© 2017, All Rights Reserved. 13
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Corridor
=% Master Plan

Bicycle/
Pedestrian
Bridge Over
Freeway

Example of pedestrian bridge
over Loop 101 at 63th Avenue.

(Photo Source: ADOT)
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_!m‘_ Corridor

Improves Commute. w Master Plan
Adds Travel Choices.

Protects the Environment.

101 - Increases Connections.
¥ R S Promotes Neighborhoods.
GILBERT Improves Commerce.
o1 02
. ‘ s
E 1> Minimizes Cost.
|, oian communiy N, CHANDLER
e 2 10 [ 0
! | BT & Emphasizes Jobs.
AN o, Responds to Priorities
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Recent Public Comment

Thoughts about the strategy?

Strongly Strongly
Disagree Agree
13% 22%

Disagree
13%

Neutral/
Don't
Know

16%

36%

MARICOPA

Al

ASSOCIATION of
GOVERNNMENTS

= Corridor
sl

=% Master Plan
Iﬂw

Thoughts about ROW acquisition?

Strongly
Disagree Strongly
15% Agree

28%

Disagree
9%

Neutral/
Don't
Know

18%

30%
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How will this
Corridor Master
Plan and other
projects be
accomplished?

REGIONAL FREEWAY
AND HIGHWAY
PROGRAM

Rebalancing

2IEQRA,

SOVERNMENTE © 2017, All Rights Reserved. 17



$1.37 billion
Projected Year-End Cash Flow Balances S

$1,500,000,000

$1,250,000,000
$1,000,000,000
$750,000,000 g _ =

$1.82 billion

$500,000,000 improvement

$250,000,000 -
$0

-$250,000,000 \
-$500,000,000 \ A —.— / — =
-$750,000,000

-$1,000,000,000
2012 2014 2016 2018 2020 2022 2024 2026

=¢9-2017 Cash Flow -#8-2012 Cash Flow

MARICOPRPA

m“éﬁ%‘;g‘;ﬁgg;s Source: ADOT and MAG Estimates, March 2017.

© 2017, All Rights Reserved.



Why did the ending balance change so much?

Amount
(Thousands of
Dollars)

South
Mountain Other
Savi Proj
e EX;ZJESC; Tax Revenues $992,455
13%
. Inflation Discount $371,304
Income
5% ; Tax Other Income $97,648
o Revenue South Mountain Savings $122,000
rTfIatlon S
Dlszcoi/fnt 55% Other Project Expenses $234,379

Total Change $1,817,786

MARICOPA Source: ADOT Cash Flow Model for the MAG Regional Freeway & Highway Program,
A Ay July 2013 Certification and January 2017 Certification.

© 2017, All Rights Reserved.



2017 Regional Freeway and Highway Program

Programmed Projects
$2.00 billion

Rebalanced Projects
$1.25 billion

Total Program
$5.02 billion

MARICOPA

a n ASSOCIATION of
GOVERNNMENTS
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Next Steps

= Regional Transportation Plan and
Transportation Improvement
Program Amendments — to be
developed this Fall.

= Constant Cash Flow Monitoring — in
cooperation with ADOT and FHWA
partners.

= Quarterly Regional Freeway and
Highway Program Reporting —
beginning now.

= South Mountai

TEﬂt RiverBridge Conetris %
" ADOT P'hévtoi 4

MARICOPA

a n ASSOCIATION of
GOVERNNMENTS
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 MapID | Corridor | Limits | Predesign | Design | ROW/Utility | Construction
-- SR-202L  Construct New Freeway, I-10/Pecos to I-10/59th Ave 95% Complete | 75% Complete _
- US-60 Thunderbird-Thompson Ranch, Rebuild Intersection _

-- SR-303L  I-10 to Van Buren St, Complete Interchange Complete Complete Complete

1 I-10 SR-85 to Verrado Way, Add Lanes Underway 12/2018
2 [-10 Fairway Dr, New Interchange 4/2018

3 I-10 Sky Harbor West, Rebuild Interchange 12/2024
4 .10 1-17 Split to SR-202L, Add Lanes 1/2021

9 [-17 Central Avenue Overcrossing 2/2019
10 .17 1-10 Split to 19th Ave, Rebuild/Add Lanes 9/2024

12 [-17 Camelback Rd Traffic Interchange, Rebuild 1/2021

18 I-17  Happy Valley/Pinnacle Peak, Rebuild 1/2018
19 .17 North of Anthem Way, Add Lanes 1/2020

23 SR-101L  [-17 to SR-51, Add Lanes 5/2019
24 SR-101L  SR-51 to Pima Rd, Add Lanes 4/2020

27 SR-101L  Baseline Rd to SR-202L/Santan, Add Lanes 1/2019
31 SR-202L  Lindsay Rd, New Interchange 3/2021

33 SR-24  Ellsworth Rd to Ironwood Dr, Phase I 1/2019
34 SR-30  SR-303L to SR-202L, Phase I Construction 2/2022

35 SR-303L  MC-85 to Van Buren St 2/2021

37 SR-303L  Happy Valley Pkwy to Lake Pleasant Pkwy 1/2019

39 Us-60 Greenway to Thompson Ranch, Rebuild Frontage Rd 80% Complete 10/2017
41 Us-60 Crismon Rd to Meridian Rd, Add Lanes 95% Complete | Ready to Start 1/2020
e S ~ DRAFT Format - Dates subject to change.
L coveERnmvENTS Note: Missing Map ID numbers indicate no project phase has started.

© 2017, All Rights Reserved.
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MAJOR REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN
AMENDMENTS

Interstate 11 and Arizona SR-30
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48

MARICOPRPA

Buckeye General
Plan.

Interstate 10/
Hassayampa
Valley
Framework
Study.

ﬁ g ASSOCIATION of
GOVERNNMENTS

MAP-21
designates
Interstate 11
along US-93
between

Metro Phoenix
and
Las Vegas.

Intermountain West }

Corridor Study

= ADOT/NDOT
complete [-11
and

Intermountain
West Corridor
Study.

MEXICO

FAST Act
extends
Interstate 11
south to
Nogales in
Arizona and
north to Reno in
Nevada.

ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT STATEMENT

ADOT begins
Tier I EIS Study
for segment
between
Nogales and
Wickenburg
(SIU 2, 3, 4).

© 2017, All Rights Reserved.



Prescott N.F.

( A

+ This corridor represents an llfustrative transportation corridor
Inciuded i the MAG Ragional Transportation Program and
was accepted by the MAG Regional Council. This is one of
numerous carridors that may be considered in subsequant
environmental studfes. A preferred cornidor will not be
recommended without review and approval of the FHWA
under the provisions of the MNational Environmental Palicy
Act (NEFA).
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orridor

Planning in the
MAG Region

I-11 and Intermountain West
Corridor Study, November 2014
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Resolution
supporting
SIU 4

Corridor

MAG Regional
Council
March 2014

MARICOPRPA

Al

ASSOCIATION of
GOVERNNMENTS

Resolution by the Maricopa Assodiation of Governments Regional Coundil supporting inclusion of;
MAG adopted, illustrative corridors; independert segrments for environmental assessment; and
further siudy of the Alternative C through eastern Pima County as identified as part of the Interstate
| and Intermountain West Carridor Study.

Whereas, the most recently enacted federal surface transpaortation funding legislation, Moving Ahead for
Progress in the 21 Century Act (MAP-21), amended the CANAMEX Corridor by adding the interstate
[-1'F(-=11) desigration to U.S. Route 93 from the vicinity of Phoenix to Las Vegas; and

Whereas, ADOT and the Nevada Department of Transportation (NDOT) are jointly conducting a
transportation planning study called the |- 1 | and Intermountain West Corridor Study (hereinafter -1 |
Study"), which was initiated in 2012 and is scheduled for completion in mid-2014; and

Whereas, according to the =11 Study's "Corridor Vision Summany” from October 2012, "The
Intermountain West is confronted with a rapidly growing population, expanding global trade, and aging
transportation infrastructure that is reaching capacity.” The document also states that, “If extended nortn
of Las Vegas and south of Phoenix, this corridor has the potential to become a major mulimodal north-
south transcontinental corridor through the Intermountain West. The Corridor would connect major
cities, existing and future trade hubs, existing and future domestic and international deepwater ports,
intersecting Interstate highways, and railroads."; and

Whereas, the current I-1 | Study involves two levels of effort. A detailed alternatives analysis is being
conducted for the segment between Phoenix and Las Vegas, while high level visioning is being conducted
for the Southern Arizona Connectivity Segment from Phoenix to the Arizona/Mexico border; and

Whereas, the Maricopa Association of Governments is the designated transportation planning agency
under federal law for Maricopa County and portions of Pinal County.

Whereas, the MAG Regional Coundil adopted certain illustrative corridors for future consideration and
analysis as a result of the Interstate 10/Hassayampa Valley Roadway Framework Study and the Interstate
8 and 9/Hidden Valley Roadway Framework Study. Through an extensive transportation planning and
public involvement effort for both studies, the Hassayampa Freeway Corridor, which provides the link
between I-10 and U.S. 93 in Wickenburg and also provides a corridor south of -1 into Pinal County.

Whereas, for the universe of potential alternatives identified for the Southern Arizona Connectivity
Segment of the [-1 | Study, an October 2013 technical memerandum was developed, entitlied "Draft
Level | Evaluation Resuits Summary.” This document recommends only one of the Southern Arizona
Connectivity Segment alternatives for future analysis, which is Altermative C. This alternative travels
through the Tucson region to connect to Mexico at Nogales. The opportunities for this alternative,
identified through this evaluation, include connecting major freight and economic activity centers within
Arizona and Mexico throughout the entire corridor, It also references the capacity of land ports of entry
in Nogales to accommodate major passenger and freight traffic; and

Whereas, federal guidance for MPO planning includes activities that increase the accessibility and mobility
of people and freight. [t also incdudes projects and strategies to "suppert the economic vitality of the

metropelitan area, especially by enabling global competitiveness, productivity, and efficiency” (23 USC
I34(h}): and

Whereas, the Pima Assocation of Governments Regional Council approved a resolution on January 23,
2014, supporting further study of the Southern Arizona Connectivity Segment's Alternative C through
Eastern Pima County as identified as part of the |- | and Intermountain West Corridor Study; and

Whereas, the Maricopa Association of Governments and Pima Association of Governments participate
in the Joint Planning Advisory Council to address issues of growth, developrent and economic
opportunity in the Sun Corridor megaregion.

Therefore, be it resclved that;

The MAG Regional Councll understands that the |- 1 | and Intermountain West Corridor is an important
surface transpertation fadility for trade, econormic developrment, economic expansion, and mobility.

The MAG Regional Council respeciively requests that the MAG adopted, illustrative corridors, incluging
the Hassayampa and Hidden Valiey studies, be shown on all of the relevant maps of study alternatives and
as part of the -1 | studies.

The MAG Regional Council requests that the current -1 | study also identify I-1 | segments that are of
independent utility with iogical termini that will allow subsequent environment assessmenits for each
segment to move forward as soon as possible.

The MAG Regional Coundil supparts the draft recommendation for the Southern Arizona Connectivity
Segmert calling for further study of Alternative C through eastern Pima County. Such further study should
integrate efforts with those of the Phoenix to Las Vegas segment, resulting in a contiguous corridor from
Arizona's southern border with Mexico to the state’s northern border with Nevada.

The MAG Regional Coundil understands that detailed analysis of the Southern Arizona Connectivity
Segment's Alternative C must involve examining a range of feasible alternatives as required by the Federal
Highway Administration's National Environmental Policy Act.

PASSED AﬁVD ADOPTED BY THE MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF ,,QMERNMENTS this ozé

day of /1 [ G4 L, 2014,

—— " —
Scott Smithf‘l"Ti’)'f'&ofMesa/, Chair

P

ATTEST: <7
5//££//%_f/ o

Dennis Smith, Executive Director
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Public Scoping
Meeting Responses i
Avoidance Areas*

@  Specific Avoid Locations Extend study area
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Noted Wildlife Crossings
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END-TO-END
ALTERNATIVES

Route Trend Sections
(various colors)

gk

Luke Alr
Force Base

| Present Corridor
Alternatives
under

consideration in
Tier I EIS

ADOT I-11 Tier I Environmental

fronwood Forest N.M:

Saguaro N.P.

e = South Tucson
Davis Monthan
Air Force Base

Impact Statement Study

: Pascua Yaqui Tribe ot e
- Airport o
I-11 Corridor g : April 2017
Corridor Study Area Bureau of Land Management =5
1 City/Town B Reclamation 7T
———- County Limits National Forest (N.F.)
—— Freeway I nNational Wildlife Refuge (N.W.R.)
—— State/Us Highway I Park and Recreation Area &
—— Major Street I national Park (N.P.)
~+——+ Railroad National Monument (N.M.) -i'.v”’eo PO miacscorl 1 5
—— Rivers Tribal Lands e, S
P Lake [ ] Private (no color)
State Land =
i = w @ Military T -
—_— ® e R
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Tiered EIS Studies Outcomes

S Tier 1 EIS EIS, EA, or CE
Purpose and + Refine purpose and need from prior feasibility study » Refine purpose and need from Tier 1
Need » Consider federal, state, regional, and local needs » Address needs specific to proposed project
) e Develop, evaluate, and screen corridor alternatives
ARG o |dentify types of proposed transporiation facility
* \Very conceptual design
Enai - e Typical sections for proposed transportation facility » Detailed drawings, vertical profiles, and typical
ngineering . :
 Phased Implementation Plan for smaller proposed sections
projects » Access details and interchange design
e Broad, high-level ; e _ S
Analysis » Relies heavily on readily available information X S'.te'spec'ﬁc resource information, impacts, and
e Primarily geographic information system (GIS) based e s
Agency and e |dentify key issues early « Established relationships
Public Input « Build consensus » No surprises
Select Preferred Corridor Alternative (2000 feet wide) | ¢ Select well-defined project alignment and
Proposed Action Proposed transportation facility onfiguration i
e Phased Implementation Plan Requirements
« Mitigation strategies « Specific mitigation commitments

MARICOPA

a n ASSOCIATION of
GOVERNNMENTS
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400’ Right-of-Way Footprint
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( A

+ This corridor represents an llfustrative transportation corridor
Inciuded i the MAG Ragional Transportation Program and
was accepted by the MAG Regional Council. This is one of
numerous carridors that may be considered in subsequant
environmental studfes. A preferred cornidor will not be
recommended without review and approval of the FHWA
under the provisions of the MNational Environmental Palicy

Prescott N.F.

Act (NEPA).
e
\\_l’ﬂ!ﬂfﬂ’ COUNTY
MAchp;—m e Lo §
3
T~ a8 ‘-ﬂ- Tonto N.F.
Cave
Creek
Carefree
P,e_b_ria Fort
ity 1) r Mc;;_')'%weff
"\ ) Glendale Scottsdale Fountainv

El-Mirage

Paradisel
Valley

x o
A L T Purpose of
E i e .
Chandler ] | M

; e e ajor

e

L Amendmen
E ‘ & nicopa
- _ Sonoran Deser N MAG 2040 Regional
’ send iR LT Transportation Plan

 pacifc d T :

~ Unio e

]
S
(=)
= >
S5
Barry M. Goldwater DS \ Eloy
Air Force Range E:g I o
oi B )
23 : N
Alternative alignments may §;D“ Tohono O'odham
vary within shaded area IR |
. | Copyright:©-2014-Esri
Legend
|7 county Boundary —— Railroad Local or State Parks I national Park Senvice US. Forest Service @
m— Freeway Bureau of Land Managemeant Planned Recreation Frivate National Monument
—— State/US Highway Buteaii of Recianiation Management Area State Land o SIU #3: 1-8/1-10 (Casa Grande)
Militar U.S. Fish and Wildlife to, and including, |-10 (Buckeye)
Major Street Tribal Lands L S . 25 5 10

SIU #4: 1-10 (Buckeye)
to US 93 (Wickenburg)

© 2017, All Rights Reserved.



ARIZONA STATE ROUTE 30 COF RID R

CONCEPTUAL LAYOUT.

L e b“pfu
Sy Y]

M(thE“M
| ] i S P T i
: ¢ i r - o
% Vo BUrenst 3 4 ; : I e -
v il = e
3 G i i i g5 e w2 £ g gt i L
e g e S5 i L SiEs = =i 22w A 5
5, Sl e = Bl S g 8I2 = 5
5E =5 & X i =i | gl 3 -
= z & Ve = = i - EE
3 f ih b= o i = e ST |
. | B
o} o i
3 - = T : : 3 4 =8
1l 5 e o =
LA £ Lowst B‘u{heye B 2 i _/ 7 A{\ »

Elwood St

£
el
&
g

- ion PadfCRINEES

R
BT
P WU
paf tes]
|
Y Hiodirg:
I
[
£ ;) :
(2
s

Sgit River f— 4
AT e

_ | Broadua:

/
M=

1
—JMIBIGINOAV

o

S,

PHOENIX |

BasclineRd =

RS R et el ! 18 =
: YVineysrd oy 4 3 g . e 3 é‘
% \% el M Aty e E gll i

.nn!: B
™

. : S ; e v bl ..u - goeie =
| 3 G i : = e o P / W indisn Springs Rd — e e e - t & i} 'E.““""M R e o o
% [MBnrocisroi s ; I : o f it () P '_ = ey 2 2 i i s I
- | ' = i : = 4. £
) ,f Bl i ot Al l i
[ 5 W I T N T
Hsden Rl i : - i & 12 |
i ; i L LG JEepgh
‘ Felint d —-!«_/—/\fk \ y . ; 'ELL%- - H /‘_"" e
: -~ AIGOODYEAR i < £ ;
7 GILA RIVEl S
£ NamramereRd

0“

5 £, L Adlington Rd

bt L

INDIAN COMMIU‘N‘I“'I'Y‘

o
#
§ o ’0
i lrayra %,
i < %,
LEGEND | 3
i | o
X e | §
mummsmmmmms  SR-30 Corridor i ! SystemInterchange i m
ERER Loop 202/Loop 303 Corridors  *---* | : e,
Arizona Parkway Corridors Il Parloway Interchange | = % "o,.
= ! s,
REEL e i"l Servicelnterchange | e 2 “,
AL Rk I R 5 %)
=Ja
ATION o A R-30 and Loop 30 0 of Van Bure oute locatio depicted are ative
= and ma ange arter appropriate e o enta dies are cleared

© 2017, All Rights Reserved. 33



£ |- Gron RacfiR:

ARIZONA STATE ROUTE 30 CO RID( R W
CONCEPTUALLAYOUT-— .. . e o A ¢
! 2 { ] ] FfJ—-.[" =

Py 243edy

eoed . Salt Rlver

_ | Broadway Re

(v

| \_\

Sduthem Ave .

YVineysrd oy N

oA YIEe +

|
Belost R

CRT

SRaize

| | >
g ols ed as 3 ane freewa 00 eglona ansportatio

i {Adlington Rd | e AT SR 4

LEGEND ' ‘
SR-30 Corridor

Loop 202/Loop 303 Corridors
Arizona Parkway Corridors

-
System Interchange

Parloway Interchange

i1 Service [nterchange

g Deterred Tro Reqgiona aewayv and 0 s ololr: 009
&

© 2017, All Rights Reserved. 34



B

ARIZONA STATE ROUTE 30 CO RID( R a
CONGEPTUALLAYOUT. ... : jiw.mg “ 4 AR

Py 243edy

J_gci..ﬂ""m Salt Rlve_rq .

_ | Broadway Re

(v

| \_\

Sduthem Ave .

oA YIEe +

W indisn Springs Rd

_ | Monroe 5t

CRT

] 5
s » ° g e
2L o ° DO )
!
‘5 ! %
| §
i ) [ J D
g ase s 3 00 eglona ansportatio 3
i § ilrlinalm‘\ Rd | 5 v“-u y \ A1 ';
; ‘ ‘ : 3 i d(C( O O 0 O C O C CC c Iy
; 1
LEGEND ‘ ;
mummsmmmmms  SR-30 Corridor i System Interchange ‘ . Cl Cl Cl )d C C O @ C O C U cCc C C U
Loop 202/Loop 303 Corridors |
Arizona Parkway Corridors Parlowvay Interchange i |
" . & U E C C C C (C O C O
b} Serwce[nterchange §
) O
Deterred Tro Oqgra 00
AH = A R-30 and Loop 30 o) o) an Bure oute locatio depicted are ative
AR A s -
- = and ma ange arter appropriate e o) enta dies are cleared

© 2017, All Rights Reserved. 35



ARIZONA STATE ROUTE 30 CORRIDOR = |

J MeDbiwell Rd

g',

r
Ll
18

[E2
J

Van Buren St

A 00ssTh |-

“=ln e I =
el B =
£ g g g
=LA iF s =
. AT

s a0se1
T SGHETNSCT,

Lower Buckeye Fd ' |

Elurood St

Sy
T

TSN
| P Toding.

P 511N

g AR
¢ - rion Padifit
oo bt

Pay YiLs

. g

Baselirie R

1

W indisn Springs Rd
[ Monroe st

Belost R

ETOT

A5 iz

SRaize

pr: e B 2 ! Ellint Rd

Carver Rd_
{ p

| Namamore-Rd 5 0 dered o () 0

[ J (48
' LEstrella - 7
. = i
7l -
#
i ‘ a N N %%,
» | U 0 datio O 3 %
| 4
LEGEND ‘ |
i ) = ]
mummsmmmmms  SR-30 Corridor System Interchange ‘ 1 Ol Cl ()0 Cl O C] - O O m
senmsnanmmnnans  Loop 202/Loop 303 Corridors : | ; )
Arizona Parkway Corridors Il Parlway Interchange 3 "0,.
call: ,
Service Interchange () AC10) () o (]1E€ o - "0,‘
= P NS e g
AH = A R-30 and Loop 30 o) o) an Bure oute locatio depicted are ative
AR A s -
and ma ange arter appropriate e o) enta dies are cleared
- -

© 2017, All Rights Reserved.

Han iz

36



ARIZONA STATE ROUTE 30 CO RID R

CONCEPTUAL LAYOUT. - PR S R

r
LI
il J ;

\ 4
4 Var BUren st =
e - e

i e 2 &ls |

S 8 Sk s

i = =2 2

= -
= E i
| Yuma Rd

Lower Buckeye Fd ' |

EBRERENE iy,

5 - ‘EE : ;g_f. __é? =L é’ el o a2
= z Ay fz i E & 1 - uron padfieTET o Salt RIver |-
: = ' - o e G ) e i s
i Tl R e - PHOENIX|
L 3 Southerr Ave / 2 3 e * b &
+ - 2 : e
b £
- .w-mdiansunngs’n'n : z 2 ﬁf’ - ;
: :
/ =
3
z
‘ YEAR L
A U
, DOL U D D 0 D - ate

K | ok LA
mmmmsmmmmsi  SR-30 Corridor System Interchange | 1= Z (}/
sesnspanmunnin  Loop 202/Loop 303 Corridors el e,
3 i i Parloway Interchange s 1 £ s,
Arizona Parkway Corridors = Y g = % : s,
o8 = ¥ i i ,
i Service !nterchange £ 2 "o,
P B 2 | 1z 5 *,
. ) A a )
o]0 O d| O U
=L A R-30 and Loop 30 0 of Van Bure oute locatio depicted are ative
A - -
and a ange arter appropriate e O e d dlies are eared

© 2017, All Rights Reserved. 37



Major Regional Transportation Plan Amendment

Per Arizona Revised Statutes (A.R.S.) 28-6353:
= Consideration by the TPC.

= If reasonable, the recommendation is submitted for review
by the Regional Public Transportation Authority, the State
Transportation Board, the Maricopa County Board of
Supervisors, Indian Communities, Cities, Towns, and the
Citizens Transportation Oversight Committee.

gy
s o
— [ Tr—"

e \T“'.I.p
e

= After review, a majority vote on the recommendation is
needed from the Regional Public Transportation Authority,
the State Transportation Board, and the Maricopa County
Board of Supervisors.

= The TPC must consider any written recommendations
submitted by the reviewing entities.

= The TPC shall recommend approval, disapproval or
modification of the proposed amendment to the Regional
Council for consideration.

MARICOPRPA

ﬁ g ASSOCIATION of
GOVERNNMENTS
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Major Regional Transportation Plan Amendment
___Date | Ageny | Adion

April 2017 Transportation Policy Committee
Regional Council

June/July 2017 Regional Public Transportation Authority
State Transportation Board
Maricopa County Board of Supervisors

August 2017 Transportation Policy Committee
Regional Council

September 2017 Regional Council

October 2017 US Department of Transportation

MARICOPRPA

ﬁ g ASSOCIATION of
GOVERNNMENTS

Approve concept and request
consultation on Major Regional
Transportation Plan Amendment.

Recommend approval of the Major
Regional Transportation Plan
Amendment.

Recommend Major Amendment to the
MAG Regional Transportation Plan,
contingent upon finding of air quality
conformity.

Final action to amend the MAG Regional
Transportation Plan.

Finding of air quality conformity.
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MAG’'s Major Amendments to the
Regional Transportation Plan

State Transportation Board
May 30, 2017
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