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Information Registered on the Request to Speak System

House Transportation and Infrastructure (1/27/2015)

HMB2092. military scholarship special plates

Testified in support:

tra Shapiro, representing self; Antonio Rosacci, representing self; Barret Bradstreet, representing self

Testified as opposed:
Megan Kintner, Arizona Association Of Counties

Oppose:

Chris Kozakiewicz, representing self

Al Comments:

Chris Kozakiewicz, Self: If it is to be named a military scholarship plate then the funds should be available to all
military services, not specifically the Marine Corps. What about the members of the Army, Air Force, and those
Naval personnel who are not corpsmen who died?; Ira Shapiro, Self: will speak per Rep Borrelli; Antonio Rosacel,
Self: Every military has an opportunity to request a plate for each branch of service. This plate is for the Marine
Corps and to benefit a foundation which provides scholarships to the children of Marines.; Barret Bradstreet, Seif:
PER REP BORRELL

Attachment l
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(ATTACHMENT A)

COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION & INFRASTRUCTURE
Standing Committee Rules

RULE 1. A majority of the members of the committee shall constitute a quorum. No official
action may be taken unless a quorum is present in person at the time of taking
such action.

RULE 2. The chairman sets the agenda and determines the order of measures.

RULE 3. The following motions are customary and in order relating to actions on
measures:

1. Do pass

2. Do pass as amended

3. Return for consideration of the House

4, Hold for further study

5. Do not pass

0. Be assigned to subcommittee for....
RULE 4. The affirmative vote of a majority of those voting is required to take any action.
RULE 5. On a roll call vote the names of committee members shall be called

alphabetically by surname; except that the vice chairman and the chairman shall
be called upon last. Each member present shall be allowed to pass on one call
of the roll, and shall vote “yes” or “no” (aye, nay) or respond “present,” Members
may change their votes before the announcement of the results and members
may explain their vote on any measure.

RULE 6. Whenever a measure is reported from the commitiee on a divided vote, any
member may request a minority report.

RULE 7. Any amendment one page or over in length and any substantive amendment
shall be printed and delivered to each committee member’'s office by 12:00 P.M.
the day before the committee at which it will be offered. Verbal amendments, if
short and no objections are made by the committee members, may be offered
during committee meetings.

In accordance with Rule 9 of the House Rules, the following House Rufes are also incorporated
into the Committee Rules:

RULE 9(C). Each Standing Committee shall adopt and file with the Chief Clerk’s Office rules
of procedure consistent with the House Rufes and shall include the following:

1. With the exception of executive session ordered by a majority of the
committee constituting a guorum, all committee meetings shall be open to

Attachment 3\



RULE 9 (E).

January 28, 2015
the other members of the Legislature, the press and public so long as
proper decorum is maintained.

All committees shall meet at regularly scheduled times and places unless
canceled with the permission of the Speaker. In the absence of the
chairman, the vice chairman shall preside. In the absence of both the
chairman and vice chairman, some other committee member designated
by the Speaker shall preside.

The committee chairman {presiding officer) other than the chairman of the
Committee on Rules shall prepare an agenda and distribute copies to
committee members, the Information Desk and the Chief Clerk's Office by
4:00 p.m. each Wednesday for all standing committees meeting on
Monday of the following week and by 4.00 p.m. each Thursday for all
standing committees meeting on any day except Monday of the following
week. Except by unanimous consent of the committee, the committee
chairman may add a legislative measure to a distributed agenda by
distributing a revised agenda to committee members, the Information
Desk and the Chief Clerk's Office no later than 4:00 p.m. on the second
previous working day, excluding Saturdays, Sundays and holidays, before
the committee meeting.

A bill not on the committee agenda shall be scheduled for discussion at
the next subsequent committee meeting by a presentation of a petition
containing the signatures of two-thirds or more of the committee
members.

A roll call vote shall be taken in each standing committee when final
action on any bill is voted.

Written commitiee minutes shall be filed with the Chief Clerk’s Office
within a reasonable time but no later than two weeks from time of
completion of meetings. An audio recording of the meeting shall be open
to public inspection in the Chief Clerk’'s Office three working days after the
meeting. Attendance records of all committee meetings shall be filed with
the Chief Clerk's Office within 24 hours from time of completion of
meetings.

Special meetings may be called by the chairman but require permission
of the Speaker and notice to members and the general public at the
Information Desk by 4:00 p.m. on the previous day, except that the notice
of a special meeting of the Committee on Rules may be given in open
session prior to the meeting and does not require the Speaket's
permission.

No committee other than the Committee on Ruiles shall meet while the House is
meeting in session without special permission of the Speaker.
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PRES!QENT’S REPORT
RECENT
SURVEYS
SHOW
PUBLIC'S
DESIRE FOR
INCREASED
TRANSIT
SERVICES

By Jeff Meilbeck
AzTA President/NAIPTA

Earlier this year, the AzTA Board entered
into a contract with WestGroup Research
to add a series of questions relating
to transit services to their monthly
omnibus study. 'The telephone survey
occurred during the months of July,
August and September and surveyed
| over a three-month period more than
1200 heads-of-household responders
throughout the state of Arizona. 'The
primary purpose of the research
was to measure residents’ perceived
priorities for key transportation system
- components (as a whole), key bus service
- components, usage behaviors of pubhc
“ transportation and percewed knowledge
. of transportation fundlng in the state .
o 'ofAnzona DR

Tam pleased to report that the results

- indicated strong support for pubhc

. transportation statewide. When asked

- to prioritize transportation components
. that they would like to see, two of -

- the top three responses were transit - _
" improvements or expansions. Overall, -

© residents were most likely to puta hlgh' st
- or second highest priority on impro '
~major streets and intersectioris (489’
- followed by lmplementmg a'reg
- system (38%) and exp. id o OF 4
. rail system (37%)

| For more det 'le' '

A second result of the survey indicated
that Arizona residents overwhelming
believe that the State of Arizona should
be funding transit services. When asked,
“Do you think that the state should
provide some funding for local public
transportation services?” resident’s
responded with an overwhelming

“yes” response from 72% of all those
surveyed. 82% of residents under the
age of 30 who responded believe that the
state should provide funding towards
transit services. Approximately two-
thirds (66%) of residents believe that the
state does provide funding for public
transportation. As you are aware, the
State has not appropriated any funds for
transit since 2010.

Finally, residents across the state placed
a high priority on public transportation
options in their individual communities
even if they are not personally using it.
The belief according to the survey results
are that the populations most in need of
public transportation options are those

old alike are demandmg more and more:

IN THIS ISSSUE

New Member: The Wulkan Group,
Page 2

2015 Legislative Outlook, Page 2

AzTA/ADOT Transit Conference,
Page 3

AZ Rural Transportation
Summit 2015, Page 4

Northwest Valley Connect, fage 4
“Survey Says”, Page 5

Exective Director Report, Page 6

UPCOMING EVENTS
ULI Trends Day

: January 28, 2015, 8 a.m. - 3;30 p.m.

with disabilities, residents unable todrive ~ The Phoenician Resort | Phoenix, AZ

- and the elderly. When you look at the . AzTA Day at the Capitol
overall findings, it is clear that young and " January 29,2015, 9 am. - 2 p.m.
- Arizona State Capital | Phoenix, AZ
o transportatlon options.: Asa result, it Wﬂl
. be important economically for Arlzona
- to provide these alternatives, mcluchng

' mcreased bus and hght raﬂ S :stems

- Friends of Transit Annual

= Conference

o February 20, 2015, 8 am. - 2:30 p.m.

. Phoenix Downtown Hyatt | Phoenix, AZ

. SWTA Annual Conference

March 1-3, 2015 | Santa Fe, NM

Arizona Roads/Streets Conference
Aprit 1-3, 2015 | La Paloma Resort (Tucson)

AzTA/ADOT Transit Conference

April 13-14, 2015 | Marrictt Phoenix Airport

w



TR 205 EXECUTVE commmﬁs

THE WULKAN GROUP

Alan Wulkan, two time past chair of AZTA has
founded his own consulting {irm, The Wulkan
Group (TWG). TWG provides consulting services
to the transit industry focusing on major new
infrastructure clients. Current clients include ABQ
Ride in Albuquerque, NM on their BRT project along
the Central Ave Corridor, and in Honolulu for the
Honolulu Authority for Rapid Transit on their 20
mile elevated rapid transit system. Services include
innovative funding approaches, transit election
campaign management and strategy, as well as
marketing and public participation approaches.

Alan has served the transit industry for over 41 years
in both the public and private sectors. In addition

to being involved with AzTA for the past 25 years,
he is an active member of the- American Public - -
Transportation Association, serving on the Board of
Directors, the Business Member Board of Directors,
and APTA Foundation Board. He is past Chair of
the Metropolitan Phoenix WTS Chapter, the Tempe
Chamber of Commerce, and a member of COMTO.
Alan has also created the Wulkan Foundation

which focuses on improving the marketing and
transportation options for seniors who will eventually
no longer be able to drive.

TWG has their office in Scottsdale and can be reached
at 480-682-5120.

 Jeff Mellbeck Pres;dent
- NAIPTA :

'j_: Katriria Hemekmg V|ce Pre51dent :
- Transdev 2

= _3Nate Peterson Treasurer
A MVTransportatlon

By John MacDonald

Each year, AzTA solicits input from membership on
items that might require legislative action. In 2015,

the Association will pursue “yield to bus” legislation,
which would authorize a municipality (maybe with the
exceptions of Maricopa and Pima counties) to enact an
ordinance requiring vehicles to yield to transit buses
re-entering traffic from a bus pull out. This legislation is
nearly identical to SB 1277 from the 2014 session. The
measure is expected to be supported broadly, as it was
during the 2014 session, with an increased level of support
from rural legislators because of its emphasis on cities
outside the major metropolitan areas.

AzTA will closely monitor legislative budget activity in
2015, particularly concerning any proposed changes to
HURE funding, and any discussion (however unlikely) of
LTAF funding.

Finally, the Association will continue to engage with the
prosecutorial community concerning the problem of
transit operator assaults. Though this effort is unlikely to
result in legislation, the Association has begun working
with the Arizona Prosecuting Attorneys Advisory Council
(APAAC) -- the Association most closely associated with
legislation and education concerning issues of criminal
prosecution. This relationship has been helpful in
identifying specific areas of focus (i.e., simple assault vs,
aggravated assault) and, more importantly, has set the
stage for AzTA to discuss directly with prosecutors from
around the state — those directly responsible with the
criminal pursuit of suspects -- the issues most pressing
for transit operators. Those discussions, both formal and
informal, will continue in 2015.

If you have any questions or comments during the 2015
session, please contact AzTA staff.

o /;fcgfrify
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_ Joint AzZTA/ADOT
Liowal
& ADOT Small

Operator Roadeo
April 12-14, 2015

Phoenix Airport Marriott
1107 North 44th Street,
Phoenix, AZ 85008

egulations

' Birategies

Don't Miss Shelley Row, P.E. at the AzTA/ADOT Transit Conference!

Make Faster, Smarter, More Insightful Decisions using Infotuition®
According to Shelfey, to be a leader or manager, you must make decisions daily without
complete information.

And, with disruptive change, each decision becomes more complex. How do effective leaders
ead in this atmosphere when data alone is not enough?

REGISTRATION NOW OPEN: www.AzTA.org

AzTA CONTACT INFORMATION

* Jim Dickey, Executive Director: AzTAdir@cox.net, (480) 361-5101

+ Becky Miller, Exec. Asst.: AzTAadmin@cox.net, (602) 550-3265

* If you want to fax either of us, contact us first for faxing information!
* Check out the website at: www.AzTA.org

* The Association mailing address is:
AzTA, P.O. Box 741, Gilbert, Arizona 85299-0741

In accordance with the provisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act and the Civil Rights Act of 1964, AzTA does not discriminate on
the basis of disability, race, color, national origin or gender. For more information about these statutes, or to file a complaint, contact AzTA.

AzTA is a non-profit statewide organization dedicated to
improving public transportation in all Arizona communities.

Transit Conference
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16th Annual Arizona Rural Transportation Summit

The annual Arizona Rural Transportation Summit will be held in Flagstaff, Arizona from January 7-9, 2015 at the Little
America Resort. This signature event brings together mayors, city council members, county supervisors and public and
private transportation planning and engineering professionals from across the state. Networking, education and training
occur over the three days starting with an opening reception Wednesday night. Breakout sessions on Thursday will cover
topics as diverse as designing intersections for all modes, the latest in public participation, and the impact of markets

on transportation. At lunch, attendees will hear from national organizations about the latest transportation happenings
in Washington, D.C. Thursday’s reception will be highlighted by door prize drawing featuring gift baskets from regions
across the state.

Go to www.azrts.org to register. Find opportunities to bring a spouse to dinner or sign up for activities at Arizona
Snowbowl. They’ll be open and will be providing discounts to conference attendees and their guests. The Flagstaff
Metropolitan Planning Organization is pleased to be hosting and hopes to see you there.

providers in the area and information that enables the Mobility
Center operators to assist callers with their transportation needs.

The launch was a public event attended by dozens of community
members and transportation supporters including Benevilla President
Michelle Dionisio; Sun Health Executive Vice President ol Population
Health Jennifer Drago; NVC Executive Director/Mobility Manager
Kathryn Chandler; and Valley Metros Manager of Accessible Transit
Services Ron Brooks.

Since opening, NVC has served more than 174 clieats and arranged
for 125 rides.

Other highlights from NVC’s history since opening include:

In October, NVC received a $10,000 grant from the Wulkan
Foundation, an organization dedicated to helping older adults find

Bv Kathy Chandler transportation options. The grant was awarded by Beverly Wulkan,
y Y an experienced civil engineer and transit expert, well-acquainted
“The journey is the treasure”” Children’s author Lloyd Alexander with the chalienges older adults often face when planning local trips

wrote. It’s a simple truth that most of us “mobile” folk take for granted.  1© doctors, .the pharmacy, the grocery store, social engagements and
. But for those of us who don't own a vehicle, who cannot drive or who other appointments.

- don’t have easy access to public transportation, a “journey” that gets  In December, the Surprise City Council voted to approve Community
them where they want to go is a treasure as precious as gold. Outreach Program funding for six community organizations,
The Northwest Valley Connect (NVC) was officially launched on inchading NVC, which will receive §8,000 for transit support.
Sept. 18, 2014 as one-click, one-call Mobility Center dedicated to In January 2015, NVC will offer Volunteer Driver Transportation
helping people get where they want to go, easily and efficiently. Training and a Group Trips program.

The Center is equipped with a database that lists all transportation



By Jim Dickey,
AzTA Executive Director

During the months

of July, August, and
September, 2014, AzTA
commissioned a survey* of Arizonans to determine their
interest, perception, and preferences concerning public
transportation options across our state.

The returns were interesting to say the least,

* demonstrating a need, a want for improved services,
and misconceptions about funding those needs. During
each of those months, AzTA surveyed nearly 400 head-
of-households state-wide, so more than 1200 surveys
were conducted over the three month period. Each
month a different set of questions were asked, and in
combination of months, presents a picture of public
transportation that can be valuable to administrators,
elected leaders, and advocates for improved public
transportation solutions.

Central to the survey results are these four key areas:
1. Prioritization of Transportation Components

. Prioritization of Bus Service Components

2
3. Availability and Usage of Public Transportation
4. Knowledge of State Funding for Public Transportation

‘There are no real surprises in these summary results.

But the survey demonstrates that there are some major
gaps in understanding the role that public transportation
plays in shaping and serving community needs, and
further, how transit is funded: :

j  State residents believe the state should have a
~ funding role, and they believe the state does just
~- that. Unfortunately, that is not the case. In 2010,
e the Arizona Leglslature passed a repeal of pubhc
5 transportatmn fundmg which was s1gned b
* Governor Brewer. Funds prov1ded for more than
Sa decade from Arizona Lottery Powerbaﬂ reventes
- were swept and moved to the state general fund =

-for, v101at1ng an env:ronmental quahty fundlng

S commute to work.i“'
 First and foremost is the issue of state fundmg PSR LN

4. j.'Arlzona pubhc transportatlon programs are

| o .]Il 2010. Not untﬂ the State Of AI‘IZOHH was Sued S Tfans]t Keeplng Arlzona Up tg Speed

- W SurveY conducted by WestGroup Research

"'requu’ement Were the funds restored but Just to S
: : o : Phoemx, Anzona,

» 'There is a growing want among residents to use
public transportation if it were more readily available.
Public transportation officials know that, and do their

best to provide general services and meet specific

needs within their financial capabilities. Thanks

to local, regional, and federal funding, our public

transportation systems continue to grow in annual

ridership. There is no question that more people
would use transit as an alternative to driving....if it
were available.

o Public transportation options rate highly when
compared to other transportation options.
“Implementing a regional bus system” rates second
only to “improving major streets and intersections”
Clearly, a more diverse transportation improvements
expenditure plan is warranted.

It’s not difficult to draw some simple conclusions from this
information. ....which can justify rethinking transportation
investments at all levels throughout the state:

1. Residents overall place a high priority on public
transportation options in their communities even if
they personally are not using it. The belief is that the
populations most in need of public transportation
options are those with disabilities, residents unable to
drive, and the elderly.

2. 'Those who currently use public transportation, or
who would consider using it if it were available in
their community are most likely to be using it for
special events or “flexible” tasks such as shoppmg _
- and less likely to Lndzcate they Would use it for the1r S

'_;The ma]orlty of Arlzona re51dents beheve that
< the state should prov1de fundmg for public
" 'transportatlon and, in fact, many | believe that the

f'State already does prov1de fundmg L

: :_-j'efﬁc1ent and effective, and can provxde 31gn1ﬁcant g
S transportatmn optlons for Anzonans of all ages '

mcludmg breakdowns in: gender




Arizona Transit Association
2014 Survey Resuits

Prioritization of Transportation Components
e Overall, residents were maost likely to put a highest or second highest priority on improving major streets
and intersections (48%), followed by implementing a regional bus system (38%) and expand or add a
light rail system {37%).

Prioritization of Bus Service Components
e Overall, residents were most likely to indicate that the top two important public transportation needs in
their community are bus service for those with disabilities or who are unable to drive (50% first or
second mention) and/or bus service for the eiderly (46%).

Availability and Usage of Public Transportation
o Three fourths of the residents surveyed (74%) indicated that they have a public transportation option
available in their community.

» The majority of residents who indicated they have access to public transportation in their community
indicated they “never” use it {64%) or only use it for special events (20%).

e Two in five residents who indicated they do not have access to public transportation in their community
indicated they were “very” (17%) or “somewhat likely” (23%) fo use i if it were available.

* Two in five residents who indicated they do not have access to public transportation in their community
indicated they were mostly likely to use public transportation to attend social or recreational events
(57%) or go shopping (47%).

Knowledge of State Funding for Public Transportation
» The vast majority of residents believe that the state should provide some funding for local public
transportation services (79% August, 72% September "yes”).

e Approximately two thirds of residents believe that the state does provide funding for public
transportation (66%).

Conclusions
1. Residents overall indicate place a high priority on public transportation options in their communities

even they, personally are not using it. The belief is that the populations most in need of public
transportation options are those with disabilities, residents unable to drive, and the elderly.

2. Those who currently use public transportation, or who would consider using it if it were available in
their community are most likely to be using it for special events or “flexibie” tasks such as shopping
and less likely to indicate they would use it for their commute to work.

3. The majority of Arizona residents believe that the state should provide funding for public
fransportation and, in fact, many believe that the state already does provide funding

P.O.Box 741 ¢ Gilbert, AZ §5299-0741 ¢ 480-361-5101 ¢ fax: 480-821-0840 ¢ www.azta.org



Arizona’s statewide Annual Transportat;on Performance B
Report for the fiscal year ending June 30, 2014 shows nearly_
100,000,000 boardlngs at befow-mdustry—average costs.
travelling nearly 65,290,000 miles. Both total boardmgs and -
miles were slightly lower than the previous year. System fare. -
recovery of operating costs increased over FY2013; remaining
at more than 20% for the fifth consecutive year, while total
operating costs decreased and the cost per mile rose slightly
in FY2014. Nearly 4,200 full time jobs exist in the operation of
these public transportation programs throughout the state.
Capital expenditures exceeded $218,000,000 including buses
and construction of facilities and infrastructure.

represent positive trends,; red numbers represent negative trends):

Statewide Systems Summary:

A summary across all modes of service for FY2014 the folicwmg are the statemde
services representing almost 99.7 million boardmgs N : =

FY2012:

FY2013;-.,u:ﬁv.” i

Summary: FY2010 FY2011

All Services _ RN
Boardings 93,361,632 92,626,694 97,106,204 | 102,385474 |
Annual Op. Cost | $343.664,550 | $352,794,393 | $377,569,864 | $394,494 291 |
Farebox Recovery | $73,294,066 | $75,278,034 | $78,429,872 | $83,344,283
Annual Miles 67,415,763 67,419,763 65,102,468 | | 66,504,324 | = €
Capital Costs NA | $42,931,080 | $72,391,470 | $190,504,235 | $218.4
Cost per Mile $5.10 $5.23 $5.80 |- $5.931
Cost per Boarding $3.68 $3.81 | $3.89 $3.85
Farebox Recovery 21.3% 21.3% 20.8%.| 21.1%
FTE's NA 3,553 4,305 | 4177 |
Fleet Vehicles NA 2,231 2443 (- 2,765 |

For Arizona, this report breaks down modal categones in Fixed route, Paratransﬁ and mlscelfaneous serwces :
Fixed route services include iocal and commuter bus services and rail services. Paratransit semces include dlal-_'_:*- o
a-ride services offered through public contracts. Miscellaneous services are pnmanly vanpool and tax1 voucher:."_-_'
programs. e : Sl

1 ﬂ AZTA | P.O. Box 741, Gilbert, Arizona 85299-0741 | www.AzTA org | (480) 361-5101




2013-14 Arizona Public Transportation Report

W Cost Boarding
| rRecovery

$7.09
$3.45
22.9%

Cost Per Mile
Cost Boarding
Recovery

54.68
$35.25
6.3%

FIXED ROUTE

Boardings 14,331,488 57,009,580 264,505 19,713,449 148,499 465,111 1,828,209 1,674,372 1,492,859 96,928,112
Annual Op Cost $31,260,365 $220,830,735 | 52,799,466 | $58,407,183 $642,120 | $1,789,502 | $5,451,209 | 512,976,595 $334,157,175
Farebox Ratio 40.0% 22.0% 6.6% 20.8% 11.1% 21.0% 24 4% 11.7% 22.9%
Farebox $§ $12,505,116 $48,473,800 $185,494 | $12,211,964 $71,352 $374,980 | 51,330,189 51,521,080 $76,673,974
Days Operated 365 365 365 365 6 241 363 255

Annual Rev Miles 2,481,951 28,693,272 1,215,338 8,219,017 157,038 853,398 742,592 4,782,634 47,145,240
FTE Employees 182 2,038 28 631 13 48 50 2,950
FTE Reg Emp! 113 208 2 20 2 6 14 434
Fleet Vehicles 50 887 17 240 10 27 21 215 307 1,774
Capital $ $87,434,816 $105,119,816 § $1,400,000 $6,252,918 | 5590,000 5381,613 § $4,722,463 42,065,717 | $2,500,000 | 210,467,343
PARATRANSIT

Boardings 916,826 157,018 516,444 10,099 7,323 24,594 1,632,301
Annual Op Cost $36,126,407 § $5,130,353 | 514,763,934 | $385,277 $155,488 5976,642 $57,538,101
Farebox Ratio 7.1% 4.7% 5.0% 11.1% 2.5% 3.9% 6.3%
Farechox § $2,570,431 $239,460 $742,982 542,811 $3,923 537,886 $3,637,493
Days Operated 365 365 365 301 363

Annual Rev Miles 7,057,362 1,334,573 3,699,805 50,605 60,347 85,720 12,298,412
FTE Employees 419 28 218 3 2 16 686
FTE Reg Empl 35 2 24 2 1 14 78
Fleet Vehicles 297 19 127 3 3 8 457
Capital $ 53,296,081 S0 § $1,877,861 50 547,166 $19,675 $5,240,783
MISC. Boardings

{Vanpooi/other] 1,119,116 1,115,116
Annual Op Cost $4,318,811 $4,318,811
Farebox Ratio 85.5% 85.5%
Farebox § $3,693,164 53,693,164
Days Operated 365

Annuai Rev Miles 5,846,344 5,846,344
FTE Employees 4 4
FTE Reg Empl 1 1
Fleet Vehicles 421 421
Capitat & $2,749,559 $2,749,559
. Summary: AllServices .

Boardings 99,679,529

Annual Op Cost $396,014,087 | Cost Boarding $3.97 .

Farebox $84,004,632 | Farebox Ratio 21.2%

Annual Miles 65,289,996 | FTE's 4,193

Capital Costs $218,457,685 | Fleet Vehicles 2,652

Cost per Mile $6.07

E-Y

AZTA | P.O. Box 741, Gilbert, Arizona 85299-0741 | www.AzTA org | (480) 361-5101

Cost Per Mile
Cost Boarding
Recovery

50.74
$3.86
85.5%
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witat additional cuts will e
County’s rdad maintenaice se
Routine road maintena
such as snow plowmg or;
. dirt roads, filling
e potholes and chip
' sealing paved
roads will be
reduced by up
to 40 percent to
stay within current
revenue levels,

° Snowplows
would operate
from 7 a.m. to
4 p.m. and service
primarsily major
roads during

_ storms.

s Equipment would not be replaced

untif it fails, if funds are available.

* No invesiment would be made
in road repair and safety projects
unless funded by grants.

Fthe read mmntenance sales tax isapiroved by
votaes, fiow will ke County spend the meney?

° To maintain all County-maintained-
roads, including those owned by the
County, the LS. Forest Service and
the Bureau of
Indian Affairs.

* To fund
routine road
maintenance

" services, such
as snow plowing,
arading dirf
roads, and fixing °
potholas,”

» To maintain
.adequat’e

reserves for
emergencxes, such as natural
disasters and road failures.

» To fund road li‘!.aintenance_ and
safely projects, which will be done
by private contractors:

= To buy road mamtenance
equipment.

Wsth Road Haintanarce Tax

Eurrem County Rate

Net of Expired Tax

Gross Road Malnlenaﬂte Salas Tax Pmpusedo J00%
Net Tax {hanga of County Sales Tax 0.1750%

If we fund road “lE costs money ko

maintenance out of ralakaln roads.
the General Fund, Especially in Coconine
services will be cut County, with'the second-

largest land area of any
county i the U.8. at
18,000 sauars miles.
The method for funding
reads, the gasoline

tax, has not kept pace -
with rislag costs of

raws materials, services
of thve County’s

growth rate.”
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by 20 percent.
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Coconino Qmmty
Roads Capital improvement Plan

The County recently commissioned Kimley-Horn and Associates
to assess the 320 miles of paved roads maintained by the

County. The study found that 35 percent of the Colnty's paved
roads are in poor or severe condition. It would cost $70 million
to repair them now, and in five years the costs wiil esca!ate'to %109 miilion.

SH

The County prepared a 10-year Roads Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) for
maintaining its roads and improving their safety if the road mamtenance
sales tax, Prop. 403 is abproved by voters.

Some projects in the County’s 10-vear Road Improvement Plan

- Réepaving sections of Townsend-Winona, Lake Mary and Leupp roads, and
major roadways in Kachina Village, Doney Park, Munds Park and the
Spring Valley areas,

- Chip sealihg streets and roads in our communities,

- Implementing road safety projects on many roads, and

- Matching funds for shovel-ready road projects on the Navajo Nation.

i Ridge

On average, approximately $4 milllon per year will be dedicated to voad projects The Implementation of the County’s Roads Capital

during the first 10 vears, or approximately $42 million in total. All projects will ~ Improvermient Plan is contingent upon voter approval of the.

be constructed by private contractors. The Roads CIP primarily focuses on Road Maintenance Sales Tax Initiative, Pron. 403, on the
County-maintained paved roads with a high level of use, most of which are our MNoveinber ballot. The project costs and construction schedules
major roads like Lake Mary Road, Townsend-Winona Read and Leupp Road. outlined on this page are estimates. The County’s actual annual
However, funding from the road maintenance sales tax also supports dirt road investment in.the Roacds CIP will be affected by:

maintenance, including placing special matetial on those roads to create a =h Economic downturns which impact the total revenue
smoother and longer-lasting surface with less dust. © génerated from the sales tax and the gasoline tax,

=5 Annual maintenance costs, such as snow severity, and
.. cost of oll, gasoline & diesel
- w Road/bridge failures
= Response to disasters -
Projects selected dre basedon a vartety of crltena such as level
of traffic, currenit road Condltlons,‘ public safety, and cost.
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Many County roads are in need of repair. Saying, “fix the roads,” is easy. Finding the money to
fix them is hard. It's important to understand how we got here, where we are now and how we
can fund road repair.

America’s transportation infrastructure is in trouble, suffering from decades of inadequate funding. Arizona roads are no exception.

Locally, about 60 percent of Tucson’s and unincorporated Pima County’s roads are in poor or failed condition. The cost to fix them is
more than $1 billion, with about $250 million of that needed in unincorporated Pima County.

How did our roads get this way and why isn't there an easy fix?




The answer to fixing our roads is clear:
It will take more money

It will cost more than $250 million to repair the 1,000 miles of unincorporated county roads
that are in poor or failed condition. To fix all of those roads without the problem getting
worse will cost $30 million a year for 10 years {which accounts for inflation and other
projected cost increases over that span). In addition, we also have to consider our annual bill
of $28 million for basic maintenance and preservation costs described on the prior pages.

Proposed funding solutions and how
they stack up

1. Raise the County’s primary property tax and cut the budget

Since the start of the recession in 2007, Pima County has reduced its workforce by
more than 1,000 employees and its budget by more than $300 million a year. Finding
an additional $30 million a year for pavement preservation without more state gas tax
revenue would require increasing the County’s primary property tax. However, the
state limits the percentage tax increase counties can impose each year, so the tax rate
can't be raised high enough to generate funds needed to solve this problem. Making
up the difference would require cutting or eliminating fundamental services such as
law enforcement, parks, health care and human services.

2. Impose a transportation-specific property tax

While this sounds easy encugh, it won't provide the revenue needed to overcome the
pavement preservation funding problem. What's more, 63 percent of county residents
live in municipalities and the County wouid need to share the revenue from a
countywide property tax increase with local cities and towns, leaving too little left
over to pay for roads in the unincorporated County.

3. Impose a countywide half-cent sales tax for county roads

Pima County is the only Arizona county that does not have a countywide sales tax.
This could raise more than enough money to overcome our pavement preservation
needs in 10 years and have enough left over to reduce the County’s property tax rate
so that all property owners will benefit.

4. A statewide solution to a statewide problem: gas taxes

The state already has a tax dedicated to roads maintenance and improvements - the
state gas tax. it was created for this very purpose. But it is no longer providing the
revenue necessary to propetly fund Arizona's transportation infrastructure needs
because it hasn't been raised since 1991.

What did the 1997 road bonds pay for?

Fima County voters in 1997 approved borrowing $350 million against future HURF
payments from the state, All but three of the 57 projects have been completed or are
underway. More than 100 lane miles have been completed, relieving strangling
congestion that plagued commuters, especially in the Northwest, after two decades of
rapid growth. Among the roads that were widened with 1997 bonds are: River Road,
Thornydale Road, Skyline Drive, Sabino Canyon, Ajo Way, Craycroft and Alvernon.

In 2013, the state Auditor General after an audit of the county’s bond program that
included a review of the 1997 road bonds, called the county’s bond program "unique”
and a potential model for other counties in the state to imitate. It also said the bond
program was well-managed, transparent, accountable, adhered to the will of voters
and "benefitted citizens throughout the county”

The debt payments for the bonds using HURF allocations will continue until 2024.




29131WWO0Y) UO



FIGURE 4

eoUBWY 0 SIEIS PO
EUORINY 40 BIEIG

Aunog eang

uoSINL o QD

PRE IR Y 00 B VO[]

INF Reynyrpodiyuamng

BIENL |

th Sm.—wESO

FUTE 0 e o bR W G g,

Aw | o
| SUUSSE WS—

SHROE 4 3N Y 10} AYNE Pird 41

srgor 3 BulpSg 101 18YNG tiad %

BBUR g ARPNN 08 g DAL

WP SHUISDE PUE YaIasayY [ A

B1-1 PUE PEO Y BUYA FUlld O] UOUIBANYJE UORIBUNED YA PIQ ~ £ BSEY 4

ptOZ" 84 squedes

Y

H

&

Ob+ 03 ARMNE Y W EdSOIEY = Z a5ty g BEEmm

uouRAly @ fnp s|eB o femyeg BoBdso Yy - | 290y 4 FEEES

1ndg BINYN ] PUE PEOLIP Y SIPOEY UDIU[F ——im

syleg ssauisng pue youeasay (1gy) ASojouysel pue dsuseq
Aemdjiey soedsoiay pue ArmuSiy S3e3s1aju] ATERLXMY / JOPLIIO]) UBIOUOS

soedscloy




09 UoI1oNJIsu

GT/T€/TT AQ pa1sjd

nonasu

(IO Al Sesion pue




) —A..rumwlf B3 (e 6A G NI R, PLOT * T 4Bqusanoy

Aw 4 0
| S S

o124 PIZEUONED XY, ﬁuﬂwﬂ 1o egasn Al
e

1003900 fei o

R X1 B~ 51 mrmm—
=1 N0 \B0INS
DECIEY WREY TN o
ged Ha011 DI BINSYI0N
vodivIEtNRY 3Y 10230
105 L L0100
HiEd SFavsey p e p1asel L0Y
sy sops Eer]
suoLzaLpsunt
Aemjiegd saedselmy pue
AemyySyy d3ersazyu Alerjnany

=

iy
iooE
Tl NOSTRRIVH

NOS-

— f

asuaa( ‘saedsoRy

Nied ssaulsig
pue yaiessay
(1Lay) ABejouysa) pue

QL

Y ADOTONHOSE,

JON3IDs YN S

0y LOWTAL

HOAIHHOD NYHONOS

i

A RONGIAY.

{1 ST §

H

8

anis KEINADS

O TONET




ucm_._...____»omn_.__ 1o paseq-1odx3 / uod __ 1f BEH.E .

~ Jodlly [BUOIIRUISIU| UOSON] 0] SS8998 SA0Id!L

: ._QHC QOHC GE\mO_Q Em OQ ‘=< °

0190 JuawAOIdWT Yied UdBL VN «

m
;
o

.
:

S = . 3
. . .

n,

o

e
S




WS T

WOT COWE . B00C 00T AN OOC ONZ . VOOT - BN - 00T VOO ODGC 6661 GGGH-. 4681 066

G661 VBBl €661 T66Y M6 -

1 & IR

g dn su0g sey seg)

e T P e

es |

eo0

1667 90UIS PASULYD J0U ST XB] S85 § BUOZLY y

Buipunj mau ON




\ WU Bl b E RS fragg
w e @m@%ﬂm Jo speat g
M %%%ﬁ @ﬁ w@@.ﬁ g § wmm %gmﬁm B .w@ .@ w (e paonpey =
SPTRA $1503
xeseS 7y DRISISISYY UOTINISUO) ;onendog 8[) PROY TOTIR[U]
%l %edl p A Y bl
_ 1661 2ouls paguey 58y 107 & Ing

wiy ayj jle sopaey bumiab si spuewap yun



A ssenLioid Jno Bunjosyn

speod ueyj seuoyd uo ajow puads of



"USAUP S|t 000"}

Aiens Joy xe} seb [elepa) pue sjels
ui (slejjop 1.0 paisnipe uonejjul
ui) ££°62¢$ pred 661 ut sninej
P04 MdU-puUe.] B JO JISAIIP

‘USALIP SajIl Q00 L Aleas
Jo} xe} seb |elsps) pue 91els
Ul 00’1 $ sAed yLOZ ul sninep

pi04 Mmau

pueig e JO IBALID Y




SUOLLILLOY) BIPSWIYIAA J1IP310 0J0Ud




salIag WNIPa)Y ‘sucnaeloid (A8 AUNGD 2107 YOQY [98In0g

syed S1E1g 10 [£207] W
ifed TN § AlEp 1801 Blelg
Ao - UONEAISOY UBIpU| - B
SHIPEM 53104 [eUOLEN diysisumg pue

ugyjodzBayy Jopuie) Ung Buozuy -

ey 5107 Joquesoy

sigyues vonendod

uoneindod Buoziiy

_._om_o_m_h_m,_.__m_co__ﬂum._o‘__a m:o__ﬂm"__:mom
VOV pue uonendod snsuag -
0102 uo paseq :33inog,

E

"
-
“

H

B
G

i




Jannary 21, 2015

Governor Douglas A. Ducey &

Members, 52nd Arizona State Legislature
1700 W. Washington

Phoenix, AZ 85007

Dear Governor Ducey & State Legislators,

Since 2001, over $1.8 billion has been diverted from Highway User Revenue Funds (HURF) to
pay for other government programs. To the credit of state lawmakers, the transfer levels have
been reduced by a combined $329 million over the last three years creating an estimated 2,335
direct private-sector jobs and another 1,118 indirect jobs.

While progress has been accomplished, $96 million was still transferred this year. Taxpayers
have a right to expect their gas tax and other vehicle-related revenues to be used for
transportation improvements, particularly when ADOT has determined that a $63 billion funding
gap exists between needs and revenues just on the state system. Local road networks in cities,
towns and counties, which also rely heavily on HUREF, are facing comparable trends.

Also, Arizona’s unique and strategic location provides tremendous opportunities for economic
growth through interstate and international trade. Our competitiveness will be closely tied to the
ability to move commerce through the state efficiently. Infrastructure investment leads to

economic expansion in addition to impacting safety, the environment, cost of living and quality
of life.

In addition to eliminating the HURF transfers, Arizona must also modernize how we pay for our
infrastructure. Our antiquated revenue streams, including the gas tax which has not been
adjusted in over 20 years, have dramatically lost their purchasing power and are far from
sufficient for addressing our basic transportation needs or supporting economic expansion. We
urge you to convene a group of state leaders to start the dialogue on how we can meet our future
transportation needs and maximize our economic competitiveness.

Sincerely,
(See Attached Signatures)

(Page 1 of 4)
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Janice Bumett, Executive Director
American Council of Engineering
Companies of Arizona

William J. Mattingly, President
American Public Works Association,
Arizona Chapter

%/W 4 /ﬂ;f&u_ﬁ-_.,

Joyee C. Grossman, Executive Director
Arizona Association For Economic
Development

Frank Sanchez, P.E., President
Arizona Association of County Engineers

oM

David M. Martin, President
Arizona Chapter Associated General Contractors

. MM 7

Diane Brossart, President & CEO
Arxizona Forward
i T

David Berry, Chairman
Arizona Highway Users

£ f‘*i?f

TN T 2

Jim Dickey, Executive Director
Arizona Transit Association

i / SR

Ramon A. Gaanderse, Executive Director
Arizona Transportation Builders Association

Tony Bradley, President & CEQ
Arizona Trucking Association

o4 l.f“x
L S0 e L .
PR e S

Connie Peretz, Executive Director
Arizona Utilities Contractors Association

eFere QA2 _

Terrence Wheeler, City of Globe
Mayor, Chairman
Central Arizona Governments

Chris Bridges, Executive Director
Central Yavapai Metropolitan
Planning Organization

Lana Tolleson, Executive Director
Cottonwood Chamber of Commerce

(A~

Clint Hickman, Maricopa County
Supervisor, Chairman
County Supervisors Association

(Page 2 of 4)
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F. Rockne “Roc” Arnett, President & CEO
East Valley Partnership
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Axt Babbott, Coconino County
Supervisor, Vice-Chairman
Flagstaff Metropolitan Planning Organization

"

Lance Jungmeyer, President
Fresh Produce Association of
the Americas

WA e QLR Y
William R, Diak, City of Page

Mayor, Chairman
Greater Arizona Mayors Association

o

Bruce Bracker, Chairman
Greater Nogales - Santa Cruz
County Port Authority

4

. _,-/ LS
[ VA A e e

Todd Sanders, President & CEQ
Greater Phoenix Chamber of
Commerce

Chris Camacho, Interim President
Greater Phoenix Economic Council

Dennis Ryan, President
Hawker & Evans Asphalt Company

o

R

Mark Nexsen, Lake Havasu City
Mayor, Chairman
L.ake Havasu Metropolitan Plamming Organization

o oot

Ken Sirobeck, Executive Director
League of Arizona Cities & Towns
™

N

Jack W. Lunsford, President
The Lunsford Group, LL.C

N

:.-N .

Michael LeVault, Town of Youngtown
Mayor, Chairman
Maricopa Association of Governments

ke

Terry Shannon, Jr., President
Nogales — Santa Cruz County
Economic Development Foundation

Chris Fetzer, Executive Director
Northern Arizona Council of Governments

(Page 3 of 4)
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Farhad Moghimi, Executive Director
Pima Association of Governments

i - Fut s e

Sandie Smith, President & CEQO
Pinal Partnership

\g-\,&\ @MN_A,\

Bob Rivera, Town of Thaicher
Mayor, Chairman
Rural Transportation Advocacy Council

Jennifer Wesselhoff, President & CEQO
Sedona Chamber of Commerce

/Z/M

Frederick W. Mueller, City of Sierra Vista
Mayor, Chairman
Sierra Vista Metropolitan Planning Organization

\\)\@é/m WO

Mignonne Hollis, Executive Director
Sierra Vista Economic Development Foundation

e

David Gomez, Greenlee County
Mayor, Chairman

Southeastern Arizona Governments Organization

i
/./‘_'? /,—-9 '/;:/:;’:;
!,‘ // / f,, ,-" /
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Ronald E. Shoopman, President
Southern Arizona Leadership Council

i

Bob Jackson, City of Casa Grande
Mayor, Chairman ‘
Sun Corridor Metropolitan Planning Organization

OSSN UQWQ

Michael V. Varney, President & CEO
Tucson Metropolitan Chamber of Commerce

Mary A, Chicoine, Chairwoman
Verde Valley Regional Economic Organization

e T

T

s N
P

Tony Reyes, Yuma County
Supervisor, Chairman
Western Arizona Council of Governmenis

David Tenney, Navajo County
Supervisor, Chairman

White Mountain Regional Transportation
Committee

Chardone %@mﬁ

Charlene Fitzgerald, Executive Director
Yuma Metropolitan Planning Organiztion

(Page 4 of 4)



Five more facts
1. There is no magic wand to fix our roads.

2. We shouldn’t keep complaining about roads if we are not
willing to pay for them.

3. The best solution: Arizona needs to raise its gas tax by 10¢
a gallon and constitutionally protect funding from sweeps.

4. The Arizona Legisiature raised the state gas tax nine times
between 1960 and 1990.

5. The state gas tax has not been increased in 24 years.

Every Arizona county, nearly every municipality and every council of government
{cooperative organizations of regional governments such as the Pima Association of
Governments) in the past year have asked the state Legislature for an increase in the
gas tax. In addition, nearly every chamber of commerce in the state plus numerous
industry and trade organizations have also asked for more transportation funding.

How much would that extra 10¢
cost us?

An average driver’s monthly gas tax bill of $10.79
would increase by $5.70 & month to total $16.09
FOR COMPARISON:

Monthly average gas
tax bill with increase

516

Monthly average
water and sewer biil

Monthly average
electricity bill

Monthly average
cell phone bill

Monthly average
cable & internet bill

Your next step

Contact Governor Doug Ducey and your Legislator and ask him or her to do what's
right for all of us and for the state’s economy and raise the state gas tax 10 cents.
We can fix our roads, but we have to do it together.

Arizona Governor Arizona Legislature
Executive Tower Capitol Complex

1700 West Washington Street 1700 West Washington
Phoenix, AZ 85007 Phoenix, AZ 85007-2890

Phoenix Office: (602) 542-4331 information Desk {602) 926-3559
Tucson Office: (520) 628-6580 Toll Free: 1-800-352-8404

in-State Toll Free:800-253-0883
(outside Maricopa County only)




How Pima County spends transportation money

{F.Y.2014-15 Transportation Budget)

Bl Debt Service (1997 bonds):
$19.1 million

In 1997, county voters approved borrow-

ing $350 million to fund 57 transporta-

tion projects over 20 years. The borrowed

funds are paid back through annual HURF

receipts.

Roadway Maintenance:

$14.4 million

This fund pays for the general mainte-
nance of the county’s transportation
systems and the majority is divided into
the county’s six maintenance districts.
General maintenance includes pothole
repair, crack sealing and overlays, vegeta-
tion maintenance and storm response.

Traffic Engineering: $6.7 million
The fund pays for signs, signals, striping,
traffic studies and safety systems.

Transit: $6.1 million

Nearly all of this fund is used to pay for
public transportation services {Sun Tran
and Sun Van) in the unincorporated
county.The public transportation funding
is required under the county’s agreement
with and participation in the Regional
Transportation Authority.

irector’s Office: $4.8 million
Thls fund is used to pay for the overall
administration of the county Transporta-
tion Department, It also pays for a variety
of transportation-related projects and
programs, including: the Summer Student
Pragram; Environmental planning and
compliance; Mapping and records; Graffiti
abatement; and community relations.

Overhead and Insurance:

$4.4 million

This pays for county administrative and
other fixed overhead costs and for the
county’s self-insurance allocation for
general liability.

74 Field Engineering: $1.7 million
This fund pays for inspection and compli-
ance services.

Engineering and Planning:

$1 million

This fund pays for planning and design
services on county roads, bridges,
sidewalks, and bike paths.

Pavement Preservation:

$5 million

This fund comes from property taxes
transferred to PCDOT by vote of the
Board of Supervisors. Pavement preserva-
tion is the resurfacing of degraded major
arterial roads {as opposed to pothole
filling, which is general maintenance).

Total: $63.2 million

Where Pima County's transportation money comes from

{FY.2014-15 Transportation Budget)

HURF: $37.5 million

Highway User Revenue Fund.This fund is
made up primarily of taxes on motor fuels
and vehicle license taxes but also
includes revenue from an assortment of
other smail taxes and fees. The state
divides the money up and shares it with
municipalities and counties. About 19
percent goes to the counties.

VLT : $11.6 million

Vehicle License Tax. This is the revenue
generated through vehicle registrations.
About 44 percent goes into the HURF
above and then ancther 24.6 percent is
shared with the counties.

Other: $1.8 million

Rental income on county property,
investment peol interest income, land
abandonment, licenses/permits, court
ordered restitutions for county property
damages and late interest fee on
accounts receivable,

Fund Balance, Transfers:;

$7.3 million
This line item includes carry overs from
the previous fiscal year and transfers from
the county General Fund.

5 General Fund Transfer:

$5 million
The Board of Supervisors voted to
transfer property taxes out of the General
Fund, which is the general operations
fund for the county, to pay for pavement
preservation of major arterial roads in
the unincorporated county.

Total: $63.2 million



“nine-member Regional Coun
-tribal governments.

 Pima Association of Governments
' PAG; ahonprofit 501(c)4, is a counll of governments and
* metropolitan planning organization. PAG is governed bya "
, representing local, stateand -

- Qur Mission R
To address regional issues through cooperative efforts and
“pooled resouirces, and to provide accurate, relevant data that

leads to effective regional planning decisions.

PAG Programs R
PAG's programs focus on cross-jurisdictional planning

issues, such as air quality, water quality, transportation
and population growth. One of PAG's responsibilities as the
MPO is to cootdinate development of a long-range regional
transportation plan which secures federal funding. PAG'S
activities and services include traffic data collectlon, mapping,
population projections, carpool matching, solar energy and
clean fuel education and promotion.

Regional Transportation Authotity

PAG also manages the Regional Transpertation Authority of
Pima County through a memorandum of understanding. The
RTA, which was established in 2004, is the fiscal manager of
the $2.1 biilion, 20-year RTA plan and haif-cent, countywide
excise tax approved by Pima County voters in May 2006. The
RTA Board is governed by a nine-member board, representing
local, state and tribal governments,

PAG/RTA Members

Pima County, City of South Tucson, City of Tucson, Town of
Marana, Town of Oro Valley, Town of Sahuarita, Pascua Yaqui
Tribe, Tohono O'cdham Mation, Arizona State Transportation
Board — Governor-appointed Pima County represetantive,
The chief elected official or designee of each local govermment
serves on the PAG Regional Council/ RTA Board.

Sotrce: bis.gov

" The'top five states:

Indiana: $47.47
Colorada: $45.09
Hevada:$38:16

~: North Carolina: $37.52

NewYork: $32.74




PAG POSITIONS:

Opposes any reduction in VLT revenues

Supports legislation, introduced by others, that

may provide for an adjustment in the state gas tax by
providing for an automatic annual adjustment that
reflects changes in the Consumer Price Index.

Supports legislation that expands federal,
state, regional or local revenues available to fund
transportation purposes.

Supports reinstating funding for transportation
from LTAF or identifying an alternative funding
source for public transportation that is dedicated
and sustainable.

Supports legislation that would promote and
enhance the potential for public-private partnerships
in Arizona,

Supports legislation and/or administrative actions

that protect and retain state-shared revenues to assure
adequate local community services in response to local
needs; PAG opposes any reduction in State Shared
Income and Sales Tax Revenues for local governments.
PAG also supports any continued Air Quality Fund
approptriations for regional air quality programs.

Supports the distribution of federal transportation
funding in an equitable manner, as demonstrated by
the Casa Grande Accords.

" and Self-Determination

‘otect Governanc

PAG POSITIONS:

* Opposes any changes in the composition of the
ASTB that further dilutes PAG regional representation
or that changes the rotation of the chair that currently
provides for a PAG chair every six years.

» Opposes legislation that would alter the
composition of the Regional Council in a way that
would make the council less effective or less able to
meet its statutory responsibilities.

= Supports protecting and maintaining the integrity
of the Regional Transportation Authority enabling
legislation.

* Opposes legislation that would curtail or restrict
jurisdictions’ power of eminent domain, increase the
cost of transportation and other public projects, or

limit & jurisdiction’s ability to implement those projects.

PAG POSITIONS:

» Supports legislation recognizing buffelgrass
infestation as a health and safety concern, not just as
a threat to native species.

» Supports legislation that promotes the development
of rail infrastructure projects designed to improve or
increase rail system freight handling capacity, as well
as safety and security.

 Supports the use of clean alternative-fueled
vehicles, and the development of Infrastructure to
support those vehicles.

PAG POSITIONS:

* Supports legislation that would prohibit the use of
state tax revenue to lure businesses from one Arizona
community to another Arizona community.

* Supports transportation infrastructure legislation,
projects and initiatives that enhance trade and
economic development, including those that facilitate
international trade between the U.S. and Mexico.

» Supports legislation that provides start-up
operational funding for the Arizona International
Development Authority (AIDA).

* Supports legislation that streamlines the visa
process for Mexican nationals traveling to Arizona for
tourism and business purposes, while maintaining
high security.

PURPOSE OF LEGISLATIVE POLICY PRINCIPLES

Pima Association of Governments' legislative principles
help guide PAG staff as they track bills before the
Arizona Legislature and respond to proposed
legislation in a timely and consistent manner. The
principles also provide a framework for proactive
jurisdictional support of legislative solutions that may
be articulated within the PAG committee structure.

PAG's complete Legislative Policy Principles, 2015,
document is online at PAGregion.com.
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Navajo County Transportation Network

Navajo County is a rural county encompassing 10,000 square miles that deals with a mix of federal,
state, county, municipal tribal and private roads.

e County maintains over 300 miles of paved roads, and over 400 miles of gravel/dirt roads.
e HURF revenues have dropped $2.5M in the last six years and the combined loss of the
communities in Apache and Navajo County have dropped $20M over that same timeframe.

Cost Reduction Measures
“How do we make up a $2.5 million revenue reduction in Navajo County?”
Cost Cutting Measures {(We have let our fleet age)

EXAMPLE - AGING EQUIPMENT

e 67 percent of motor graders used for roadway maintenance is greater than 10 years old

e 24 percent of motor graders are between five and 10 years old

e Less than ten percent of the motor graders are less than 5 years old

e Alithe county’s “small” are over three years old

e Older equipment adversely effects the ability and the costs of maintaining county roadways

Reduced maintenance schedule

EXAMPLE - OVERLAY

e Before the downturn/sweeps = 13.6 miles a year on a 25 year cycle
e After the downturn/sweeps = 5 miles a year on a 68 year cycle

EXAMPLE — NEW GRAVEL

e Before the downturn/sweeps = 3% miles on a 10 year cycle
e  After the downturn/sweeps = 20 miles and a 20 year cycle

Supervisor David Tenney, District 4, Navajo County
Presentation to the House Transportation Committee

January 27, 2015 Attachment_ £




HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

HB 2092

military scholarship special plates
Sponsors: Representatives Borrelli, Cardenas, Finchem, et al.

X Committee on Transportation & Infrastructure
Caucus and COW

House Engrossed

OVERVIEW
HB 2113 establishes the Military Scholarship Special License Plate.

HISTORY

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) Motor Vehicle Division (MVD) provides
one license plate to every motor vehicle owner for each vehicle registered. Vehicle license plates
display both the state name and a number assigned to the vehicle and the owner, as well as MVD
issued registration stickers. In addition to standard Arizona vehicle license plaies, MVD issues
special license plates for a variety of causes and organizations. The fee for obtaining or renewing
a special license plate is $25. From the $25 fee, $8 is an administrative fee that goes to ADOT,
and $17 is used as an annual donation to the respective organization. The cost of each new
special license plate is $32,000. The money is used for the production of the new special plate.

According to MVD, there are over 60 types of license plates available in Arizona including
specialized license plates, with the most popular being the personalized license plate. There are
six military special plates, two types of handicapped plates and plates for the three state
universities. There are also license plates indicating the vehicle’s status, such as a farm vehicle or
historic vehicle.

The Arizona Veterans’ Donations Fund (Fund) was established in 1999 within the Arizona
Department of Veterans® Services. The Fund has helped sponsor programs to benefit veterans
and their families throughout the state. The Fund awarded over $725,000 in Fiscal Year 2013 to
veteran programs and initiatives throughout the state.

PROVISIONS

1. Establishes the Military Scholarship Special License Plate contingent upon an entity paying
$32,000 to ADOT by December 31, 2015.
a. Establishes that the entity providing the $32,000 will choose the design and color of the
plates with final approval coming from ADOT.
b. Allows a request for Military Scholarship Special License Plate to be combined with a
request for personalized plates.
2. Specifies that a Military Scholarship Special License Plate will cost $25 for originals and
renewals.
a. $8 is an administration fee.

b. $17 is an annual donation. ' \&/K'
Analyst Initials

Fifty-second Legislature
First Regular Session January 21, 2015

Attachment ?



HB 2092

3. Requires ADOT to deposit all administration fees in the State Highway Fund (SHF) and all
donations collected in the Veterans’ Donations Fund (Fund).

4. Establishes the Fund and allows the Director of the Department of Veterans® Services
(Director) to administer the Fund.

5. Requires the Director to establish a subaccount in the Veterans’ Donations Fund specifically
for funds collected from the plates.

6. Requires the first $32,000 in the Fund to be reimbursed to the entity that paid the
implementation fee.

7. Requires the Director to annually allocate money from the subaccount to a foundation which
is qualified under section 501(c) (3) of the United States Internal Revenue Code for Federal
Income Tax Purposes and is the oldest and largest provider of need-based scholarships to
children of United States military members.

8. Specifies the foundation must satisfy all of the following requirements:

Have been in existence for at least 52 years.

Have provided more than 33,000 scholarships that add up to almost $90 million.

Have a mission that includes honoring Marines and educating their children.

Award scholarships to children of Marines and Navy Corpsmen who were wounded or

killed in action, or those who demonstrate financial need.

9. Makes technical and conforming changes.

=TT~

Fifty-second Legislature
First Regular Session 2 January 21, 2015



ARIZONA HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Fifty-second Legislature - First Regular Session

ROLL CALL VOTE
COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND INFRASTRUCTURE BILL NO. H lz acﬁ 2
DATE 9 a.nuawj §~ q”J, 201y MOTION: ;i Q

PASS AYE NAY PRESENT | ABSENT

Mr. Ackerley
Mr. Andrade
Mr. Borrelli
Mr. Campbell
Ms. Fann

Mrs. Fernandez
Ms. Steele

Mr. Stevens, Vice-Chairman

Mr. Gray, Chairman

D ORRSRSAR
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APPRC?ED: COMMITTEE SECRETARY

Iz M

RICK GRAY, Chairma
DAVID W. STEVENS, Vice-£hairman
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