Open Response to Public Comments

received for the

DRAFT 2045 Regional Mobility and Accessibility Plan

Introduction:
Public comment was solicited as part of the development of the region’s 2045 Regional
Mobility and Accessibility Plan. Four open houses were conducted in connection with the
plan at various locations and times.
e The first open house was held on Wednesday, November 4™ at the Randolph Golf
Course Club House from 4:00-6:00pm.
e The second open house was held on Monday, November 9" at the Wheeler Taft
Abbett SR. Library from 4:30-6:30pm.
e The third open house was held Friday, November 13" in Green Valley at the Conrad
Joyner Green Valley Branch of the Pima County Library from 10:00am-12:30pm.
e The fourth open house was held Thursday, November 19" at the Student Union of the
University of Arizona from 11:00am-2:00pm.

At least two of the facilities were easily accessible by public transportation (Randolph Golf
Course and the University of Arizona) with reimbursements provided for transit users. All had
ample parking and were accessible to persons with disabilities. Approximately 77 people
attended the open houses. A total of 21 comment sheets were returned for projects and
goals combined, and another comment was received via email.

The program, various informational presentations and comment forms were made available
at all meetings; a Spanish translator was on hand for meetings and Spanish language printed
materials also were available. The materials were made available online at www.pagnet.org.

This does not represent the final official 30-day public comment period. Additional
comments will continue to be accepted through PAG’s website and via email.

How Public Input is used:

The comments received during the open houses and the comment period are forwarded to
the Transportation Planning Committee (TPC) for its review. The TPC may adjust a project’s
funding or schedule based on the comments received if the group believes changes are
appropriate.

The comments are provided to the Regional Council for review prior to adoption of the RMAP.

Format:

The comments received at the Open Houses will be grouped by question number with
accompanying responses as appropriate. Additional comments received through the website
or other means before or during the 30-day comment period will be added and responded to
on a comment-by-comment basis, as necessary.


http://www.pagnet.org/

2015 Transportation Open House
2045 RTP Comments

Project Comments
Total Number of Project Comment Sheets Received: 12

1. The 2045 RTP includes a list of proposed roadway, transit, bicycle, pedestrian and
safety projects. What specific comments do you have on the 2045 RTP project lists? Are
there any projects that should be added or deleted from the lists?

Number | Comment

There is inadequate detail of bike projects available for public comment.
1 Bike lanes on Duval Mine Road west of La Canada and on Camino de la Canoa from
Whitehouse Canyon Rd to Canoa Preserve Park are needed now!

There is little that addresses the need to expand life line services in Pima County to rural
communities using RTA funds to match funding rural $.

3 No response.

Prioritize projects in already built-up areas before extending brand new infrastructure to
unbuilt or little-built areas. Ensure projects create connectivity, perhaps segmenting
projects sequentially rather than jumping around on larger/multi-phase projects? (City
center — out)

Project ID #85.14 Streetcar Extension

Increase priority funds sooner.

5 e Broadway Corridor to Park Mall

e Campbell Tohono Transit Center to Bridges Science Park
e Consider light rail 6™ Ave to Tucson International Airport

No response.

Bike path connections south end of Columbus to Alvernon and Golf Links intersection.

No response.
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Want to reinforce importance of extending streetcar along Broadway.

1. Not clear from the 2045 list on what specific bike and ped projects are, but strongly
advocate for continuing to improve key arteries to/from campus, namely pavements and
lighting along 3™ St bike path; arteries to downtown.

2. Something creative on Broadway through downtown area w/streetcar, more and

10 more pedestrians & parallel parking, and it being a main artery to points west, like San
Augustin, it needs some serious help!

3. Please try to keep trolley tracks as safe for cyclists as possible.

4. More HAWKS! When running or cycling, we love to stay off the main busy roads, but
then needing to cross big roads nearly impossible.

I would like to see better analysis showing how transportation planning and
infrastructure investments are key forces shaping urban development trajectories. Our
11 infrastructure can help push more urbanized and dense development patterns that we
desperately need for economic development. Energy efficiency, and cultural creativity
reasons.




12

Please expand the streetcar down Campbell to River. Also, some other forms of rapid
transit.

2. How might the proposed 2045 RTP projects affect you or your immediate
neighborhood either positively or negatively (e.g. increase safety, increase access to
jobs and services; relieve congestion; other impacts on the environment,
neighborhoods and/or businesses, etc)?

Number

Comment

1

Not much shown for improvements in roads, transit, and bike-ped for Green Valley.

Without emphasis on route into Picture Rocks my community is not served by this plan.
Although every resident contributes by paying the same taxes for transportation as in
non-rural.

Because of the large population of seniors we desperately need a transportation system
in Picture Rocks.

Will formalize a bike boulevard in our area to complement existing and pending
pedestrian improvements and pending RTA funded major thoroughfare widening that is
desperately needed in an area that was mostly built out 45+ years ago! (85701 zip code)

Reduce headways on frequent bus routes. Add maps and schedules to bus shelters and
create app to monitor bus service.

No response.

Possibly more transit and bike facilities
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More bicycle connectivity would allow me greater range i.e. | am afraid to bike to the
airport due to lack of any path, or bike lane over aviation highway, where | could feel safe.

We are close to Broadway, so streetcar to El Con and Park Place would be a great asset.
Improving bicycle safety and sidewalks along Country Club from Broadway to Speedway
is needed. Tired of running out to crashes by my house.

10

Expect that continued attention to bike/ped improvements will improve neighborhood
vitality, appeal, value — not to mention overall population health and well-being.

11

| understand that the Safe Routes to School funding is being swept to use for
infrastructure projects. This is highly troubling, because today’s youth will be middle-
aged adults by 2045. Engaging them with bike/ped behaviors now is a very important
strategy for reducing future demand on roadway infrastructure. Especially since the
funding for all these road improvements may not be secured.

12

No response.




3. Please provide any other comments or questions you may have regarding the
proposed 2045 RTP or the RTP planning process.

Number | Comment

. Leaving the planning for bike projects up to the jurisdictions very much limits public
overview and input.
Address the need to use RTA funds to expand into rural communities with demonstrated

2 need. RTA funds can match ADOT rural funds. Don’t make us wait another 10 years to
address this need.

3 No response.

4 No response.

5 No response.
Consider partnering with school districts to have students use Sun Tran buses instead of

6 yellow school buses. Advantages: increases Sun Tran revenue and ridership, train an
entire generation to use the bus transportation system both now and in the future.

7 No response.

8 Urban densification will make Tucson more vibrant, so this is desired. Reliable bicycle
lockers at airport would be great.

9 Bus pullouts are not transit friendly. There are enough! Put the money left for them into
buses or pedestrian safety.

10 No response.

11 No response.

12 No response.




2045 Regional Transportation Plan Vision and Goals Comments
Total Number of Project Comment Sheets Received: 9

Section 1. Draft 2045 RTP Vision Statement - The 2045 RTP envisions a state-of-the-art,
reliable, multi-modal, and environmentally responsible regional transportation system
that is continuously maintained, interconnected and integrated with sustainable land
use patterns to support a high quality of life and a healthy, safe and economically
vibrant region.

What do you think of this vision statement?

Number | Comment

Good.

No response.

No response.

No response.

No response.

Glad to see a focus beyond just roads!

No response.

| love it!
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No response.




Section2. Please rank the DRAFT 2045 RTP Goals on a scale of 1-5. 1 being less important and

a 5 being more important.

Goals Average

(not listed in any particular order) Ranking
System Maintenance: Roadways, bike and pedestrian infrastructure, and transit 4.6
systems that are rehabilitated, complete, and maintained in a state of good repair.
Safety: Safety and security for all transportation users across the region. 4.4
Multi-Modal Choices: A variety of integrated, high-quality, accessible, and
. : . o . 4.8
interconnected transportation choices to meet all mobility needs and changing travel
preferences.
System Performance: Improved regional mobility, congestion management, and
travel time reliability through reducing travel demand, enhancing operations, and 3.8
adding system capacity for all modes where necessary.
Environmental Stewardship: Environmental stewardship, natural resource protection 4.8
and energy efficiency in transportation planning, design, construction, and
management.
Land Use and Transportation: Land use decisions and transportation investments
that are complementary and result in improved access to important destinations and 4.5
vibrant and healthy communities.
Freight and Economic Growth: Regional freight transportation infrastructure that
supports global competitiveness, economic activity, and job growth by providing for the 41
efficient movement of goods within our region, giving access to national and .
international markets, and improving intermodal connections.
Public Involvement: Continued outreach and involvement of all users in 4.2
transportation decision-making. :
Advanced Technologies: State-of-the-art, cost-effective delivery of transportation 3.8
services and facilities.
Funding and Implementation: Revenue sources and strategies that ensure ample 41
funding and timely project development. )
Accountability: Continued transparency, responsiveness and coordination to meet 43

transportation needs throughout the region.




Section 3. Do you have any comments regarding the 2045 Draft Goals?

Number | Comment

1 All good.

2 No response.

3 Bikes, bikes, bikes! Keep us safe and our roads smooth. Increase walkability, continue to
support sustainable urban infill.

4 No response.

5 Goals listed are all good, but throwing more money at expanding roads wont’ help as
much as adding more transit and bike/ped funding.

6 If possible, get existing roadways rated in “poor” condition to less than 10% - need a
credible plan to have at least acceptable pavement everywhere.

7 Look good.

8 No response.
A fine set of ideals. However, the phasing and framing glosses over key potential

9 disagreements on vision. For example “system performance.” Adding system capacity for

all modes where necessary is easy to agree with, but the catch is the term “where
necessary,” and how you determine what's necessary and for who.

Section 4. The 2045 RTP will include a list of Implementation Strategies that will help guide
PAG, the eight jurisdictions in the region and our entire community as we work to strengthen
our region and improve our transportation network. What specific comments do you have on
the Implementation Strategies? Are there any strategies that should be added to or deleted
from the lists?

Number

Comment

1

A good strategy would be using qualified contractors, avoiding La Canada and Magee
type problems

No response.

No response.

No response.

2
3
4
5

| didn’t see any implementation strategies. Need more transit and bike ped
implemented.

Continue increasing pedestrian/bicycle/multi-modal funding - as the region’s population
becomes more dense, this continues to be critical! Also, encourage the on-going funding
of complementary bike/ped education and promotion as these modes are used more.

No response.

No response.

No response.




Section 5. The 2045 RTP is the first PAG long range transportation plan to include
performance measures and targets. This is part of a new federal requirement for regions
develop performance-based plans. Do you have any specific comments about proposed
performance measures and targets in the RTP?

Number | Comment

1 No response

2 No response.

3 No response.

4 No response.

5 Need higher targets for bike/ped

6 Interested to see how performance-based plans will lead to a better transportation
network!

7 No response.

8 Urban densification will make Tucson more vibrant, so this is desired. Reliable bicycle
lockers at airport would be great.

9 I would like to see performance measure projection methodologies that are more
sensitive and accurate for bike/ped statistics.

Comments received by email

Total Number of Email Comments Received: 1
LACK OF COORDINATION

When more than one project is planned for a particular roadway, PAG should look diligently for
ways to coordinate those projects. Similarly, whenaproject runs counter to on
goals, PAG should search diligently for ways to bring the project into alignment with that goal.

For example, under the Grant Road Corridor Project (RTP ID 259.98), Grant Road will be

widened to six lanes and include bike lanes, sidewalks and streetscaping. At the same time, Bus

Rapid Transit is proposed for Grant Road (RTP ID 523.08). The project of widening Grant Road

is harrowing for residents and businesses in that corridor. It is also very expensive. When |

asked you if these two projects will be coordinated, so that the new lanes under RTP 259.98

could be converted to dedicated lanes for the BRT under RTP 523.08, yousaidno. Woul dn’™ t it
help to get financing if yWwldoould fuswer béa
if PAG had planned ahead and had a lane already constructed for the new BRT, and only the

special stations would need to be constructed?

I understand that drivers don’Thatitwhkwhentwe have
are constructing new lanes, we should plan to limit them from the start. This leads me to my
second concern, that PAG is not creative enough or proactive enough in the 2045 RTP.



LACK OF VISION

A simple way to limit the two new lanes on Grant Road would be to designate them from the
get-go for carpools and buses only. A carpool can be defined however the transportation
authority wants to define it. Initially, a carpool need be only two people. Later, if traffic
congestion increases to the extent that you forecast, carpools can be re-defined to be three or
even four people. A carpool lane will limit the number of cars in the new lanes from the
beginning, keeping the lanes uncongested until the BRT is added.

This is not a new idea. Carpool lanes are used to good effect in the San Francisco Bay Area, and
probably in other regions of the countryaswell. Why doesn’ t T ®RAGsSlouldbdh av e art
investigating alternatives such as this in other cities and proactively proposing them for Tucson.

Similarly, the new lanes proposed for I-10 East (RTP ID 488.08), 1-10 West (RTP ID 489.08),

and 1-19 (RTP ID 236.08) should all be designated carpoolonly. | f ADOT doesn’t wan
that, PAG should strongly advocate for it anyway, in order to bring these projects into

compliance with the goals of system performance (congestion management) and environmental

stewardship (reduce on-road emissions and maintain air quality).

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS OF NEW CONSTRUCTION

The graphs on the easels at your presentation in the Kiva Room showed little difference in

emi ssions between doing not hi ngYowerphiinedtorpel e me nt
that this is because the reduction in emissions under either scenario is forecast to result primarily

from better gas mileage in the fleet. | am concerned that your comparison graphs may not

include an estimate of the environmental impact of new road construction.

The 2045 RTP needs to include an estimate of the carbon footprint of road construction for every
new lane, interchange, and road proposed. This should include the carbon footprint of all heavy
machinery used for construction, as well as the carbon footprint of the material used for the road
surface, sidewalks, pillars, etc. The carbon footprint of the new road construction should then be
added to the estimated emissions from the fleet to arrive at a more realistic evaluation of the
environmental impact of each proposal.

One can find several methods for measuring or estimating the carbon footprint of road
construction just by Rosxample thSlotongtionalR@ad s ear ch en
Federation, the Asian Development Bank, and the University of California Pavement Research

Center all offer such methods. PAG should select one and provide the information it yields in

the 2045 RTP.,

|l can’t stress enough how i mportant it is for
el i minate every single potenti al Mearet ri buti on
looking at the possibility that thirty years from now the world may be very chaotic due to food

shortages and flooding caused by climate change. We do not want a document that allegedly

plans for 2045 to have contributed to those problems in any way. On the contrary, we want

PAG's 2045 RTP to spell out how we wi |l chang
Tucson to significantly reduce our carbon footprint.



