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1 Introduction 
Western Pinal County, which includes the City of Maricopa’s Municipal Planning Area (MPA), has been a past, 
current, and future focus of growth and urbanization. With the expected rapid development and population 
growth in this area, Pinal County, along with the City of Maricopa, has commissioned the West Pinal Maricopa Area 
Transportation Plan (WPMATP) to assess the area and create a plan to ensure the current and proposed 
transportation systems are aligned with their needs.  

The purpose of the WPMATP will build upon past City and County planning efforts and will focus on evaluating 
the existing and future transportation system needs for Western Pinal County, the City of Maricopa, and the 
surrounding area illustrated in Figure 1-2.  

The primary goals of the WPMATP are to define the current transportation system, evaluate its current 
performance, forecast future needs and connections, and prepare a plan for the identified transportation needs 
within the area. The study will help to facilitate and implement study area transportation goals to improve 
transportation facilities and services by: 

• Relating the transportation system to existing and future land use and community comprehensive 
plans and programs.  

• Improving the multi-modal transportation circulation of people and goods, using both motorized 
and non-motorized transportation modes and facilities. 

• Providing a safe, efficient, accessible, cost-effective and context sensitive transportation system.  
• Ensuring compliance with federal transportation planning regulations. 
• Identifying and prioritizing future roadway projects for near term and long-term implementation.   
• Performing recommendations to deliver sufficient capacity and multimodal infrastructure for Pinal 

County and the City of Maricopa to accommodate future planned residents, businesses, and visitors.  
• Comparing future roadway capacity needs to existing roadway conditions and two future growth 

scenarios within the study area to identify future vehicle demands and LOS for each scenario.  
• Providing a user-friendly plan with understandable language to encourage its use by a broad 

audience (City Council, City leaders and staff, residents, businesses, and developers). The plan will 
utilize a combination of maps, illustrations, infographics, and tables to convey its message and 
actionable items.  

• Updating tables 11-1 and 11-2 of the 2017 ATP, with transit information/cost estimates that will be 
provided by others (costs and implementation timeline). 

 

These goals will be utilized as a guide to address the future transportation needs through the year 2040, the 
planning horizon year for this study. 

Planning Process 
The WPMATP will consist of a thorough, four step process as pictured in Figure 1-1. Two technical analysis phases 
will be captured in two Technical Memorandums and then a final plan will be produced as the Final Report. The 
entire WPMATP planning process will be supported by invaluable contributions from the stakeholders and 
members of the public during Project Work Group meetings and public open houses at key milestones of the 
development of the plan.  
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Figure 1-1: WPMATP Planning Process 

 

Study Area Overview 
As illustrated in Figure 1-3, the WPMATP study area is located along State Route 347 in the southcentral portion 
of Arizona near the Western Pinal – Eastern Maricopa County border. The study area is a major connection between 
Phoenix, Arizona and southwestern cities such as Gila Bend and Yuma. Phoenix is roughly 35 miles north and Gila 
Bend is 42 miles southwest of the City of Maricopa.  

The West Pinal Maricopa ATP study area is approximately 268 square miles and is generally bounded by the 
Western Pinal – Eastern Maricopa County border to the west, Case Grande / Gila River Indian community to the 
east, the City of Maricopa boundary to the north, and I-8 to the south.  

While the current population exceeds 72,000, there were currently 67,862 people living in 22,713 households in 
the study area as of 2020. However, the most significant concentration of housing and urbanized development is 
within the City of Maricopa’s limits which largely contains   single-family residential land uses. The other large land 
uses are agriculture land and open space outside the City of Maricopa boundary but within the study area. The 
entire study area is planned and approved to expand with the addition of 25 new residential and mixed-use 
neighborhoods, which will add approximately 77,773 homes. 

The City of Maricopa is one of Arizona’s youngest municipalities, incorporated on October 15, 2003. The 2000 
census listed Maricopa with a population of 1,040. During the following two years, its population exploded to 
15,934 earning it the title of one of the fastest growing cities in the United States. In 2020, the City’s population 
was 58,125 and is approximately 43 square miles, with a planning area of 268 square miles. 

The City of Maricopa is bordered by two Native American communities, Ak-Chin Indian Community to the south 
and Gila River Indian Community to the north.  
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Figure 1-2: West Pinal-Maricopa Regional Vicinity Map 
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Current Conditions Review Purpose 
In order to identify and develop potential recommendations and strategies that respond to potential growth 
scenarios, this Current Conditions Report is developed to fully understand the existing and future land use 
characteristics, demographic and socioeconomic conditions, and the transportation framework. 

 Technical Memorandum (Tech Memo) #1 presents a snapshot of existing conditions in the WPMATP study area, 
as well as, offering an inventory and assessment of the existing transportation network. The purpose of this 
technical memorandum is to evaluate existing conditions within the study area, including review of opportunities 
and constraints that could help identify existing roadway segments that may or may not be suitable 
improvements, as well as identify opportunities for future roadway and multi-modal connections to foster a more 
connected transportation network. 

Report Structure 
Tech Memo #1 is divided into five sections which each include a different topic and contain various levels of 
information relative to the objectives of the study area. The five sections include: 

• Introduction – provides a brief overview and purpose of the WPMATP. 

• Literature Review of Relevant Plans, Policies, and Studies – this section details a literature review 
of the relevant existing plans and policies in place for Pinal County and the City of Maricopa. These 
guiding documents provide a policy context for growth, development, and operations in the area 
and a solid foundation for understanding the goals, values, and vision of the region.  

• Study Area Profile - this section provides an overview of land ownership, existing and future land 
uses and zoning, and current employment conditions.  

• Existing Transportation Systems - this section describes the existing transportation system within 
and adjacent to the study area. This section includes an assessment of the existing roadway 
characteristics, traffic conditions, and an inventory and assessment of the existing multimodal 
transportation infrastructure including bicycle and pedestrian, airport, railroad, and public 
transportation infrastructure.  

• Roadway Crash Analysis – this section includes crash analysis for the WPMATP study area to identify 
trends, patterns, predominant crash types, and high crash intersections. The purpose of the crash 
analysis is to discover safety hazard locations that need to be addressed to improve area safety.  

Public Input 
An online survey for the community at-large was conducted to gauge the public’s existing travel behaviors, 
interest, use, and suggestions for future transportation facilities, as well as to guide the direction and 
recommendations of this Plan. The resident response rate for the survey was considered favorable, with a total of 
431 residents responding to the survey during the three-week period from January 17 to February 3, 2023. 

The survey was available online and was distributed via several of the City’s and County’s social media platforms. 
The survey included 19 questions, with 13 study-related questions focusing on transportation while the remaining 
six were socioeconomic-related questions to gain additional insight about the nature of the respondents. The 
detailed results of the survey are included in the Appendix A with a brief synopsis of the survey results provided 
within the following subsection.  
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Community Survey Synopsis 
This subsection provides a brief synopsis of the Online Community Survey results. An analysis and presentation of 
the survey results will be expanded upon prior to the first Community Open House Meeting. The following are key 
takeaways from the survey results: 

• Of the 431 survey respondents, 82 percent of the survey responds live with the City of Maricopa 
municipal limits while 14 percent live outside of the city but within the WPMATP study area. Four 
percent of survey respondents live outside the study area and five percent I own/manage/work for a 
business or organization within or near study area. 

• Almost all of the survey respondents (99 percent) said they utilize the personal automobile to travel 
within or through the study area on a regular basis; while 12 percent bike, 21 percent walk, and one 
percent use public transit on a regular basis. 

• In order of most frequent, traffic congestion (89 percent), lack of highway access to get out of the area 
(71 percent), poor pavement condition (58 percent), and not enough roads (52 percent) were the 
most commonly selected items that impede travel within, to, or from the study area by survey 
respondents.  

• Traffic congestion, traffic delay/excessive travel time, roadway improvements not keeping up with 
development, bottlenecks at intersections, and indirect or circuitous travel because of gaps in the 
roadway network or development/land use were the top five transportation related issues.  

• Not safe infrastructure (i.e., too high of traffic volumes and speed, inadequate lighting, crime, etc.) was 
the primary reason why survey respondents are prevented from walking and/or biking within, to, or 
from the study area. 

• Grocery stores, retail stores, and healthcare facilities were the top three types of destinations 
respondents would like to see improved access to.  

• New off-street walking and bicycling paths, filling in gaps in existing sidewalk network, and new or 
improved on-street bike lanes were the top three bike/pedestrian-related improvements selected by 
respondents.   

• Figure 1-4 illustrates a word cloud of the most frequently used words in survey respondents’ 
response to the question - Traffic congestion on study area roadways and intersections is an 
important part of this study. Please describe which specific roadway(s) and/or intersection(s) you 
experience traffic congestion delays. 

Figure 1-4: Community Survey Word Cloud - Roadways and/or intersections experiencing Traffic Congestion 
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Maricopa Area Transportation Study (2015) 
This Area Transportation Plan (ATP) was completed in 2015 and is the most current long-range, city-wide 
transportation planning effort that acts as the City’s Transportation Master Plan and regional Connectivity Plan. The 
ATP specified policies, projects, and programs necessary to maintain, manage, and improve the community’s 
transportation systems over a 25-year planning horizon and buildout, considered to refer to a timeframe 40 to 60 
years from the conception of the plan. This ATP presents an update of the previous 2008 Regional Transportation 
Plan (RTP) Update, which encompassed the entire Maricopa MPA (the same geography as the WPMATP study area. 
The 2015 ATP addresses the transportation needs and established long-range plans for future development of 
streets, transit services, bicycle and pedestrian facilities, and intelligent transportation systems (ITS) within the City 
and the MPA. 

The ATP includes a vision and a series of transportation goals to guide the 
ongoing development through 2040. The transportation goals include: 

• Provide greater, more efficient mobility through multimodal 
transportation to and from Maricopa. 

• Create an adequate intracity road network. 
• Create transportation connectivity with other cities and regions. 
• Create safe and functional pedestrian ways and bicycle routes 

throughout the City of Maricopa. 

The ATP provides a series of roadway network improvements under three planning horizons: 2020, 2030, and 2040. 
Table 2-2 provides a list of all recommended roadway network projects by planning horizon year and the 
improvement projects are listed in order of priority, based on the LOS analyses. Several of these recommended 
improvements have been completed or are in the process of being completed, including multiple of the 2020 
paving projects, the widening of SR-347, and the widening of Honeycutt Road. On element that needs to be 
addressed that is not included in the table is fixing the intersection geometry of White Road and Papago Road 
intersection. 

The ATP also notes that these roadway network recommendations do not reflect the need for extension of the 
East-West corridor east of MCGH in the Farrell Road corridor prior to Year 2040; and that this facility potentially 
could be constructed prior to 2040. As a result, an additional analysis was conducted to determine the capacity 
that would be required, if the East-West corridor was constructed with the grade separation at White & Parker Road 
and connectivity to Farrell Road, that indicated a four-lane interim parkway facility would be sufficient through 
Year 2040. 

The TMP also provides a framework for planning Complete Streets in the City, which is a roadway design concept 
or treatment intended to provide accommodations for all travelers regardless of age or ability. The ATP report 
specifies implementation of the Complete Streets concept for existing streets should take place as streets are 
improved; those changes that can be accommodated as roads are resurfaced and restriping for bike lanes or turn 
lanes should be done at that time. Significant changes to the street cross-section or geometrics, like adding 
medians, widening streets, widening sidewalks, or other significant street reconstruction actions, should adhere to 
Complete Streets guidelines to the degree feasible as changes are being planned. Key figures and tables associated 
with implementation of Complete Streets include: 

• Figure 7-2: Recommended Complete Streets Network 

2040 Transportation Vision 

The City has an integrated, 
citywide, regional, and 

multimodal transportation 
system that is safe, functional 
and integrated with the Smart 

Cities Initiative. 
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The Maricopa ATP also includes a Regional Connectivity Plan (RCP). The RCP was developed to examine 
connectivity needs associated with the regional roadway network for a long-range growth scenario associated 
with Buildout of the City of Maricopa and surrounding communities. The recommended RCP includes specification 
of SR 347 as an Arizona Parkway facility connecting with the East-West Corridor, also an Arizona Parkway facility, in 
the vicinity of Farrell Road. The RCP also calls for Arizona SR 238 to be a Freeway, ultimately connecting to the west 
with the proposed Hassayampa Freeway – now officially referenced the future I-11. The key figure associated with 
the RCP is Figure 12-4 – Future Roadway Facility Type/Circulation Plan. 

The Transit Element of the TMP addresses general and local issues related to the provision of public transit in the 
community and establishes basic guidelines and goals for improvement of transit services. The needs of City 
residents, particularly those who cannot drive — children, the elderly, persons with disabilities, and those who 
cannot afford a car — are examined to provide a basis for identifying appropriate improvement strategies and 
projects. The Transit Element also identifies priorities for improving transit services and facilities and discusses 
future policy considerations as the community moves into the future. 

A transit connection to the Phoenix metropolitan area supported by vanpool services is a key recommendation, 
which is incorporated in the RCP. In the short-term the City also should continue to support Valley Metro vanpool 
services to and from the Phoenix metropolitan area. In the mid-term (2030), recommendations “…include the 
implementation of Express Bus service [with connectivity to Valley Metro Transit System] to meet growing 
commuter travel, particularly between the City and the Phoenix metropolitan area.” Long-term (2040), the ATP 
recommends expanding Express Bus service, as demand manifests. Key figures and tables associated with 
implementation of the Transit Element include: 

• Figure 9-2: Recommended Short-Term Improvements 

• Figure 9-3: Recommended Mid-Term Improvements 

• Figure 9-4: Recommended Long-Term Improvements 

SR 347 Design Concept Report and Environmental Study (2015) 
This report documents the results of an investigation of alternatives for grade separating SR 47 from the UPRR in 
the City of Maricopa. SR 347 is the area’s primary north/south corridor and most direct route to the Phoenix area. 
As a result of regional growth the SR 347-UPRR crossing had been becoming a major cause of delays and 
congestion, as cars stop and wait while the 60-plus daily freight trains and six weekly Amtrak trains block the 
crossing. The purpose of this study was to develop and evaluate various alternatives for achieving the grade 
separation while considering existing and future traffic requirements, community impacts, environmental 
considerations, and the need to provide a project that addresses the long-term regional transportation needs of 
the community. Through analysis, scoping, and public meetings, five options were presented and evaluated on 
phase-ability, costs, right-of-way impacts, railroad impacts, utility impacts, traffic circulation, and capacity. Key 
figures/tables from this study include: 

• Figure 2-4 – Future Roadway Classifications 
• Table 1-2 – City of Maricopa Traffic Projections 
• C-3 - C-7 – Options in Plan 
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Maricopa Capital Improvement Program (FY 2023/2024 – FY 2032/2033)  
The City of Maricopa’s Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) is a planning and budgeting tool used by local government 
officials to create a plan for capital infrastructure improvements. The CIP is a working document and is reviewed 
and updated annually to reflect changing community needs, priorities, and funding opportunities to ensure that 
the infrastructure exists to advance the City’s strategic and long-term goals and objectives. The CIP is important 
because: 

• The CIP helps a community anticipate needs rather than just reacting to problems in the moment. 
• Planning ahead provides time for leaders to get the necessary resources in place gradually, as 

opposed to all at once. 
• A CIP provides the proper preparation necessary to determine the most economical means of 

financing a project. 
• When prepared collectively, the CIP helps increase “buy-in” among officials and employees, and helps 

voters understand its importance. 
• The CIP puts the community in position to quickly take advantage of federal or state grant programs 

and opportunities. 
The most relevant CIP is the City’s first 10-year (historically has been a 5-year plan) plan which is currently under 
development and is being presented to City Council in May 2023 for approval. The version included in this Tech 
Memo was last updated April 5, 2023. This 10-year CIP includes a total of 98 transportation-related projects 
programmed to occur through FY 2023/2024 through FY 2032/2033. As of this update, a total of approximately 
$388.6 million dollars has been budgeted for the 98 transportation-related projects and are partitioned by each 
fiscal year as follows:  

• Carry forward funds: $31.4 million 
• FY 2023-2024: $25.6 million  
• FY 2024-2025: $45.8 million 
• FY 2025-2026: $52.1 million 
• FY 2026-2027: $53.5 million 
• FY 2027-2028: $18.5 million 

• FY 2028-2029: $28.7 million 
• FY 2029-2030: $49.5 million 
• FY 2030-2031: $11.5 million 
• FY 2031-2032: $36.0 million 
• FY 2032-2033: $36.0 million 

 

Reference Appendix B for more details on all 98 transportation-related projects including the name, category, 
priority, description/justification, cost estimate and a project vicinity map.  
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Maricopa General Plan (2016) 
The current General Plan was formally 
adopted on May 17, 2016, and 
provides the City with the blueprint for 
an enhanced economy, orderly growth 
and support of Maricopa’s 
neighborhoods and desired 
community character. The Plan is 
intended to implement, and where 
necessary expand on the planning 
goals and strategies of the citizen-
driven 2040 Vision Strategic Plan. The 
Introduction Section contains guidance 
for using the General Plan document, 
identifies the basic assumptions for 
organizing Maricopa’s planning 
principles, and provides direction for 
administering the plan. 

The most pertinent component of the 
General Plan relative to the WPMATP is 
the Circulation & Connectivity Element 
- Figure 2-1 provides a map of the 
Circulation and Connectivity Plan. 

Hiller Road Realignment Study 
(2008) 
The purpose of this study was to 
determine the financial, environmental, 
and cultural feasibility of the planning 
or possible construction of Hiller Road, 
a potential east-west corridor at the 
northern boundary of the City. The City 
of Maricopa has one primary 
north/south connection to the Phoenix 
metropolitan area, SR 347; however, 
growth calls for alternative intraregional 
and interregional routes to compliment 
SR 347. Three alternatives and a No-
Build alternative were evaluated as part 
of this study and were based on the following criteria: right-of-way requirements, transportation/drainage 
infrastructure, utility impacts, potential environmental considerations, and preliminary project cost. Based on an 
extensive survey report, alternative three was recommended for further study. Comprised of three segments 
known as A, B, and C, this alternative proposes a continuous corridor without speed reductions, potential to create 
a development corridor that would increase economic activity for the City of Maricopa, minimal impact to 

Figure 2-1: Circulation Map, Maricopa General Plan 
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residential and commercial properties, and does not require the construction of a new bridge but instead widens 
the existing Smith Enke Road bridge. Key figures/tables from this study include: 

• Table 2 – Alternative Evaluation Matrix 
• Figures 1-8 – Hiller Road Improvements 

Maricopa-Casa Grande Highway Plan (2007) 
This assessment was undertaken to address current and future congestion in the corridor. The purpose of the 
project was to (1) identify options for reconstructing the Maricopa-Casa Grande Highway (MCGH) to keep pace 
with growth, and (2) implement a transportation solution that improves safety, access, and mobility within the 
MCGH corridor between SR 347 in downtown Maricopa and Val Vista Road. The assessment included: evaluating 
access; capacity (including an update of the traffic analysis developed in the 1993 Design Concept Report, the 
2003 Limited Access Study, and the 2005 SATS); environmental issues; availability and constraints on right-of-way; 
safety; infrastructure improvements; and funding mechanisms. This initial study of possible improvements resulted 
in the identification of seven alternative design concepts, three of which are being carried forward to formal 
environmental documentation. The anticipated long-term solution is development of a six-lane divided highway 
with bike lanes and connections to Farrell Road, Steen Road, and/or Peter and Nall Road. Access control is still to 
be decided. Key figures/exhibits from this study include: 

• Exhibit 2-9 – Planning Level Estimates of Costs 
• Exhibit 2-12 – 2020 Traffic Projections and Level of Service 
• Figures 3-(2-8) – Alternatives 

 Wild Horse Pass Traffic and Parking Analysis (2018) 
This study of traffic and parking was initiated to address potential traffic impacts of an expansion of the Wild Horse 
Pass Hotel and Casino (Hotel and Casino) and the Wild Horse Pass Restaurant and Entertainment District (RED) 
within which the hotel and casino are located. It was undertaken to determine how proposed development plans 
would affect surrounding streets and intersections, establish the number of necessary parking spaces to 
accommodate demand associated with the expanded Hotel and Casino facilities, and create special event routing 
plans. The initial, near-term phase includes expansion of the Hotel and Casino as well as a portion of the RED. This 
phase is scheduled for completion within the next four years. The following six years will include other activities 
and development actions.  

Ultimately, the Wild Horse Pass Development Authority anticipates the proposed development to generate 1,689 
external trips during the weekday AM peak-hour, 1,788 external trips during the weekday PM peak-hour, and 1,945 
external trips during the Saturday PM peak-hour. This assumes the proposed facilities are 100 percent occupied 
during the three operating periods modeled. The report indicates the Authority is contemplating an event center 
in the expanded RED capable of accommodating a wide variety and size of events during the year with each event 
attracting 4,000 to 16,000 attendees. It is anticipated the events would occur on weekends or holidays and range 
from small shows to large festivals and concerts. Unfortunately, the report does not contain conceptual drawings 
to show how and where the proposed expansion will occur relative to the existing facilities and parking areas.  

The report presents an assessment of event traffic and proposes ingress and egress traffic management plans to 
facilitate traffic associated with each event size. Detailed volume-to-capacity (v/c) analyses support recommended 
mitigation measures to cope with reductions in v/c ratios relating to the 4,000-, 8,000-, and 16,000-attendees event 
scenarios. The report includes recommendations for infrastructure improvements and numerous 
recommendations to accommodate the intensity and magnitude of traffic during the events. Recommendations 
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address the routing of traffic and operational and infrastructure actions to promote efficient operations of ingress 
and egress event traffic that minimize congestion and delays for event attendees as well as patrons of the Hotel 
and Casino and the Phoenix Premium Outlets to the north. Specific recommendations directly affecting SR 347 
are: 

• Near-Term: Signal timing adjustments should be considered by ADOT at the southbound ramp of the 
I-10 and SR 347 traffic interchange (TI). 

• Long-Term: Consideration should be made regarding the feasibility of converting the I-10/Wild Horse 
Pass Boulevard and I-10/SR 347-Queen Creek Road TIs to diverging diamond interchanges (DDIs). The 
need to reconfigure these TIs is not a direct result of expansion of the Hotel and Casino or the RED, 
but more of a general transportation need as commuter traffic continues to increase which, 
ultimately, will affect traffic flow to/from these facilities. 

• Special Event Conditions, 8,000 and 10,000 Attendees: 
o Encourage attendees coming from the north and east to use the Loop 202/40th Street 

interchange instead of the I-10/Wild Horse Pass Boulevard interchange to access the Wild 
Horse Pass area and encourage attendees coming from the south to use the I-10/SR 347 
interchange and then Maricopa Road via SR 347 instead of the I-10/Wild Horse Pass 
Boulevard interchange to access the Wild Horse Pass area. 

o During egress, all traffic parked on the west side of the RED should be required to use the 
Loop 202/40th Street interchange and Maricopa Road/SR 347 intersection to exit the Wild 
Horse Pass area.  

Two other recommendations would affect the SR 347/Maricopa Road intersection:  

• Provide dual southbound left-turn lanes and one southbound right-turn lane at the SR 347/Maricopa 
Road intersection to accommodate egress traffic. 

• Widen Maricopa Road to provide two through lanes in each direction – with the highest priority 
segment being the section between 48th Street and SR 347, because it is part of all ingress and egress 
routes.  

The report makes note of the following: The intersection of Maricopa Road/SR 347 is currently unsignalized 
with stop control on the southbound approach (Maricopa Road). The Arizona Department of Transportation 
(ADOT) recently completed a signal warrant study for this intersection and found that it currently meets signal 
warrants. Signalizing the intersection is currently in the ADOT five-year improvement plan. Knowing this, all 
future analyses were completed with this location as a signalized intersection.  

Key figures and tables from this study include: 

• Table 22: Event Traffic Ingress Volumes at Key Locations  
• Table 23: Event Traffic Egress Volumes at Key Locations 
• Figure 25: Baseline Event Ingress Route[s] 
• Figure 26: Baseline Event Egress Route[s]  

 

City of Maricopa Rural Transit Demand Study (2018) 
MAG initiated preparation of this study to identify potential enhancements to current transit services provided in 
the City of Maricopa. The final report establishes a foundational basis for assessment of existing and probable 



 

 15 April 2023 
 

West Pinal-Maricopa Area Transportation Plan 
Tech Memo #1 – Current Conditions Review 
      

 

future conditions of the City of Maricopa and the potential impacts on transit services in the community. Future 
travel demand within the City is anticipated to increase dramatically as population growth occurs, and regional 
interactions are expected to mirror that growth as Pinal and Maricopa counties become more interconnected. 
Therefore, discussions involving MAG, Valley Metro (transit service provider for the MAG planning area), and the 
City were conducted to better understand the study’s purpose and expectations.  

In addition to the typical analytical methods focusing on demographics and origin and destinations (O/D), the 
study included a travel demand survey to aid in gauging transit travel needs and desires of the community 
residents. Five alternative transit service scenarios, derived from the data analysis and travel demand results, are 
identified, defined, and subjected to evaluation. The evaluation of scenarios relies on five criteria to assess the 
degree of benefit expected to result from implementation. The report includes a rating of each scenario, ranging 
from Fair to Good to Best. Ratings were based on information developed early in the study identifying potential 
future operational aspects and ability to serve the transit market. Application of the five criteria provides guidance 
as to the most desirable service options worthy of more detailed analysis. The report identifies the 
Maricopa/Phoenix and Maricopa/Tempe/Airport alternatives as having the lowest overall rating. Two alternatives 
oriented to connectivity between Maricopa and Chandler (Maricopa/East Valley and Maricopa/Chandler) are rated 
“Best” overall.  

A Regional Service Recommendation is identified as the most reasonable response to high interest in gaining 
greater access to the Phoenix metropolitan area. This recommendation seeks to implement weekday, peak-period 
service to/from the Chandler Transit Center at the Chandler Fashion Center. The report notes that this service 
option would serve commuter, shopping, medical, and other trips to/from destinations in western Chandler, which 
seem to be most desired by the traveling public. However, it also would facilitate the potential to connect with 
Valley Metro Rail in west Mesa via continuation of travel on Valley Metro Routes 72 and 81. Thus, some level of 
improved connectivity would be established with Phoenix, Tempe, Chandler, and Mesa. Potential reconfiguration 
and expansion of service directly to the Tempe Transportation Center is specified, which ultimately would aid in 
expediting commuter travel between Maricopa and destinations in Phoenix. Key figures and tables from this study 
are shown in Figure 2-2, Figure 2-3, Figure 2-4, and Table 2-3.  
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Figure 2-2: Maricopa Regional Attractors 
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Figure 2-3: Rural Transit Alternatives 
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Table 2-3: Evaluation of Rural Transit Alternatives 

 
 
 
Figure 2-4: Rural Transit Regional Recommendations 
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Table 2-5: SR 347/SR 84 Corridor Profile Study Prioritized Recommended Solutions 

 

Figure 2-5: SR 347/SR 84 Corridor Profile Study Prioritized Recommended Solutions 
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Pinal County Pinal County Regionally Significant Routes for Safety & Mobility (2008/2017 
Map Update) 
The Regionally Significant Routes for Safety and Mobility (RSRSM) Study (2008) and map update (2017) serve as a 
guide for the County and other stakeholders to implement, fund, and preserve the right-of-way of regionally 
significant routes (RSRs) under Pinal County jurisdiction. The RSRSM, builds off and hones the candidate RSRs 
identified in the 2006 Pinal County Small Area Transportation Study. The study is developed into a RSRSM plan to 
ensure safety, mobility and to preserve necessary rights-of-way along RSR’s throughout the County through the 
collaboration of federal, state, county, local, tribal, and private stakeholders. In addition, the study includes the 
RSRSM Access Management Manual (2008) which guides the implementation of access control and access 
management for RSRs. Candidate RSRs were previously identified in the Pinal County Small Area Transportation 
Study (2006) and further evaluated in a two-part screening process. The RSRSM prioritizes implementation of each 
of the RSRs based on 8 indicators relating to access to destinations, congestion, anticipated growth, and right-of-
way. The resulting prioritization is detailed in Figure 2-7. The pertinent roadways and their corresponding 
classifications of Regionally Significant Routes are shown in Figure 2-8 and described below:  

1) RSR Parkway 
o SR-347 
o SR-238 
o Val Vista Road 
o A New Corridor on the Western Parkway alignment 
o A New Corridor on the Anderson Road/Alternative Eastern Corridor alignment 

2) RSR Principal Arterial.  It details the access criteria for the two classifications 
o Honeycutt Road 
o Farrel Road 
o Hidden Valley Road 
o Ralston Road 
o Amarillo Valley Road 
o Miller Road 
o Papago Road 
o Warren Road 

o Korsten Road 
o White and Parker Road 
o Stanfield Road 
o Hartman Road 
o Murphy Road 
o Peters and Nall Road 
o Smith-Enke Road 

o Hiller/Power Road 

RSRs within the study area have the potential to become programmed as Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) 
projects. Possible impacts to the region include improved connections between multimodal corridors, enhanced 
mobility and circulation, reduction in congestion, and improved access to residential and employment areas. 

Pinal County Regionally Significant Routes for Safety & Mobility (RSRSM) Map Update (2017) 

In 2017, Pinal County issued a map update to the 2008 RSRSM Study. The purpose was to provide guidance on the 
implementation of access management for Regionally Significant Routes (RSR) for Pinal County, local jurisdictions, 
Tribal Communities, and private developers, while ensuring consistent application of access criteria on the RSR 
throughout Pinal County in facing changing needs. The updated RSRSM are illustrated in Figure 2-8. 
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Figure 2-6: Identified existing and proposed future RSRs figure included in the RSRSM (2008) 

  

Figure 2-7: Prioritization of RSRs figure included in the RSRSM (2008) 
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Pinal County Access Management Manual (2016) 
This Pinal County Access Management Manual outlines the process of providing access to land developments 
while simultaneously preserving the flow of traffic on the surrounding system. Pinal County developed an access 
management manual in 2008 that provided guidance on the implementation of access management for RSRSM 
focusing on parkways and principal arterial roadways. This 2016 Access Management Manual includes access 
management standards for all functional roadway classifications. The intent of this manual update is to ensure 
consistent application of access management criteria on all County roadways. 

The manual documents the following: 

• Pertinent updates to principles and benefits of access management based on the Second Edition of 
the Transportation Research Board (TRB) Access Management Manual; 

• Updated policies and ordinances currently being implemented at a state level and by various 
jurisdictions (cities and counties) within Pinal County; 

• Design standards developed in the Pinal County Access Management Technical Memorandum for 
various transportation design elements that influence access; 

• Procedures for incorporating access management with new development projects, retrofitting 
procedures for existing sites, and access variance procedures; and 

• Access approval and permit process for all non-major Pinal County roadways based on the early alert 
process developed for the Pinal County RSRSM. 

Table 2-6 presents an overview of the design standards and access management guidelines for Pinal County. 
These guidelines are further discussed in subsequent sections of this manual. 
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Table 2-6: Overview of Design and Access Standards by Roadway Classification 
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Pinal County Transit Feasibility Study (2006) 
Pinal County conducted a Small Area Transportation Study (SATS) in 2006 in which a number of “initial transit-
related” recommendations were presented for the County and communities within the County. This study further 
recommended that a county transit feasibility study be conducted to develop a more detailed blueprint for transit 
service through 2025. The County Comprehensive Plan identifies four growth areas, listing 39 prospective mixed-
use centers, each with 500 jobs for every 1,000 residents. The plan identifies for planning purposes an integrated, 
multimodal transportation system to support increased travel demand via motorized vehicles travel as well as mass 
transportation in the form of public transit service. The public transit component includes commuter and local rail 
services, bicycle routes, and pedestrian facilities. The Transit Feasibility Study addresses the next steps the County 
should take to develop the public transit services called for in the Comprehensive Plan. Although the County’s 
transit needs are still relatively small, the Transit Feasibility Study presents a “roadmap” for developing the 
necessary elements of a public transit system as future growth occurs. Key figures/tables from this study include: 

• Figure 4-1 – Pinal County Land Use Plan 
• Figure 4-4 – 2025 Travel Flows: All Trip Types 
• Figure 4-5 – 2025 Travel Flows: Work Trips 
• Figure 6-1 – Potential Short-Term Transit Improvements 
• Figure 6-4 – Potential Long-Term 2025 Transit Improvements 
• Figure 6-5 – Potential Commuter Rail Service to Pina County 

 

Pinal County Small Area Transportation Study (2006) 
Pinal County developed this Small Area Transportation Study to look at travel alternatives and funding over the 
next 20 years. Divided into two separate working papers with paper #1 analyzing the County’s existing conditions 
and paper #2 examining future improvements, this study combines the two. Working Paper #2 also recommends 
a 20-year capital improvement program (CIP). Although they were reviewed, no recommendations were made for 
the roads within the Indian communities, city/town limits, and ADOT jurisdictional roadways/freeways. The project 
was divided into three separate study areas: Western, North Central, and Eastern. Impact analyses were conducted, 
and recommendation were made throughout the region. Recommendations for the Western Study Area (the area 
pertinent to the WPMATS) involved widening SR 347 to six lanes between SR 238 and I-10 but also adding roadway 
connections to the north and west possibly connecting I-8 to the Loop 303. Recommendations for the Eastern 
Study area focused on congestion at the SR 77/SR 79 junction. Key figures from this study include: 

• Figure 31-33 
• Figure 35 
• Figure 36 

Pinal County East-West Corridor Study (2015) 
Pinal County, in cooperation and coordination with the City of Maricopa and the City of Casa Grande, conducted 
a study to evaluate a new east-west transportation corridor through western Pinal County. Building off two recent 
studies for Pinal County, the Regionally Significant Routes for Safety and Mobility Plan and the I-8 and I-10 Hidden 
Valley Transportation Framework Study, this East-West Corridor Study aimed to improve the mobility and 
connectivity of the Pinal County regional transportation networks. An environmental evaluation of social, 
economic, and environmental resources has been made to further guide recommendations for the new 
connecting route., as illustrated in Figure 2-11. 
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Figure 2-11: East-West Corridor Study Alignment 

 

Pinal County Transportation Improvement & Maintenance Program (FY 2025/2026) 
The Transportation Improvement and Maintenance Program (TIMP) is Pinal County’s near-term transportation plan 
that identifies potential funding and establishes a tentative schedule for planning, construction, and maintenance 
projects. It’s a five-year transportation plan that is fiscally constrained and updated annually with new projects 
added to the fifth year. Funding for the five-year transportation plan has been historically provided by revenues 
from Pinal County's Transportation Excise Tax, the half-cent road tax, approved by voters in 2005. 

The Transportation Advisory Committee (TAC) is the Board appointed, 10 member panel representing each of Pinal 
County’s five supervisor districts.  The TAC is charged with prioritizing transportation projects for the TIMP and 
recommending the draft TIMP to the Board.  On February 23, 2021, the TAC met in an open public meeting and 
recommended approval of the 2022 TIMP for Budget Years 2021-2022 through 2025-2026 – Reference Appendix 
B for a table of all programmed projects within Pinal County.   

ADOT Intercity Passenger Rail Study (2016) 
This study developed out of the Statewide Transportation Planning Framework and the State Rail Plan with 
conceptual corridors to connect the Tucson and Phoenix Metropolitan Areas. There are no real alternatives to I-10 
so this potential connection could become a key corridor in the state. Planning for speed and access, a rail choice 
combats the congestion of I-10. Smart Growth Concepts along the corridor include high intensity to low intensity 
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activity centers and rail lines following employment corridors. The study resides at the stage of alternatives analysis 
and the different alternatives include: I-10 Busway, UP Tracks, I-10 Rail, Central Pinal/E. Valley, I-10/UP Chandler 
Branch, North-South Corridor/E. Valley, and Western Pinal/UP Tempe Branch. Through many public involvement 
efforts the final alternatives were narrowed down to four favorable options. These options include the Central 
Pinal/E. Valley, UP Tracks, I-10 Rail, and North-South Corridor/E. Valley. The next steps are coordination and support 
from local agencies, analysis and Tier I Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), and the final draft of the EIS set for 
spring of 2014. 

Pinal County Regional Transportation Authority  
The Pinal County Board of Supervisors established the Pinal Regional Transportation Authority (PRTA) in 2015 as a 
public improvement and taxing subdivision of the State of Arizona to coordinate multi-jurisdictional transportation 
planning, improvements, and funding. This is an entity authorized and defined in Arizona Revised Statutes Title 48 
(Special Taxing Districts), Chapter 30 (Regional Transportation Authority). The PRTA is comprised of members from 
Pinal County plus municipalities and tribal nations within the county. 

This organization developed a Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) that was taken to the voters in a November 2017 
Special Election. The voters of Pinal County approved both the RTP and a 20-year half-cent sales tax to fund the 
transportation improvements contained in the plan. However, the structure of the tax was challenged in a 2018 
lawsuit and ruled invalid by the Arizona Supreme Court in March 2022, so implementation of the Plan has not yet 
begun. 

Proposition 469 on the November 8, 2022 General Election ballot will offer Pinal County voters a second chance 
to fund Plan implementation through a restructured half cent sales tax that is projected to generate nearly $1.1 
billion between the years 2023 and 2043. Voter approval of this proposition would allow plan implementation to 
begin around July 1, 2023, the start of the 2024 fiscal year. 

However, on November 8, 2022, Pinal County’s voters turned down Proposition 469, which would have generated 
an estimated $1.1 billion for transportation projects and programs in the county between 2023 and 2043. Election 
results are not completely finalized, but the proposition appears to have been rejected by a narrow margin. 

With this result, no revenue source exists to fund the voter-approved 2017 Pinal County Regional Transportation 
Plan, including a countywide program of roadway and public transportation improvements. This plan was 
developed by the Pinal Regional Transportation Authority (PRTA), created by Pinal County in 2015. 

Rapid population and employment growth continue in Pinal County, contributing to increased traffic congestion. 
It is anticipated that these issues will need to be revisited as traffic conditions worsen. 

Preliminary cost estimates were developed for each of the projects and data from the previous planning studies 
was combined with current estimates.  The list of projects was scaled back to provide an estimate of projects based 
on projected funding. Figure 2-12 includes a map of the projects that were identified for inclusion in the RTA Plan.
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Figure 2-12: Pinal County RTA 2022 Regional Transportation Projects 

 
Source: Pinal County, 2022 



 

 32 April 2023 
 

West Pinal-Maricopa Area Transportation Plan 
Tech Memo #1 – Current Conditions Review 
      

 

Arizona State Rail Plan Update (2016)  
The Arizona State Rail Plan was the first comprehensive assessment of the State’s rail needs. It identifies the current 
rail system, determines infrastructure needs, and aims to have rail projects included in the State’s long-range 
planning processes. Guided by five goals the State Rail Plan plays a crucial role in the State’s transportation system 
by easing congestion, reducing greenhouse gas emissions, attracting development, promoting sustainability, and 
decreasing the energy consumption. Trains are three times more fuel-efficient than trucks, therefore shifting 10 
percent of long-haul freight from trucks to rail would reduce fuel consumption in the U.S by more than one billion 
gallons a year. With statistics like these, this Plan advocate’s that the state could benefit from developing a 
comprehensive passenger rail system. Along with the use of phasing strategies for implementation, the Arizona 
State Rail Plan capitalizes on the numerous opportunities associated with passenger rail systems and mitigates 
issues. This document is intended to be modified and updated as the implementation of various rail strategies are 
completed and/or revised. Key figures/tables from this plan include: 

• Table 2 – Comparison of Relative Efficiencies 

• Figure 8 – Integrated Statewide Passenger Rail System 

• Figure 15 – Existing and Potential Support Yards 

• Figure 23 – Arizona’s Corridors of Opportunity 

Southeast Valley Transit Study (2015) 
The Southeast Valley Includes Apache Junction, Chandler, Florence, the Gila River Indian Community, Gilbert, 
Guadalupe, Maricopa, Mesa, Phoenix, Queen Creek, Tempe, and surrounding portions of Maricopa and Pinal 
Counties. The purpose of this ongoing study is to determine present and long-term recommendations that will 
advance transit throughout the area. An evaluation of current transit conditions are followed by an analysis of 
transit needs for the area, which include community input. The study  continued through the spring of 2015 with 
the final report issued at the end of summer 2015. Key figures from this study include: 

• Study Map 

• Study Schedule 

MAG Commuter Rail Study (2022) 
Building on previous local and regional planning work such as the High-Capacity Transit Study of 2003 and the 
Commuter Strategic Plan in 2008. The Commuter Strategic Plan developed a commuter rail system concept that 
would radiate from downtown Phoenix and be oriented around five existing freight rail lines. This MAG Commuter 
Rail System Study further defines and evaluates these five commuter rail corridors: Grand Avenue Corridor, Yuma 
West Corridor, Tempe Corridor, Chandler Corridor, and Southeast Corridor. This study compares a set of Stand-
Alone Alternatives (single corridors) and a set of Interlined Alternatives (combined corridors) taking into account 
ridership forecasts, travel time savings, cost-effectiveness, and ease of implementation or constructability. 
Recommending a phased approach to implementation with an emphasis on cost-sharing, this study sets the 
groundwork for regional planning efforts to maintain connectivity within the region.  

MAG Hidden Valley Framework Study (2009) 
The Hidden Valley Roadway Framework Study includes parts of the City of Avondale, the City of Goodyear, the 
Town of Buckeye, the Town of Gila Bend, the City of Maricopa, the City of Casa Grande, the City of Eloy, the City of 
Coolidge, the Gila River Indian Community, the Ak-Chin Indian Community, the Tohono O’odham Nation, and 
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unincorporated portions of Maricopa and Pinal Counties. This study will develop a transportation framework for 
the study area that ultimately will be implemented at multiple jurisdictional levels. The study is a large-area, 
regional planning effort to address not only freeways and State highways, but also address issues and concerns 
down to the parkway, boulevard, and major arterial level. The study is intended to emphasize identification of not 
only “lines on map” outlining facility proposals, but also a comprehensive funding plan to demonstrate how the 
region can build the study’s recommendations. The Study’s recommended transportation framework is shown in 
Figure 2-13. 

Figure 2-13: I-8/I-10 Hidden Valley Transportation Framework 

 

CAG Regional Transportation Plan (2015) 
The Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) is a comprehensive, multimodal plan that charts the region’s transportation 
priorities over the next 20 years. The purpose of the RTP is to prioritize transportation investments to support 
economic development in various communities in the CAG Region. Equally as important is ensuring the plan 
elements are compliant with the Federal Highway Administration, Federal Transit administration, and ADOT. Five 
values identified for improving and sustaining the quality of life for all residents are: economic development and 
opportunity, connectivity/accessibility/mobility, environmental quality, quality of life, and community 
cohesiveness. These values form the foundation for this Plan, guiding goals and suggestions made throughout. 
Five case studies were selected to review, as they reflected a range of size and organization. Southern California 
Association of Governments, Capital Area Metropolitan Planning Organization in Texas, Central Yavapai 
Metropolitan Planning Organization in Arizona, Regional Transportation commission of South Nevada, and the 
Association of Monterey Bay Area Governments offered valuable insight into the advantages and disadvantages 
to certain Metropolitan Planning Organizations. Broken into two phases distinguishing transportation policies and 
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strategies, the CAG Regional Transportation Plan encompasses a wide range of public involvement, analyses, and 
implementation. 

The RTP was built of previous planning efforts throughout the region which compiled recommendations within 
to provide a vision for the Buildout transportation network. Figure 2-14 displays the recommended transportation 
system to serve the long-range needs of the WPMATP study and the CAG region. 

Figure 2-14: CAG Recommended Buildout Transportation Network 

 

 
































































































































































































































