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The southeast valley is growing rapidly, with increases in traffic along US 60 (Superstition Freeway), SR 

24, and the surrounding arterial system. The north-south arterial streets in the area, including Meridian 

Road, provide essential access to the east-west freeways. Together, these roadways serve a high volume 

of commuter and freight travel between the southeast valley and the rest of the region. This growth 

trend is anticipated to continue, and additional transportation infrastructure improvements are needed 

along Meridian Road. 

1.1 Study Objectives 

The study develops a vision for future improvements on Meridian Road to address existing and future 

travel needs for residents and businesses, improve connectivity, and enhance safety for drivers, 

bicyclists, and pedestrians. The study was guided by four key objectives:  

1.2 Study Area 

The Meridian Road Corridor study area, depicted in Figure 1-1 on the following page, spans 8.5 miles 

between University Drive/Superstition Boulevard in the north and SR 24 in the south. Meridian Road 

serves as the border between Maricopa County and Pinal County as well as the cities of Mesa and 

Apache Junction.  

The Meridian Road alignment within the study area contains approximately 5.5 miles of existing paved 

roadway. There are currently two unpaved segments of the corridor that create gaps in continuity of 

the roadway. One gap exists between Baseline Road and Guadalupe Road and another between Ray 

Road and SR 24 (with the exception of a recent paving project from Williams Field Rod south 

approximately 0.25 miles).  

The characteristics of the corridor north of the US 60 interchange (North Section) are notably different 

than that south of the interchange (South Section). The North Section spans 2.5 miles between 

Superstition Boulevard and US 60. It consists primarily of one lane in each direction and is a designated 

truck route. Additionally, this segment includes soft shoulders, no bicycle lanes, intermittent sidewalks, 

and a speed limit of 35 mph. The adjacent land is largely developed, primarily by residential development 

on both sides of the roadway, with intermittent commercial uses. 

» Evaluate how new development will affect Meridian Road 
and the surrounding transportation system. 

» Identify the number of lanes, intersection configurations, 
and pedestrian and bicycle facilities needed to support 
future travel needs along Meridian Road. 

» Consider corridor alignment options and future right-of-way 
requirements for new connections from Baseline Road to 
Elliot Road and Ray Road to SR 24. 

» Engage stakeholders and the public to develop consensus 
on the resulting recommendations. 
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Joining the North and South sections is a partial interchange at US 60, which provides access to and 

from the west only.  

The South Section of the corridor is approximately six miles long and runs from US 60 to SR 24. Within 

this section, Meridian Road is discontinuous between Baseline Road and Elliot Road and again between 

Ray Road and SR 24. The constructed portions of the roadway consist primarily of three-lanes, 

providing one travel lane per direction with a center turn lane. A portion of land between Elliot Road 

and Ray Road was recently sold and is currently being developed as an initial phase of a mixed-use 

master planned community. 

Figure 1-1. Merdian Road Corridor Study Area 
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The project process was guided by an inclusive and 

transparent engagement process that brought 

together community voices alongside technical 

expertise to create a shared vision for 

improvements along the Meridan Road corridor. A 

Technical Advisory Group (TAG) was created with 

representatives from agency stakeholders. The TAG 

met at key project milestones to gather meaningful 

input and oversight throughout the study process. 

The TAG representatives also served as liaisons to 

community leadership, keeping them updated on 

the study process.  

2.1 Kick-off Meeting 

The initial meeting of the TAG set expectations for the study process, including TAG roles and 

responsibilities, confirmation of study objectives, and defining a framework for outreach to agency 

leadership, other stakeholders, and the public. 

2.2 TAG Meetings #2 and #3 

The next couple of meetings of the TAG focused on reviewing existing and future corridor and land use 

conditions data and public outreach techniques.  

2.3 Visioning Workshop 

A TAG Visioning Workshop was also conducted during which the project team presented the context 

needed to review corridor alternatives. This discussion included information about right-of-way (ROW) 

availability and ownership throughout the corridor; possible roadway cross-section options based on 

existing standards at the county, city, and specific plan level; and presentation of initial alternatives for 

the corridor. The workshop developed consensus on the appropriate roadway cross-section geometries 

and feasible alternatives that should be evaluated prior to developing corridor recommendations. A 

Visioning Workshop Summary Report is included as Attachment A.  

2.4 Agency Leadership Meetings 

Following the Visioning Workshop, a series of meetings were conducted with agency leadership from 

the City of Apache Junction, City of Mesa, Maricopa County, and Pinal County to present the range of 

alternatives and solicit feedback.

Study Stakeholders  

Maricopa Association of Governments  

City of Apache Junction 

City of Mesa 

Maricopa County 

Pinal County 

Arizona State Land Department  
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The project process also included multiple opportunities to engage the public, both online and in 

person. A Public Involvement Summary Report is included as Attachment B. 

3.1 Online Engagement 

General project information, including an overview of the project scope, objectives, process, and 

recommendations was provided on the MAG agency website. The project webpage also included links 

to an online survey and interactive mapping tool, allowing community members to provide input 

throughout the study process. 

3.2 Public Meetings  

The study team conducted two open houses, inviting community residents and business owners to an 

in-person meeting to learn more about the study and to share their input and concerns. The first public 

meeting introduced the study, including agency partners, study overview and purpose, and study 

considerations and needs. The second public meeting presented an overview of feasible corridor 

alternatives. Attendees provided comments on study area maps, paper surveys, and comment cards. 

 

 



 

 || 8 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

4   Existing Condition
 



 

   || 9   

 

An understanding of the existing conditions along the Meridian Road corridor is important to 

understand current needs and future growth potential to inform the recommendations of this study. 

The following information was collected: 

• Data and recommendations from relevant 

studies 

• Zoning and land uses 

• Socioeconomic conditions 

• Drainage conditions 

• Existing road network lanes, ownership, 

and maintenance 

• Traffic volumes and level of service 

• Crash and safety conditions 

A comprehensive description and analysis of the data is provided in Attachment C: Technical 

Memorandum - Existing & Future Conditions. A summary of the information is presented 

herein. 

4.1 Relevant Studies 

Many studies have been conducted that contain information and recommendations that should be 

considered in the context of this Meridian Road Corridor Study. These studies, produced for ADOT, 

Apache Junction, Mesa, Pinal County, and Maricopa County, include general plans, area transportation 

plans, safety plans, transit plans, active transportation plans, and specific development plans. These 

studies collectively identify the need for improved infrastructure in the Meridian Road corridor to 

respond to existing deficiencies and future growth to effectively accommodate all modes of travel within 

the corridor. A summary of these relevant studies is provided in Attachment C.  

4.2 Land Uses and Zoning 

The study area contains land within the incorporated boundaries of the cities of Mesa and Apache 

Junction as well as unincorporated Pinal and Maricopa Counties. Existing land incorporation status is 

shown in Figure 4-1. In the North Section of the corridor, land west of the corridor largely resides 

within unincorporated Maricopa County while land to the east is primarily within the incorporated 

boundaries of the City of Apache Junction. In the South Section of the corridor, properties to the west 

largely lie within Mesa’s incorporated limits, while properties to the east are primarily within Apache 

Junction’s incorporated boundary. Arizona State Land Department (ASLD) currently owns several 

parcels along the South Section of the corridor, with most recently incorporated by the City of Apache 

Junction. 

4.2.1 Land Use 

The primary land use throughout the corridor is low- to medium-density single-family residential, 

interspersed with pockets of commercial development and light industrial uses. Notably, south of 

Baseline Road, the east side of the corridor is primarily undeveloped, apart from the recent 

construction of the initial phase of a master planned community between Elliot Road and Ray Road. A 

detailed map of existing land use can be seen in Figure 4-2. 
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Figure 4-1. Existing Land Incorporation Status 
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Figure 4-2. Existing Land Use 
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4.2.2 Zoning 

The existing zoning districts utilized by the City of Mesa, City of Apache Junction, Maricopa County and 

Pinal County that fall within the study area show that much of the planning area is primarily occupied by 

single‐family residential and master planned community uses. Existing zoning can be seen in Figure 4-3. 

4.3 Socioeconomic Conditions 

Socioeconomic conditions related to 

population, households, and employment 

within the study area have a significant 

impact on the level of traffic demand in the 

Meridian Road corridor. Analyzing these 

conditions is essential to understanding the 

impact of existing and future development 

along Meridian Road and the surrounding 

transportation network.  

Data on existing population, households, and employment within the study area were obtained from 

MAG’s travel demand model, and depicted in Figure 4-4, Figure 4-5 and Figure 4-6, respectively.  

4.3.1 Population 

As shown in Figure 4-4, the highest population concentrations within the study area are found east of 

Meridian Road between Broadway Road and Southern Avenue and west of Meridian Road between 

Elliot Road and Ray Road. South of Baseline Road, the area east of Meridian Road within the study area 

is largely unpopulated, though development has recently begun between Ray Road and Elliot Road. 

4.3.2 Housing 

Figure 4-5 below displays the 2025 total households. Like the population, a high number of households 

are concentrated between Broadway Road and Southern Avenue on both sides of the corridor. Other 

areas containing a high number of households exist west of the corridor, north of Guadalupe Road, and 

between Elliot Road and Ray Road. 

4.3.3 Employment 

As presented in Figure 4-6, employment levels are relatively low within the Meridian Road corridor. 

However, areas of high employment do exist west of the study area. A workflow analysis of the Census 

Bureau’s 2023 American Community Survey data indicates that nearly 95% of employed individuals living 

in Apache Junction are employed outside of the city.  

Additional details regarding the socioeconomic characteristics of the study area are provided in 

Attachment C. 

Study Area Socioeconomic 
Conditions  

53,000 people 

23,000 households 

11,000 employees 

Source: MAG 2025 travel demand model 
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Figure 4-3. Existing Zoning 
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Figure 4-4. Existing Population 
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Figure 4-5. Existing Households 
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Figure 4-6. Existing Employment 
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4.4 Roadway Network 

An analysis of the existing roadway network helped identify congested arterial roads that may benefit 

from new routes to alleviate traffic, underutilized collector roads that may warrant upgrades, and gaps in 

the network where additional connections would enhance overall connectivity. Additionally, this analysis 

revealed gaps in connectivity that could be addressed through new infrastructure investments to 

optimize the overall transportation network. 

4.4.1 Study Area Roadways 

The existing roadways within the Meridian Road study area are primarily oriented in a north-south and 

east-west grid pattern. Figure 4-7 presents the existing roadway network surrounding the study area 

and the number of lanes on each roadway. 

The most significant north-south corridors include Meridian Road, Signal Butte Road to the west, and 

Ironwood Drive to the east. These roads generally consist of two to three lanes in each direction, 

providing connectivity between Mesa, Apache Junction, and Queen Creek. Additionally, Loop 202 serves 

as a major highway to the west of Meridian Road, facilitating regional mobility. 

East-west connectivity is primarily supported by University Drive/Superstition Boulevard, Broadway 

Road, Southern Avenue, Baseline Road, Guadalupe Road, Elliot Road, Warner Road, and Ray Road, with 

US 60 acting as a key east-west freeway through the area and SR 24 providing an expressway connection 

to Loop 202. Lane configurations vary between one and three lanes per direction, with higher-capacity 

roads concentrated closer to the Mesa urban core and along major routes. 

4.4.2 Right-of-way and Ownership 

The Maricopa County and Pinal County assessors’ offices’ online mapping tools were used to identify 

right-of-way ownership and widths throughout the corridor. The data indicates that a mosaic of 

ownership exists along the corridor. A summary of overall corridor ownership is provided in Table 4-1.  

4.4.3 Roadway Maintenance 

Due to the varied right-of-way ownership throughout the corridor, roadway maintenance has been an 

on-going challenge for the various agencies. Feedback from the TAG resulted in general guidance relative 

to the current (year 2025) maintenance responsibilities in the corridor, which are summarized in Table 

4-2. 

4.5 Traffic Volumes and Level of Service 

The amount of daily and peak period traffic along a corridor can impact the ability of users to travel to 

their destination efficiently and safely. Existing traffic volumes were collected and analyzed to identify 

whether additional capacity is currently needed to address current level of travel demand. The daily 

traffic volumes surrounding the study area are depicted in Figure 4-8. 
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Figure 4-7. Existing Roadway Network and Number of Lanes Per Direction 
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Table 4-1. Right-of-way and Ownership  

Segment ROW Ownership Approximate ROW Width 

Superstition Boulevard 

to Southern Avenue  

West: Mesa and Maricopa County  

East: Apache Junction and Pinal County  

55’-65' to the west 
30’-50' to the east 
85’-115’ total ROW 

Southern Avenue to 

Baseline Road 

West: Maricopa County 

East: Pinal County 

55' to the west 
50’ Pinal County to the east 
105’ total ROW 

Baseline Road to Elliot 

Road 

West: Mesa and Maricopa County 

East: None 

65' to the west 
0' to the east  
65’ total ROW 

Elliot Road to Ray Road 
West: Apache Junction and Mesa  

East: Apache Junction 

65' to the west 
75' to the east  
140’ total ROW 

Ray Road to SR24 
West: Mesa and Maricopa County 

East: Apache Junction 

55’-65’ to the west 

50’-75’ to the east,  

105’-140’ total ROW 

 

Table 4-2. Maintenance 

Segment Maintenance Agency 

Superstition Boulevard to Southern Avenue Apache Junction 

Southern Avenue to Baseline Road ADOT 

Baseline Road to Mesquite Street Mesa 

Mesquite Street to Ray Road Apache Junction 

Ray Road to Williams Field Road None* 

Williams Field Road to SR24 Mesa 
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Figure 4-8. Existing Daily Vehicular Traffic Volumes 
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4.6 Existing Traffic Volumes  

Current daily traffic volumes along Meridian Road are generally less than 11,000 vehicles per day, though 

volumes are greater along the corridor just north of the US 60 interchange. Higher daily traffic volumes 

are observed along the parallel north south corridors, with volumes on Ellsworth Road, Signal Butte 

Road, and Ironwood Drive exceeding 21,100 vehicles per day. Additionally, notable traffic volumes per 

day east of Loop 202 exist on University Drive, Guadalupe Road, and Elliot Road. 

4.6.1 Roadway Level of Service 

Level of Service (LOS) is a way to measure the existing or 

anticipated traffic congestion on roadways, providing a 

quantitative score for operational health of the roadway. 

Roadways are scored “A” through “F”, where “A” 

indicates free flow, low traffic density, and “F” indicates 

travel volumes are greater than existing capacity, resulting 

in roadway congestion. The following are descriptions of 

each LOS, which are illustrated on Figure 4-9.  

 

A:  Free flow, low traffic density.  

B:  Minimum delay, stable traffic flow.  

C:  Stable condition, movements somewhat restricted 

due to higher volumes, but not objectionable to 

motorists.  

D:  Movements more restricted, queues and delays may 

occur during short peaks, but lower demand occurs often 

enough to permit clearing, preventing excessive backups.  

E:  Actual capacity of the roadway involves a delay to all 

motorists due to congestion.  

F:  Forced flow with demand volumes greater than 

capacity resulting in complete congestion.  

Figure 4-9. Level of Service Illustration 

The LOS was assessed during both the AM and PM peak hours, and displayed in Figure 4-10 and Figure 

4-11, respectively. Currently, Meridian Road and other corridors within the study area generally provide 

sufficient capacity to accommodate existing traffic volumes. Congestion is displayed on Meridian Road 

south of SR 24 as well as portions of US 60 in the study area. 

4.7 Corridor Safety  

Crash data over a five-year period between 2019-2023 was considered to evaluate the existing safety 

conditions of the corridor. There were 328 crashes along the Meridian Road corridor during this period. 

The general location of these crashes is depicted in Figure 4-12. 
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Figure 4-10. Existing AM Peak Hour Level of Service 
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Figure 4-11. Existing PM Peak Hour Level of Service 
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Figure 4-12. Meridian Road Corridor Crash Locations 
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4.7.1 Crash Severity  

A total of three fatal and 13 suspected serious 

injury crashes occurred along the corridor, 

representing 1 percent and 4 percent of the 

crashes, respectively, as depicted in Figure 

4-13. More than half of the crashes were non-

serious or property damage only (PDO) 

crashes, at 61 percent of the total crashes. The 

reaming 34 percent of crashes resulted in non-

serious injuries. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 4-13. Study Area Crash Severity Percentages 

 

4.7.2 Crash Classification Analysis 

The majority of crashes along the Meridian Road corridor were classified as Motor Vehicle in Transport, 

comprising roughly 86 percent of all crashes, which is indicative of crashes involving multiple vehicles. 

Figure 4-14 shows the frequency of crashes by classification along with their relative severity 

percentages. The majority of crashes result in minimal or no harm to drivers or occupants. 

Comparatively, object crashes, such as a fence or guardrail, though less frequent, result in a higher 

percentage resulting in injury. Guardrail incidents on the US 60/Meridian Road ramp resulted in a fatality 

or injury in 100% of occurrences.  

Figure 4-14. Study Area Crash Classifications by Severity Percentage 
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4.7.3 Crash Collision Manner Analysis 

Figure 4-15 displays the collision types along 

the corridor. The most frequent collision 

manners are as follows: 

1. Rear End 

2. Angle (Front to Side) 

3. Left Turn 

4. Single Vehicle & Same Direction Sideswipe 

 

Rear-end collisions are the most frequent, at 

just over 30 percent of crashes. This could be 

indicative of frequent stops, poor driving 

behaviors, or pockets of congestion along the 

corridor. 

 

 

Figure 4-15. Collision Manner Percentage 

 

Figure 4-16 shows the frequency of collision types with their respective severity percentages. Angle 

crashes are the second most frequent collision type, at 21 percent of all crashes, and they also have the 

highest frequency of severe injury outcomes. Left turn crashes have a similar relative severity, with a 

more even split between injury and non-injury outcomes. Overall, vehicle turning was the most 

common and most severe manner by which a collision occurred within the corridor. Notably, head-on 

collisions had the highest individual severity, with over 80 percent over these crashes resulting in some 

injury and the remaining percentage resulting in severe injury.  

Figure 4-16. Collision Manner by Severity Percentage 
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4.7.4 Nonmotorized Crashes  

Within the five-year crash period, Meridian Road saw a total of four pedestrian and cyclist-involved 

crashes. As seen in Figure 4-17, none of these crashes resulted in a fatality, but all active transportation 

users involved were injured in some capacity across all crashes. This may be indicative of the need for 

improved facilities for cyclists and pedestrians. Improvements to Meridian Road ought to consider the 

lack of bicycle and pedestrian facilities throughout the corridor.  

Figure 4-17. Pedestrian and Cyclist Crashes by Severity 

 

4.8 Existing Condition Drainage Considerations 

The general direction flow for the watershed crossing the corridor is oriented from northeast to 

southwest. The north portion of the project area is urbanized and almost completely developed. 

However, as the corridor extends southward past Southern Avenue, urbanization decreases, particularly 

on the eastern side of the southern project boundary, where more open land and natural drainage 

features are present. The Central Arizona Project (CAP) Canal cuts across the corridor intersecting it 

at US 60. Also, there is a significant presence of fissures from US 60 to Guadalupe Road which causes 

erosion issues and subsidence when stormwater enters them. 

Several areas along Meridian Road are affected by drainage and land subsidence challenges, particularly 

near US 60, and from Houston Avenue to Guadalupe Road. Additionally, key hydraulic structures must 

be considered in the vicinity of Meridian Road, including the Powerline Floodway and the Siphon Draw 

Channel and Basin north of Elliot Road. 

Additional details regarding existing drainage considerations are summarized in Attachment C: 

Technical Memorandum - Existing & Future Conditions.
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5   Future Conditions 
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Future development within and adjacent to the corridor study area will generate a significant volume of 

traffic that will require a robust area roadway network. Previous studies have identified the need for 

new regional routes, improved roadway connectivity, and increased roadway capacity. The following 

provides a description of the anticipated future study area growth and accompanying roadway network. 

Additional details are available in Attachment C. 

5.1 Regional Socioeconomic Projections  

Based on projections published by MAG, population growth in the Apache Junction Municipal Planning 

Area (MPA) is expected to more than double from the year 2020 to the year 2060, while job growth is 

expected to triple in that same time frame, as depicted in Figure 5-1.  

 

Figure 5-1. MAG Socioeconomic Projections 2020-2060, City of Apache Junction 
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The City of Mesa is projected to see a 20 percent increase in population between 2020 and 2060, and 

job growth is projected to increase roughly 68 percent for the same period, as depicted in Figure 5-2.  

 

Figure 5-2. MAG Socioeconomic Projections 2020-2060, City of Mesa 

 

Within the study area, similar, if not greater, increases are expected as a result of potential 

development, particularly on currently vacant ASLD property.  

5.2 Future Land Use 

The North Section of the corridor is substantially developed. Limited parcels exist for new households 

or businesses. The South Section of the corridor is flanked by vacant land to the east, south, and 

southwest which is anticipated to house a varied combination of new household and employment 

opportunities. The City of Mesa’s adopted General Plan identifies a substantial amount of land for future 

light and general industrial development south and west of the Meridian Road corridor.  

East of the Meridian Road corridor, a large multi-phased master planned community is anticipated to be 

developed over the next 20 years. The development is part of a larger plan known as Superstition 

Vistas. The site is approximately 8,100 acres located in the Apache Junction Municipal Planning Area, 

bounded on the west by Meridian Road, on the north by Baseline Road/Avenue, on the east by the 

Central Arizona Project (CAP) Canal, and on the south by State Route 24 (SR 24). At buildout it is 
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anticipated to consist of a variety of land uses including single-family residential, multi-family residential, 

commercial space, office space, industrial space, schools, parks, and open space. Figure 5-3 illustrates 

the potential number of households and square footage of non-residential development that are 

anticipated over the next 20 years. 

5.3 Study Area Socioeconomic Conditions 

Future socioeconomic conditions, including population, 

households, and employment within the region, were obtained 

from the MAG Superstition Vistas Study for the Year 2050. The 

2050 data was then updated to incorporate feedback from 

stakeholders regarding anticipated growth in the project study 

area and the additional development related to the 8,100-acre 

ASLD development. Table 5-1 provides a comparison of existing 

population, households, and employment to that at future 

buildout within the study area boundaries. 

Table 5-1. Projected Study Area Growth 

Segment Existing Buildout Percent Increase 

Population  50,700 95,700 89% 

Households 23,400 37,500 60% 

Employment 11,200 55,100 390% 

 

5.3.1 Population 

As shown in Figure 5-4, the most notable population densities in the corridor study area are observed 

between Broadway Road and Southern Avenue and between Elliot Road and Ray Road. In general, 

substantial population growth is expected when compared to existing population levels. 

5.3.2 Housing 

Figure 5-5 displays the forecasted number of total households. Like the population, there are a 

considerable number of households in the study area between Broadway Road and Southern Avenue, 

with an even greater number between Meridian Road and the CAP from Elliot Road south to SR 24. 

5.3.3 Employment 

As presented in Figure 5-6, the highest concentrations of future employment within the Meridian Road 

Corridor study area are anticipated to occur east of Meridian Road to the CAP between Elliot Road and 

Ray Road. Additional concentrations are observed along the US 60 and SR 24 corridors, and proximate 

to Mesa Gateway airport.  

Study Area Growth  

45,000 more people 

14,000 more households 

44,000 employees 

Source: MAG travel demand model 
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Figure 5-3. Auction Property at Superstition Vistas Future Development 
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Figure 5-4. Future Population 
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Figure 5-5. Future Households 
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Figure 5-6. Future Employment 
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5.4 Future Roadway Network 

The future roadway network, depicted in Figure 5-7, consists of significantly enhanced connectivity at 

the local and regional level. These changes were confirmed with the TAG based on their knowledge of 

transportation investments that are reasonably anticipated to occur in the next 30 years. Notable 

changes include: 

• A continuous Meridian Road corridor throughout the study area 

• Extension of Guadalupe Road and Warner Road east toward the CAP canal 

• Extension of Elliot Road, Ray Road, and SR 24 east to US 60 

• New regional north-south connectivity east of the study area, including the Central Arizona 

Parkway and North-South freeway corridor 

In addition to the enhanced connectivity of Meridian Road as a continuous corridor throughout the 

study area, it is also assumed that the corridor will be widened to provide additional capacity, with two 

travel lanes per direction north of Southern Avenue and three travel lanes per direction south of 

Southern Avenue. The corridor is also assumed to provide a continuous center turn lane and/or median 

throughout the study area. Future improvements will require a combination of widening of the existing 

roadway as well as paving of new roadway segments. 

Travel demand model runs were conducted to determine the effectiveness of this future roadway 

network in accommodating future travel demand. LOS during the AM and PM peak periods are 

displayed in Figure 5-8 and Figure 5-9, respectively. Results indicate that with the recommended 

improvements to Meridian Road, the corridor will operate with acceptable LOS D or better during both 

peak periods. 
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Figure 5-7. Future Roadway Network 
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Figure 5-8. Future AM Peak Period LOS 
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Figure 5-9. Future PM Peak Period LOS 
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6   Corridor Alternatives 
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Given the varying conditions throughout the length of the corridor, the corridor was divided into four 

segments for use in developing corridor alternatives:  

Based on future network demand, a recommended cross-section was developed for each corridor 

segment. Cross-section development was based on consensus among the TAG regarding existing 

jurisdictional design standards and considered available right-of-way.  

Segment 3 was subject to additional analysis as the connection from Baseline Road to Guadalupe Road 

does not yet exist. Multiple alternatives were developed and evaluated prior to reaching a 

recommended alignment for the new roadway in this segment. The following provides a summary of the 

considerations for each of the four corridor segments. 

6.1 Segment 1: Superstition Boulevard to Southern Avenue  

This two-mile segment currently consists of primarily one travel lane per direction with an intermittent 

center turn lane. Adjacent land is primarily developed with residential, commercial, and light industrial 

uses. The right-of-way is owned by City of Mesa, City of Apache Junction, Maricopa County, and Pinal 

County. This segment of the corridor is primarily maintained by the City of Apache Junction. 

To accommodate future traffic, it is recommended that this cross section be widened from 2 lanes to 4 

lanes, adding bike lanes, sidewalks, and a two-way left turn lane, as shown in Figure 6-1.  

Figure 6-1. Recommended 4-Lane Cross Section 

 

 

  

110’ of ROW 

» Segment 1: Superstition Boulevard to Southern Avenue 

» Segment 2: Southern Avenue to Baseline Road 

» Segment 3: Baseline Road to Guadalupe Road 

» Segment 4: Guadalupe Road to SR-24 
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6.2 Segment 2: Southern Avenue to Baseline Road 

This one-mile segment transitions to two travel lanes per direction with a center turn lane in the 

vicinity of the US-60 interchange. A partial interchange provides access to/from the west only. Adjacent 

land is mostly undeveloped, though there are developments proposed on adjacent state land. Available 

right-of-way data indicates only Pinal County ownership to the east of the section line, though it is likely 

records do not accurately reflect right-of-way owned by ADOT in proximity to the US-60 interchange. 

No right-of-way exists to the west, but it currently falls within unincorporated Maricopa County, 

though future dedication is anticipated as state land develops. 

To accommodate future traffic and new development south of US-60, it is recommended that a 

continuous 6-lane corridor be constructed, adding bike lanes, sidewalks, and a two-way left turn lane, as 

shown in Figure 6-2.  

 

Figure 6-2. Recommended 6-Lane Cross Section 

 

 

 

6.3 Segment 3: Baseline Road to Guadalupe Road 

This 1.16-mile segment of the corridor does not currently exist. It is recommended to be constructed 

as a 6-lane corridor with bike lanes, sidewalks, and a two-way left-turn lane. (see Figure 6-2). 

Portions of the section-line alignment are occupied by a regional drainage channel. This segment 

presents unique constraints in the form of earth fissures that occur in the northwest and southeast land 

adjacent to the corridor. As described in the existing drainage analysis (Attachment C), these fissures 

can lead to unstable soil conditions that are costly to mitigate. Due to a shift in the section line at 

Baseline Road, the future Meridian Road connection must cross these fissure zones in some capacity to 

match with the existing corridor alignment south of Guadalupe Road.  

Adjacent land is primarily residential west of the section-line and industrial east of the section-line. 

Available ROW is owned by Mesa and Maricopa County west of the section line. No right-of-way exists 

east of the centerline. Land to the east is primarily state land that has been annexed by the City of 

Apache Junction, except for approximately 0.5 miles of private property that resides within 

unincorporated Pinal County. 

130’ of ROW 
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6.3.1 Alternative Evaluation Methodology 

Each alternative was evaluated relative to the following seven categories. These categories were 

developed by the TAG to assess the potential benefits and constraints of each alternative.  

• Existing and Future Land Use Compatibility 

» Does the alternative alignment conflict with existing land uses or land uses planned for 

vacant adjacent parcels? 

• Impacts to Adjacent Land Parcels 

» What is the magnitude of adjacent developed parcels or structures that are directly 

impacted by the new roadway footprint? 

• Environmental Impacts 

» To what degree does the proposed alignment impact existing environmental features, 

including natural drainage flows and known fissures? 

• Utility Impacts 

» What is the magnitude of adjacent utilities or structures that are directly impacted by 

the new roadway footprint? 

• Public & Stakeholder Feedback 

» What feedback has been received indicating support of the proposed alternative relative 

to other proposed alternatives? 

• Travel Time 

» To what degree does the proposed alternative result in out-of-direction travel or design 

exceptions that would require reduced speed limits that could increase travel times? 

• Cost  

» What is the estimated cost relative to other proposed alternatives? 

Each alternative was scored by category on a three-tier system, with the available options being 

qualitative ratings of good, fair, or poor. These qualitative ratings were determined by each 

alternative’s relative impact to each category, in proportion to the other options. For example, 

Alternative 3 scored as “poor” under the “Existing and Future Land Use Compatibility” category 

since it impacted a significantly greater number of parcels than the other town alternatives, which 

were each scored as “fair”. The following provides a description of each alternative alignment and 

summary of the corresponding evaluation.  
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6.3.2 Alternative 1 

Alternative 1, depicted in Figure 6-3, proposes a reverse 

curve alignment through an ASLD-owned parcel south of 

Baseline Road, to intersect with the section line just 

north of Houston Avenue. A summary of the resulting 

evaluation is provided in Table 6-1. 

Table 6-1. Alternative 1 Evaluation Matrix 

Figure 6-3. Segment 3 Alternative 1 

6.3.3 Alternative 2 

Alternative 2, depicted in Figure 6-4, proposes an 

alignment change on Pinal Drive, shifting west to align 

with the existing Meridian Road alignment, just south of 

Guadalupe Road. A summary of the resulting evaluation 

is provided in Table 6-2. 

Table 6-2. Alternative 2 Evaluation Matrix 

Figure 6-4. Segment 3 Alternative 2 

Criteria Evaluation 

Existing and Future Land Use 

Compatibility 
Fair 

Impacts to Adjacent Land 

Parcels 
Fair 

Environmental Impacts Good 

Utility Impacts Good 

Travel Time Good 

Cost  Good 

Public & Stakeholder Feedback Fair 

Criteria Evaluation 

Existing and Future Land Use 

Compatibility 
Fair 

Impacts to Adjacent Land 

Parcels 
Poor 

Environmental Impacts Fair 

Utility Impacts Poor 

Travel Time Good 

Cost  Fair 

Public & Stakeholder Feedback Fair 
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6.3.4 Alternative 3 

Alternative 3, depicted in Figure 6-5, proposes an 

alignment change between Baseline Road and Houston 

Avenue to align with Delaware Road, followed by another 

alignment shift to connect to the existing Meridian Road 

alignment, south of Guadalupe Road. A summary of the 

resulting evaluation is provided in Table 6-3. 

Table 6-3. Alternative 3 Evaluation Matrix 

Figure 6-5. Segment 3 Alternative 3 

 

6.3.5 Evaluation Considerations 

A comparison of the resulting ratings of “good”, “fair”, and “poor” for each alternative are provided in 

Table 6-4. 

Table 6-4. Comparison of Resulting Evaluation  

 

 

 

A summary of the considerations that influenced each of the resulting evaluation ratings is provided in 

Table 6-5. 

6.3.6 Preferred Alternative  

Based on the evaluation analysis by TAG and public feedback given at the second public meeting, the 

preferred alignment is Alternative 1. It exhibits the greatest number of “good” ratings, while generating 

no “poor” ratings. 

Criteria Evaluation 

Existing and Future Land Use 

Compatibility 
Fair 

Impacts to Adjacent Land 

Parcels 
Fair 

Environmental Impacts Poor 

Utility Impacts Fair 

Travel Time Poor 

Cost  Poor 

Public & Stakeholder Feedback Fair 

Alternative  Good Fair Poor 

Alternative 1 4 3 0 

Alternative 2 1 4 2 

Alternative 3 0 4 3 
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Table 6-5. Summary of Evaluation Considerations 

Evaluation 

Criteria 
Alternative 1 Alternative 2 Alternative 3 

Existing and 

Future Land 

Use 

Compatibility 

• Shift east creates more 

distance from existing 

residential areas north of 

Houston Avenue, while 

remaining in close 

proximity to the 

neighborhoods south of 

Houston Avenue. It also 

impacts the fewest 

number of businesses.  

• It could conflict with 

future development plans 

in the area.  

• Shifts east to the Pinal Drive 

alignment just north of 

Guadalupe Road, reducing 

proximity to existing 

residential areas but increasing 

impacts to commercial 

properties.  

 

• Provides the greatest distance 

from existing residential areas 

and impacts fewer businesses 

than the other alternatives.  

• It could conflict with future 

development plans in the area.  

 

Impacts to 

Adjacent Land 

Parcels 

• Would impact nine parcels 

(including two structures)  

• need to acquire ~five acres.  

• Would impact 25 parcels 

(including three structures)  
• need to acquire ~23 acres.  

• Would impact 17 parcels 

(including three structures)  

• need to acquire ~five acres.  

Environmental 

Impacts 

• May avoid known fissures.  

• Would need new 

stormwater drains in five 

locations, 11 new and/or 

improved culverts, and 

improvements to the 

existing drainage channel.  

• Crosses five known fissures. 

• Would need new stormwater 

drains in four locations, 13 

new and/or improved culverts, 

and a bridge across the 

existing drainage channel.  

• Crosses nine known fissures.  

• Would need new stormwater 

drains in four locations, 15 

new and/or improved 

culverts, and a bridge across 

the existing drainage channel.  

Utility 

Impacts 

• Requires relocating six 

power poles and moving 

communication lines.  

• Requires relocating 17 power 

poles, two transformers, a 

communication box, and 

communication lines.  

• Requires relocating 15 power 

poles, two transformers, 

three communication boxes, 

and communication lines. 

Travel Time 

• It is a direct route and can 

be designed for a posted 

speed of 45 mph.  

• It is a direct route and can be 

designed for a posted speed of 

45 mph.  

• It is a less direct route and, 

due to the road curvature, 

would require reduced travel 

speeds, resulting in longer 

travel times.  

• Would interrupt through-

movement on Guadalupe 

Road.  

Cost  
• Lowest cost alternative • More than Alternative 1 but 

less than Alternative 2 
• Highest cost alternative 

Public & 

Stakeholder 

Feedback 

• Lowest cost; reduced land, 

environmental, and utility 

impacts overall; affects 

nearby homes. 

• Increases business and utility 

impacts but creates more 

buffer from existing residential 

areas. 

• Maximizes separation from 

residential areas but results in 

the largest land and utility 

impacts, reduced speed, and 

circulation changes. 
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6.4 Segment 4: Guadalupe Road to SR 24 

This 4.2-mile segment of the corridor does is recommended to be constructed as a 6-lane corridor with 

bike lanes, sidewalks, and a two-way left turn lane. (see Figure 6-2). Improvements will require roadway 

widening for most of the corridor where half street improvement currently exist. Exceptions include a 

portion of the corridor between Warner Road and Elliot Road which was recently reconstructed to its 

ultimate cross section and a portion between Ray Road and SR 24 in now roadway currently exists and 

new roadway construction will be needed. 
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7   Implementation and 
Funding  
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Implementation strategies will be developed through continuing conversations among the City of Mesa, 

City of Apache Junction, Maricopa County, and Pinal County.  Ultimately, it is anticipated that 

agreements will be formalized to define regional and local agency funding contributions for the 

recommended improvements, identify potential implementation timelines, and determine the agencies 

who will be responsible for future ownership and maintenance of each segment, including emergency 

response services.  

7.1 Regional Funding 

Both the City of Apache Junction and the City of Mesa have worked with MAG to secure regional 

funding through Prop 479. Table 7-1 summarizes Prop 479 funding and the committed local match from 

both agencies. Funding has been allocated to three projects: 

• Apache Junction (APJ-20-RTP-011): Superstition Boulevard to Southern Avenue 

• Mesa (MES-20-RTP-038): Baseline Road to Elliot Road 

• Mesa (MES-20-RTP-036): Ray Road to SR 24 

Table 7-1. Prop 479 Funding by Segment 

Segment 
Estimated 

Cost 

Prop 479 Funding 

Regional Funds Local Match Phase (years) 

Superstition Boulevard 

to Southern Avenue 
$21,730,000 

Apache Junction 

(APJ-20-RTP-011) 
Phase III (FY2036-

FY2040) $13,993,000 $5,997,000 

$19,990,000 

Southern Avenue to 

Baseline Road 
$10,000,000 (1) none 

Baseline Road to 

Guadalupe Road 
$54,360,000 

Mesa 

(MES-20-RTP-038) 

Phase IV 

(FY 2041-FY2046) 

$22,673,000 $9,717,000 

Guadalupe Road to Elliot 

Road 
$4,680,000 $32,390,000 

Ray Road to SR 24 $21,290,000 

Mesa 

(MES-20-RTP-036) Phase III 

(FY 2036-FY 2040) $6,258,000  $2,682,000  

$8,940,000 

Total $112,060,000 
$42,924,000 $18,396,000 

 
$61,320,000 

(1) Represents cost of improvements to the arterial approaches to the interchange only. Assumes ADOT will fund interchange 
improvements. 

(2) Excludes the segment between Elliot Road and Ray Road as local agencies have reached an agreement on ownership for this 
segment. 
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Table 7-2 provides a summary of Prop 479 funding and local match commitment by agency.  

Table 7-2. Prop 479 Funding by Agency 

Funding Source Apache Junction Mesa Maricopa County Pinal County 

Regional Funding $13,993,000 $28,931,000 0 0 

Local Match $5,997,000 $12,399,000 0 0 

Total Funding 

Contribution 
$19,990,000 $41,330,000 0 0 

 

7.2 Additional Funding Needs 

A comparison of the dedicated Prop 479 to the total estimated local costs indicates that an additional 

$50,740,000 will be required to fund the recommended improvements (excluding the ADOT 

interchange improvements).  Though these funds are currently allocated to a particular corridor 

segment, the Prop 479 program allows flexibility to reallocate the funds among other corridor 

segments, if desired. Continuing conversations among the local agencies will identify the agency 

contributions to address the funding gap.  It is likely that current ownership status of adjacent land and 

right-of-way will be a key factor in guiding future recommendations and agreements.  

7.3 Potential Implementation Timeframes 

While additional design and environmental studies will be required prior to implementation of any 

recommended improvements, implementation timeframes will be largely related to the availability of 

funding. Table 7-3 provides a summary of the timeframes for available funding for each of the roadway 

segments. 

Table 7-3. Timeframes for Available Funding 

Segment 
Prop 479 Funding 

Phase (years) 

Superstition Boulevard to Southern Avenue Phase III (FY2036-FY2040) 

Southern Avenue to Baseline Road none 

Baseline Road to Guadalupe Road 
Phase IV (FY 2041-FY2046) 

Guadalupe Road to Elliot Road 

Elliot Road to Ray Road none 

Ray Road to SR 24 Phase III (FY 2036-FY 2040) 



 

   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Attachment A: Visioning Workshop Summary Report 

  



  

   

 

 

 

 

 

Meridian Road Corridor Study  
Visioning Workshop Summary Report 



`  

   

 

Meridian Road Corridor Study  
Visioning Workshop Summary Report 

 



Meridian Road Corridor Study: Visioning Workshop Summary Report 

 || i 

    

Table of Contents 
1 Meeting Summary ....................................................................................................................... 1 

2 Meeting Attendees ..................................................................................................................... 2 

3 Meeting Discussion ..................................................................................................................... 4 

3.1 ROW & Ownership ...................................................................................................................................... 4 

3.2 Roadway Cross Sections .............................................................................................................................. 5 

3.2.1 Four-lane Arterial Cross-section (Superstition Boulevard to Southern Avenue) ...................................... 5 

3.2.2 Six-lane Arterial Cross-section (Southern Avenue to SR-24) ........................................................................ 6 

3.3 Alternatives Review ....................................................................................................................................... 6 

3.3.1 Alternatives Overview ................................................................................................................................................ 7 

3.3.2 Initial Evaluation ......................................................................................................................................................... 7 

3.3.3 Alternatives Discussion ............................................................................................................................................. 8 

4 Evaluation Criteria Refinement................................................................................................ 9 

5 Next Steps & Future Meetings ................................................................................................. 9 

Appendix A: Visioning Workshop Concept Alternatives 

Appendix B: Alternatives Evaluation Matrix 

 

List of Figures 
Figure 1-1. Meridian Road Corridor Segments .......................................................................................................... 1 

List of Tables 
Table 2-1. Visioning Workshop Invitees and Attendees ........................................................................................... 3 

Table 3-1. Meridian Road Corridor ROW and Ownership by Segment .............................................................. 4 

Table 3-2. Potential Four-lane Arterial Cross-Section Dimensions ...................................................................... 5 

Table 3-3. Potential Six-lane Arterial Cross-Section Dimensions.......................................................................... 6 

Table 3-4. Alternatives Evaluation Criteria .................................................................................................................. 8 

  



Meridian Road Corridor Study: Visioning Workshop Summary Report 

 || 1 

   

1 Meeting Summary 
This Visioning Workshop was held on June 4th, 2025 from 9:00AM- 12:00 PM in person at Maricopa 

Association of Governments (MAG). There were 17 members in attendance. The meeting began with 

participant introductions, providing an opportunity for attendees to familiarize themselves with one 

another. Following introductions, the project team presented the context needed to review corridor 

alternatives. This preliminary discussion included background information about right-of-way (ROW) 

availability and ownership throughout the corridor. The team then presented possible roadway cross 

section options for a four-lane section and a six-lane section based on existing standards at the county, 

city, and specific plan level. The remaining presentation included a detailed summary of initial 

alternatives for the corridor, divided into four segments as follows:  

1. Superstition Boulevard to Southern Avenue 

2. Southern Avenue to Baseline Avenue 

3. Baseline Avenue to Guadalupe Avenue 

4. Guadalupe Avenue to SR-24 

These segments can be seen along the length of the corridor below in Figure 1-1. 

Figure 1-1. Meridian Road Corridor Segments 
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To simplify the discussion of the alternatives, the project team presented evaluation criteria for 

comment. The meeting then transitioned to an open discussion of the corridor alternatives with the 

goal to determine a set of three (3) preferred alternatives.  

The alternative evaluation process considers both current conditions and potential future uses of the 

study area. The group remains generally open to design exceptions if they help reduce overall impacts 

on the area at large. Because Merdian Road is not intended to serve as a utility corridor, there is less 

concern regarding utility conflicts among the proposed alternatives. Additionally, high-level cost 

estimates will be developed for all three alternatives, with a more detailed cost analysis provided for the 

preferred option. 

Members in attendance selected preferred proposed alternatives as follows:  

1. Option B 

2. Option C 

3. Option E 

4. No build option 

The meeting concluded with a review of next steps, a preview of future meetings, and an open 

discussion for any additional items participants wished to bring forward. 

2 Meeting Attendees 
The Visioning Workshop was attended by representatives from MAG; project stakeholders including 

Maricopa County Department of Transportation (MCDOT), Arizona State Land Department (ASLD), 

Flood Control District of Maricopa County (FCDMC), Pinal County, City of Mesa, and City of Apache 

Junction; and the project development consultant team including Wilson & Company, Ethos Engineering, 

and Avenue Consultants.  

A list of invited participants and attendees is shown in Table 2-1. 
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Table 2-1. Visioning Workshop Invitees and Attendees 

Initials Name Agency/Role 

Present Tim Strow Maricopa Association of Governments 

Present Brad Williams Maricopa Association of Governments 

Present Denise Lacey Maricopa County Department of Transportation 

Present Karen Dada Arizona State Land Department 

Present Myles Stevens Arizona State Land Department 

Present Ruben Ojeda Arizona State Land Department 

Present Mark Frago Flood Control District of Maricopa County 

Present Charles Williams Pinal County 

Present Erik Guderian City of Mesa 

Present Ted Wolff City of Apache Junction 

Present Marsha Miller-Long Avenue Consultants 

Present Kevin Porter Ethos 

Present Amy Moran Wilson & Company 

Present Paige Wolfrom Wilson & Company 

Present Alan Ferreira Wilson & Company 

Present Jose Carlos Wilson & Company 

Present Ron Coupland Wilson & Company 

Absent Chase Baugh Maricopa Association of Governments 

Absent Audra Merrick Arizona Department of Transportation 

Absent Manny Patel Arizona State Land Department 

Absent Amber Troidl Arizona State Land Department 
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3 Meeting Discussion  

3.1 ROW & Ownership 
The meeting attendees were presented information related to existing agency ROW, ownership, and 

maintenance along the Meridian Road study corridor. The information is provided by corridor segment 

(see Figure 1-1) in Table 3-1.  This data is pertinent to future discussions regarding design 

requirements for the ultimate cross-sections along the corridor as well as discuss future maintenance 

requirements and improvement responsibilities. 

 

Table 3-1. Meridian Road Corridor ROW and Ownership by Segment 

Segment 
ROW 

Ownership 

Maintenance 

Agency 
Notes 

1 - Superstition 

Boulevard to 

Southern Avenue 

MCDOT, Pinal 

County, Apache 

Junction 

Apache 

Junction 

Inconsistent with ROW - mostly 

MCDOT ROW 

2 - US60 (Southern 

Avenue to Baseline 

Road) 

ADOT ADOT 

Pinal County ROW from Southern to 

Baseline, but ADOT DCR shows 

ADOT ROW from Southern Road to 

Baseline Road 

3 - Baseline Road to 

Guadalupe Road 
Mesa Mesa 

no existing road in this segment; 

occupied by drainage channel 

4 - Guadalupe Road 

to Mesquite Street 
Mesa Mesa 

ROW for portion from Guadalupe to 

1/2 mile south not currently owned 

nor maintained; occupied by drainage 

channel 

4 - Mesquite Street 

to Warner Road 
Apache Junction 

Apache 

Junction 

Transfer of ROW ownership & 

maintenance to Apache Junction is 

currently underway 

4 - Warner to 

Williams Field Road 

MCDOT and 

ASLD 
MCDOT 

Small portion of Mesa ROW from 

Starfire Avenue to Ray Road 

4 - Williams Field 

Road to SR24 

Mesa, MCDOT, 

Pinal County 
Mesa 

Mesa, MCDOT, Pinal County, but 

note from Mesa that they plan to 

maintain this segment 
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The meeting discussion concluded that the southernmost segment is currently in development review 

and will annex into Mesa. 

3.2 Roadway Cross Sections 
In previous meetings, the agencies agreed that the corridor would be developed as a four-lane arterial 

from Superstition Boulevard to Southern Avenue, south of which it would transition to a six-lane 

arterial.  Each agency has developed different cross-section standards for these arterial roadways.  In 

addition, relevant planning studies have also presented different cross-section standards.  A detailed list 

of the various cross-section dimensions was presented to the attendees for both the four-lane and six-

lane arterial standards.   

3.2.1 Four-lane Arterial Cross-section (Superstition Boulevard to Southern 

Avenue) 

Four-lane arterial options are shown below in Table 3-2. 

Table 3-2. Potential Four-lane Arterial Cross-Section Dimensions 

Agency/Source 
Lane 

Width 

Median 

Width 

Bike 

Lane 
Sidewalk 

Multiuse 

Path 

Total 

ROW 

Apache Junction 12’ 12’ 4’ 6’ n/a 100’ 

Mesa 11’ 16’ 6’ 6’ n/a 
130’ + 8’ 

PUFE 

Maricopa County  12’ 14’ 6’ 6’ n/a 110’ 

Pinal County  12’ 14’ 6.5’ 8-10’ n/a 110’ 

Superstition Vistas 

Development Master 

Plan 

11-

11.5’ 
15’ 6.5’ 5’ n/a 

130’ + 8’ 

PUFE 

Apache Junction Active 

Transportation Plan 
11 11 

6+1.5’ 

w/2’buffer 
8’ 10’+4’ 110’ 

 

Attendees agreed to proceed with the 110-foot cross section typical of Maricopa County, Pinal County, 

and the Apache Junction Active Transportation Plan. Apache Junction also confirmed that it was 

acceptable to omit the equestrian path noted in the Apache Junction Active Transportation Plan.  
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3.2.2 Six-lane Arterial Cross-section (Southern Avenue to SR-24) 

Six-lane arterial options are shown below in Table 3-3. 

Table 3-3. Potential Six-lane Arterial Cross-Section Dimensions 

Agency/Source 
Lane 

Width 

Median 

Width 

Bike 

Lane 
Sidewalk 

Multiuse 

Path 

Total 

ROW 

Apache Junction  12’ 12’ 4’ 6’ n/a 150’ 

Apache Junction LDH 12’ 16’ n/a 10’ n/a 110’ 

Mesa 11’ 16’ 6’ 6’ n/a 
130’ + 8’ 

PUFE 

Maricopa County 12’ 14’ 6’ 6’ n/a 130’ 

Pinal County 12-13’ 14’ 6.5’ 8-10’ n/a 150’ 

Superstition Vistas 

Development Master 

Plan 

11-

11.5’ 
15’ 6.5’ 5’ n/a 

130’ + 8’ 

PUFE 

Apache Junction Active 

Transportation Plan 
11’ 16’ 

6+1.5’ 

w/2’buffer 
n/a 10’/10’+4’ 150’ 

 

The attendee group confirmed that they are comfortable moving forward with the 130-foot cross 

section, acknowledging that drainage concerns should be accommodated within that right-of-way when 

appropriate.  

3.3 Alternatives Review  
The meeting attendees were presented with initial alternatives that vary across the following four 

segments of the Meridian Road corridor: 

1. Superstition Boulevard to Southern Avenue 

2. Southern Avenue to Baseline Avenue 

3. Baseline Avenue to Guadalupe Avenue 

4. Guadalupe Avenue to SR 24 

The visualizations presented to the meeting attendees are attached to this memorandum in Appendix 

A.  
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3.3.1 Alternatives Overview 

A single alternative was presented for each segment, apart from Segment 3, for which 5 different initial 

alignments were developed. 

3.3.1.1 Segment 1 – Superstition Boulevard to Southern Avenue 

The initial alternative in Segment 1 is a four-lane arterial, centered roughly on the section-line alignment. 

3.3.1.2 Segment 2 –Southern Avenue to Baseline Avenue 

The initial alternative in Segment 2 transitions to six lanes south of Southern Avenue.  The alignment 

mimics the preferred interchange concept presented in ADOT’s 2018 Design Concept Report for US 

60, Superstition Freeway (Crismon Road-Ironwood Road). 

3.3.1.3 Segment 3 –Baseline Avenue to Guadalupe Road  

There are several constraints associated with Segment 3, including a shift in the section-line alignment, 

the presence of multiple earth fissures, a large drainage channel, and limited right-of-way.  Therefore, 

five initial alternatives (A-E) were presented for this segment. 

Alternative A is the only alternative that includes the roadway alignment shift north of Baseline Road to 

accommodate the section-line shift.  Therefore, Alternative A is centered along the section-line south of 

Baseline Avenue. 

Alternative B incorporates the section line shift between Baseline Avenue and Houston Avenue.  South 

of Houston Avenue, the alignment is centered along the section-line. 

Alternative C continues the north section-line alignment south along Pinal Drive and incorporates the 

westerly shift west to join the southern section-line alignment between Edge Street and Guadalupe 

Road.  The alignment joins the section-line. In the vicinity of Guadalupe Road. 

Alternative D is a hybrid between Alternatives B and C. It splits the roadway into a couplet, with the 

southbound lanes following the Alternative B alignment and the northbound lanes following the 

Alternative C alignment.   

Alternative E represents the greatest diversion from the section-line alignments.  The alignment swings 

east from Baseline Road, where is traverses the existing Delaware Drive alignment before swinging back 

to the west to join the section line alignment just south of Guadalupe Road. 

3.3.1.4 Segment 4 – Guadalupe Road to SR-24 

The initial alternative in Segment 4 is a six-lane arterial, centered roughly on the section-line alignment. 

3.3.2 Initial Evaluation  

Attendees were presented with key information to assist with evaluation of the presented alternatives. 

The full list of criteria for alternative evaluation is included in  

 

Table 3-4 and a detailed evaluation matrix is included in Appendix B.  
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Table 3-4. Alternatives Evaluation Criteria 

Compatibility with Adjacent Land Use Consider both present and future land uses 

Property Impacts 
Consider number of affected parcels, structures, and 

approximate ROW acreage 

Drainage-Fissure Impacts 
Consider number of fissures impacted, wash crossings, 

drainage structures impacted, open channel needs 

Utility Impacts Consider number of relocations required 

Design Exceptions Consider TAG discussion  

Public and Stakeholder Acceptance 
Consider public and stakeholder perceived pros and 

cons 

Cost  Consider cost to benefit ratio 

 

The location of earth fissures in segments two and three, specifically on the east side of the corridor, 

was a major discussion point. 

Fissures observed at the Hawk Rock feature are primarily the result of tension cracking. These fissures 

tend to form perpendicular to the flow of surface water, which is consistent with regional geological 

patterns. Since the 1950s, the area has experienced an estimated subsidence of approximately 5 feet—

significantly less than the subsidence observed in the Eloy area, which is closer to 20 feet. The State 

continues to monitor subsidence in the region as part of its ongoing geotechnical assessment efforts. 

3.3.3 Alternatives Discussion 

In Segment 1, it was noted that the initial cross-section and alignment had significant impacts to adjacent 

buildings.  It was agreed that it would be appropriate to consider reducing the cross-section, potentially 

narrowing the roadway to one travel lane in each direction north of Apache Trail.  

For Segment 2, DR Horton purchased a triangle of ASLD land located northwest of the interchange. As 

part of ongoing planning efforts, it is necessary to evaluate whether the proposed ADOT realignment of 

US will align with the development plans currently under consideration.  Also, ASLD raised concerns 

regarding the impact of Alternative A to land located southwest of the interchange, which is currently 

under application to ASLD, as well as access to existing properties on the east side of Meridian Road. 

Alternatives B-E encumbers less ASLD land in this area and maintains access to existing properties. 

The alignment shift associated with Alternative A, as discussed above, impacts the resulting alignments 

in Segment 3. Options B and C presented no major concerns with the attendees. Option D is not 
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favored due to its impact on land encumbrance. Option E may warrant further review to gain 

community buy-in, though there are concerns about the connectivity of Guadalupe. 

In addition to the specific alignment discussion, the group agreed that a design speed of 45 or 50 mph 

would be acceptable if needed to reduce property or utility conflicts.  The group also agreed that piping 

could be considered as an alternative to the open drainage channel. 

Upon review of the alternatives provided, meeting attendees selected preferences as follows: 

1. Option B 

2. Option C 

3. Option E 

4. No build option 

4 Evaluation Criteria Refinement 
The evaluation criteria should be expanded to ensure a more comprehensive analysis of all alternatives. 

Specifically, it is important to include existing jurisdiction as a factor in the evaluation process. 

Environmental impacts must also be added to the criteria to assess potential effects on the surrounding 

area. Additionally, building access should be considered to ensure adequate connectivity and usability. 

For each alternative, the cost of the basin and substructure options should be evaluated and compared. 

Lastly, level of service (LOS) and basic travel times should be included in the evaluation for both build 

and no-build scenarios to accurately capture transportation performance outcomes.  

5 Next Steps & Future Meetings 
The consultant team agreed to share the online tool and workshop materials with the attendees, with 

an expectation that they would use the materials to inform their agency leadership and solicit feedback.  

In addition, MAG and the consultant team will be scheduling individual agency leadership meetings prior 

to finalizing the alternatives development and review process.  The goal is to select a recommended 

alternative and develop a draft implementation plan by fall 2025. 
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Evaluation of Initial Corridor Alternatives: Segment 3 - Baseline Road to Guadalupe Road 

Alternative  Compatibility with Adjacent 
Land Use 

Property Impacts Drainage/Fissure Impacts Utility Impacts Design Exceptions Public & Stakeholder 
Acceptance 

No Build • Compatible with existing 
uses 

• Will deter future 
development as land will 
not be easily accessible and 
existing roadways will not 
accommodate future travel 
demands 

• none • none • none • none • Public has expressed desire 
for a continuous route 

• Potential stakeholder 
pros/cons 

A • Immediately adjacent to 
Sunland Springs Village 
community 

• Consistent with alignment 
depicted in Superstition 
Vistas TMP 

• May conflict with 
developing plans for the 
ASLD parcel NW of the 
Meridian/Baseline 
intersection 

• 16 affected parcels 
• 4 affected structures  
• 7.96 acres approximate 

ROW 

• 4 new culverts, 7 culvert 
extensions 

• 6 areas needing new storm 
drain systems 

• 3 Fissure Crossings 
• FCD Siphon Draw Channel 

needs to be tiled or 
relocated 

• FCD Powerline Floodway 
conflicts 

• 2 Transmission towers / 
encroaching on 
maintenance access 

• no pole relocations required 
• Other items? 

• none • Proximity to Sunland 
Springs Village community 

• Potential stakeholder 
pros/cons 

B • Increases distance from a 
portion of Sunland Springs 
Village community 

• Inconsistent with alignment 
depicted in Superstition 
Vistas TMP 

• May conflict with future 
Superstition Vistas plans for 
the ASLD parcel SE of the 
Meridian/Baseline 
intersection 

• 14 affected parcels 
• 5 affected structures  
• 6.79 acres approximate 

ROW 

• 4 new culverts, 7 culvert 
extensions 

• 5 areas needing new storm 
drain systems 

• 2 Fissure Crossings 
• FCD Siphon Draw Channel 

needs to be tiled or 
relocated 

• FCD Powerline Floodway 
conflicts 

• 2 Transmission towers / 
encroaching on 
maintenance access 

• 6 power pole relocations 
required 

• Communication lines on 
same poles relocations 
required 

• none • Lower proximity to Sunland 
Springs Village community 

• Potential stakeholder 
pros/cons 



        Meridian Road Corridor Study  

2 

Alternative Compatibility with Adjacent 
Land Use 

Property Impacts Drainage/Fissure Impacts Utility Impacts Design Exceptions Public & Stakeholder 
Acceptance 

C • Increases distance from a
greater portion of Sunland
Springs Village community

• Greater impacts to the
existing commercial area 

• Inconsistent with alignment
depicted in Superstition
Vistas TMP

• May conflict with future
Superstition Vistas plans for
the ASLD parcel SE of the
Meridian/Baseline
intersection

• May result in more easily
developed ASLD parcel
between Baseline and
Houston

• 7 affected parcels
• 11 affected structures
• 20.53 acres approximate

ROW 

• 6 new culverts, 7 culvert
extensions

• 4 areas needing new storm
drain systems

• 5 Fissure Crossings
• FCD Siphon Draw Channel

needs a bridge crossing
• FCD Powerline Floodway

conflicts

• 2 Transmission towers /
encroaching on
maintenance access

• 17 power pole relocations
required 

• Communication lines on
same poles relocations
required

• 2 electrical transformers
• 1 Communication pedestal

• none • Least proximity to Sunland
Springs Village community

• Potential stakeholder
pros/cons

D • Increases distance from a
portion of Sunland Springs
Village community and
decreases traffic volume
due to single direction

• Inconsistent with alignment
depicted in Superstition
Vistas TMP

• May conflict with future
Superstition Vistas plans for
the ASLD parcel SE of the
Meridian/Baseline
intersection

• Creates multiple parcels for
the ASLD parcel between
Baseline and Houston

• 29 affected parcels
• 13 affected structures
• 20.88 acres approximate

ROW

• 6 new culverts, 7 culvert
extensions

• 5 areas needing new storm
drain systems

• 5 Fissure Crossings
• FCD Siphon Draw Channel

needs to be tiled or
relocated (southbound) and
needs a bridge crossing
(northbound)

• FCD Powerline Floodway
conflicts

• 2 Transmission towers /
encroaching on
maintenance access

• 16 power pole relocations
required

• Communication lines on
same poles relocations
required

• 2 electrical transformers
• 1 Communication pedestal

• none • Lower proximity to Sunland
Village community and
lower volume due to single
direction of traffic

• Potential stakeholder
pros/cons
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Alternative  Compatibility with Adjacent 
Land Use 

Property Impacts Drainage/Fissure Impacts Utility Impacts Design Exceptions Public & Stakeholder 
Acceptance 

E • Provides greatest distance 
from Sunland Springs 
Village community 

• Impacts a smaller portion of 
the existing commercial 
area 

• Inconsistent with alignment 
depicted in Superstition 
Vistas TMP 

• May conflict with future 
Superstition Vistas plans for 
the ASLD parcel SE of the 
Meridian/Baseline 
intersection and south of 
Guadalupe 

• May result in more easily 
developed ASLD parcel 
between Baseline and 
Houston 

• Would make Guadalupe 
discontinuos 

• 25 affected parcels 
• 13 affected structures  
• 32.92 acres approximate 

ROW 

• 8 new culverts, 7 culvert 
extensions 

• 4 areas needing new storm 
drain systems 

• 9 Fissure Crossings 
• FCD Siphon Draw Channel 

needs a bridge crossing 
• FCD Powerline Floodway 

conflicts 

• 2 Transmission towers / 
encroaching on 
maintenance access 

• 15 power pole relocations 
required 

• Communication lines on 
same poles relocations 
required 

• 2 electrical transformers 
• 3 Communication 

pedestals 

• Yes 
 
• Design Speed is reduced 

from 55mph to 45mph due 
to the horizontal curvature. 

• Greatest distance from 
Sunland Village community 

• Discontinuity of Guadalupe 
favorable to Sunland Village 
community 

• Potential stakeholder 
pros/cons 
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1.1 Overview 
The Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG), in partnership with the cities of Apache 
Junction and Mesa, the counties of Maricopa and Pinal, and the Arizona Department of 
Transportation, conducted the Meridian Road Corridor Study to evaluate long-term 
transportation improvements between Superstition Boulevard and State Route 24. Avenue 
Consultants led public involvement and community outreach activities in coordination 
with agency partners to ensure broad community awareness, gather geographically 
specific feedback, and provide meaningful engagement opportunities throughout the study 
process. 

Engagement activities were executed in two structured phases aligned with study 
development. Outreach tools included public open houses, comment forms, interactive 
mapping, direct mail notifications, paid media, social media coordination, website 
updates, and direct stakeholder distribution.  

 
Study Map Area 

1.2 Public Engagement Framework 
To inform study outcomes, two phases of public engagement were facilitated, which 
included the following strategies: 
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• Identification of target audiences including residents, HOAs, business owners, 
developers, freight stakeholders, senior communities, and institutional 
stakeholders. 

• Development of clear, consistent key messages explaining study purpose, 
constraints, and decision-making authority. 

• Deployment of multiple engagement tools to increase participation opportunities, 
including two in-person meetings, an online interactive comment map in addition to 
an online comment form available at 
https://azmag.gov/Programs/Transportation/Freeways-and-Highways/Meridian-
Road-Corridor-Study, mailed notifications, and social media posts through partner 
coordination. 

• Bilingual communications in English and Spanish. 
• Comprehensive tracking and documentation of all feedback. 

The strategy was intentionally phased as follows: 

• Phase 1 focuses on introducing the study, identifying existing issues, and gathering 
baseline community concerns. 

• Phase 2 focused on presenting alignment alternatives and collecting targeted 
feedback on corridor concepts and potential impacts. 

1.3 Phase 1 Engagement 

Public Open House #1 – February 11, 2025 

The first public open house introduced the corridor study and established a foundation for 
ongoing dialogue with the community. More than 115 participants attended. The meeting 
presented study objectives, shared initial traffic and safety data, outlined anticipated 
growth considerations, and gathered community input on existing transportation 
challenges and priorities. 

The event followed a drop-in open-house format without a formal presentation to maximize 
flexibility and promote direct, one-on-one discussion. Fifteen project team members were 
available to engage with attendees and document input. 

(Supporting meeting materials and sign-in documentation are provided in Appendix B.) 

Purpose 

The first open house was designed to: 

• Introduce the study scope and corridor limits. 

https://azmag.gov/Programs/Transportation/Freeways-and-Highways/Meridian-Road-Corridor-Study
https://azmag.gov/Programs/Transportation/Freeways-and-Highways/Meridian-Road-Corridor-Study
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• Present initial traffic data and safety considerations. 
• Collect early input on transportation challenges. 
• Establish transparency and trust at project launch. 

Open House Format 

The open-house format maximized accessibility and allowed attendees to engage directly 
with technical team members. MAG and consultant staff members were present to answer 
questions and document input. 

Participants provided input through: 

• Direct discussion with project staff. 
• Written comments on roll plots. 
• In-person comment forms. 
• Online comment form and interactive map submissions. 

  

Materials 

Materials included: 

• Project fact sheet. 
• Poster boards outlining study background and corridor characteristics. 
• Large aerial roll plots. 
• Comment form. 

All materials were provided in English and Spanish and included Title VI language. 
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(Examples of outreach materials and meeting exhibits are included in Appendix B.) 

Phase 1 Comment Form Results 

A total of 387 comment form responses were collected through online and hand-delivered 
distribution. 

Comment forms were distributed directly to RV resorts, mobile home parks, HOAs, 
libraries, and community facilities within the corridor area. This targeted distribution 
strategy helped increase participation among senior communities and seasonal residents. 

Comment form responses reflected strong interest in improving north-south connectivity 
while simultaneously highlighting concerns related to neighborhood traffic, safety, noise, 
and quality of life. 

Key themes included: 

• Need for north-south connectivity. 
• Traffic congestion concerns. 
• Safety issues at intersections. 
• Drainage and flooding impacts. 
• Desire for bike lanes and pedestrian infrastructure. 
• Strong opposition to increased traffic through senior communities. 

(A full dataset of comment form responses is documented in Appendix C.) 

Phase 1 Interactive Comment Map 

During Phase 1, 68 comments were submitted through the online interactive map. 
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This platform allowed respondents to drop pins at specific geographic locations and 
categorize comments under defined issue areas including safety, congestion, drainage, 
access, and bike/pedestrian needs. The map provided valuable spatial insight into 
recurring concerns and corridor-specific conflict points. 

Comments were categorized as: 

• Safety 
• Intersection 
• Traffic Congestion 
• Drainage/Flooding 
• Bike/Pedestrian 
• Access 
• Other 

(A complete listing of interactive map comments is included in Appendix C.) 

Phase 1 Publicity 

Notification methods included: 

• 13,766 postcards mailed via USPS Every Door Direct Mail. 
• Advertisements in Mesa Tribune, PrensaArizona, and Apache Junction Independent. 
• Partner social media postings across MAG, Mesa, Apache Junction, and Pinal 

County accounts. 
• Website updates and email notifications. 
• Project website updates and targeted email distribution supported the campaign. 

(Examples of outreach notifications and advertisements are provided in Appendix A.) 

1.4 Phase 2 Engagement 

Public Open House #2 – October 1, 2025 

The second public open house focused on presenting three alignment alternatives and 
evaluating potential corridor configurations. More than 75 people attended. 

(Meeting sign-in records and event documentation are included in Appendix B.) 

Purpose 

The purpose of the meeting was to present alternative alignments, discuss traffic modeling 
results, identify potential impacts, and gather feedback to inform refinement of corridor 
recommendations. Approximately 25 staff members were present to facilitate discussion 
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and document comments. Participants provided input through written roll plot comments, 
physical comment forms, and online submissions. 

Open House Format 

The event again followed a drop-in open-house format to promote direct dialogue. 
Approximately 25 MAG and consultant staff members were present to facilitate discussion. 
Participants provided comments via: 

• Written comments on roll plots. 
• Physical and online comment form. 
• Online interactive map. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

         

 

 

 

 

 

(Copies of comment forms and meeting materials are provided in Appendix B.) 

Phase 2 Comment Forms: Feedback on Alignment Alternatives  

A total of 127 comment form responses were collected during Phase 2. The number of 
comment responses by zip code is as follows: 
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(The complete set of submitted comment forms is documented in Appendix C.) 

These responses provided structured feedback on alignment preferences, intersection 
treatments, drainage considerations, noise concerns, and community compatibility. Three 
alternatives were presented during the open house and included in the comment form 
where people were able to indicate whether they agreed or disagreed and provide 
comments about each. The alternatives presented were as follows: 

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70

85012

85120

85208

85209

85212

Not Provided

Alternative 1 

Alternative 2 
Alternative 3 
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Written feedback submitted through the comment form was reviewed to evaluate overall 
sentiment toward each corridor alternative. Responses that contained substantive 
feedback were categorized as supportive, opposed, or neutral/mixed in tone. “No 
Comment” responses were excluded from analysis. 

The alternatives that received the highest share of supportive feedback were as follows: 

Alternative 2 — 25% Supportive Sentiment. 
Alternative 2 proposes connecting Guadalupe Road to a new Meridian Road alignment 
south of Baseline Road to improve east–west mobility while maintaining regional north–
south connectivity. This concept received the highest relative level of positive sentiment 
among the three alternatives. Supportive comments frequently described this option as a 
“better” or more balanced approach compared to other alignments. However, respondents 
also raised concerns related to traffic increases near residential areas and the need for 
speed management and intersection controls. 

Alternative 3 — 19% Supportive Sentiment. 
Alternative 3 establishes a new north–south connection between Elliot Road and SR 24 to 
strengthen regional system continuity and support long-term travel demand. Feedback 
indicated moderate support, particularly from respondents who emphasized regional 
mobility and future growth planning. At the same time, several comments reflected 
concerns regarding traffic redistribution and potential impacts to nearby communities. 

Alternative 1 — 14% Supportive Sentiment. 
Alternative 1 extends Meridian Road south of Baseline Road with a realigned intersection 
configuration to improve north–south corridor continuity. This alternative received the 
lowest level of supportive feedback and the highest concentration of opposition. Many 
comments cited concerns related to safety, increased traffic volumes through 
established neighborhoods, impacts to the retirement communities, and potential 
changes to community character. 

Overall, the feedback reflects a community prioritizing safety, neighborhood 
preservation, and traffic management, while recognizing the need to address long-term 
regional mobility and future growth pressures within the corridor. 

Phase 2 Interactive Comment Map 

An additional 78 comments were received during the Phase 2 comment period. Thematic 
coding identified dominant issue areas including: 

• Traffic operations and network performance. 



 || 9 Meridian Road Corridor Study: Public Involvement Summary Report 
 

 || 9 
 

• Public safety. 
• Community quality of life. 
• Senior community impacts. 
• Drainage and environmental concerns. 
• Alignment and design strategy. 
• Regional connectivity. 
• Freight and heavy vehicle impacts. 

(All interactive map submissions are compiled in Appendix C.) 

1.5 Cumulative Outreach Metrics 
Across both engagement phases, outreach efforts achieved: 

• Phase 1 
o More than 115 attendees at Open House #1. 
o 387 comment form responses. 
o 68 interactive map comments. 

• Phase 2 
o Over 75 attendees at Open House #2. 
o 127 comment form responses. 
o 78 interactive map comments. 

• Over 28,000 total postcard mailings combined across both meetings. 
• Multiple newspaper placements across three publications. 
• Extensive social media coordination with partner agencies. 

(Supporting outreach materials, meeting documentation, and comment databases 
referenced in this report are provided in Appendices A–C.) 

1.6 Key Recurring Themes Identified Across Both Phases 

Connectivity and Access 

Strong interest in completing north-south connections between US 60 and SR 24, 
alongside strong opposition from specific residential communities concerned about 
quality-of-life impacts. 

Safety 

Requests for improved intersection alignment, signalization, turn lanes, median 
treatments, speed management, and enforcement. 
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Senior Community Impacts 

Significant concern from Sunland Springs Village residents regarding increased traffic 
volumes, golf cart crossings, pedestrian safety, noise, and property values. 

Traffic Congestion 

Mixed feedback. Some respondents strongly supported expansion to alleviate congestion, 
while others opposed any corridor extension. 

Drainage and Flood Control 

Repeated comments requesting review of existing drainage channels, flood retention, and 
earth fissure impacts. 

Multimodal Infrastructure 

High demand for sidewalks, separated bike lanes, multi-use paths, and safer crossings. 

Quality of Life and Environmental Concerns 

Requests for landscaping, sound walls, dark-sky lighting compliance, and reduced heavy 
truck traffic. 

(Themes summarized in this section were derived from analysis of comment forms and 
interactive map submissions documented in Appendix C.) 

1.7 Documentation and Reporting 
All outreach activities were formally documented, including: 

• Mail distribution records 
o Postcards (Appendix A) 

• Newspaper advertisements (Appendix A) 
• Social media posts (Appendix A) 
• Meeting handouts and materials (Appendix B) 
• Meeting attendance and sign-in sheets (Appendix B) 
• Comment form responses (Appendix C) 
• Interactive comment map submissions (Appendix C) 

Comments were categorized and summarized for integration into the technical evaluation 
process. Engagement findings were presented to the study team to inform alternative 
refinement and corridor recommendation development.  
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1.8 Conclusion 
The Meridian Road Corridor Study engagement program implemented a structured, phased 
outreach strategy that successfully: 

• Introduced the project to the community early in the process. 
• Gathered baseline data and perception feedback. 
• Presented alternatives and collected focused input. 
• Engaged corridor stakeholders. 
• Documented diverse and often competing community perspectives. 
• Provided actionable insights to inform corridor planning decisions. 

Through two public open houses, extensive comment form participation, interactive 
mapping tools, direct mail outreach, paid media placements, and coordinated digital 
engagement, the study team ensured that stakeholders were informed and provided 
meaningful opportunities to shape corridor planning decisions. 

Public input revealed strong and often competing perspectives regarding connectivity, 
safety, neighborhood preservation, and long-term growth management. The documented 
feedback provides a defensible foundation for future corridor planning decisions and 
subsequent design phases.
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APPENDIX A 
Public Outreach Materials and Notifications 
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APPENDIX B 
Public Meeting Documentation and Materials 
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APPENDIX C 
Public Comment and Interactive Comment Map Data 







69 Traffic-Congestion Meridian Rd between (E. University Rd / W. Superstition Blvd) and E. Apache Trl

This roadway between Superstition and Apache Trl should be widened to two lanes in both directions(there appears to be room to do so already, with sections of 2 lanes present at the beginning of the 
stretch), a bicycle lane and sidewalk provided as well.

Retirees live in the communities adjacent and should be able to walk/bike on a hard surface to the intersection, congestion is a problem in this area due to it being one lane as well. 3/5/2025, 2:37 PM

67 Traffic-Congestion Meridian will never fix the Queen Creek issue. Build a freeway going south. 

I've read all of the comments and so far no one has addressed the elephant on the room. The major traffic issue is that there is currently NO major artillery road, i,e, freeway going north and south to Queen 
Creek. The current surface streets system is plenty adequate for local traffic. It is not adequate for the massive amount of traffic coming from and to Queen Creek. If the state would concentrate on turning 
Ironwood into a freeway that ties into the 60, the 24 and south to Queen Creek the problem would go away. The proposed Meridian project isn't even a good bandaid on the real problem. Trying to use 
surface roads to move traffic to and from Queen Creek will not work and the money would be far better spent toward a real access road (feeway) from 60 to Queen creek. Even widening Ironwood will still 
leave a bottleneck at the traffic lights at the 60. Needs to be a freeway intercahnge or it's a further waste of resources. 3/3/2025, 6:35 PM

71 Access Sunland Springs Village Please check your website as it looks like the comment section is full and will not accept any new comments. 3/13/2025, 8:19 AM

72 Drainage/Flooding Meridian Rd at powerlines
This portion of the future Meridian Rd is adjacent to an existing open drainage channel that funnels floodwaters to an open area south of the major powerlines.  Scope of this future road would need to 
alleviate the potential flooding. 3/13/2025, 10:56 AM

73 Traffic-Congestion Sunland Springs Village

Instead of having 2 intersections with stop lights, one at Baseline & Meridian and a second intersection with stop lights a block away when Meridian road turns south along the east wall of Sunland Springs 
Village.  It would make more sense to continue straight south at the existing stoplight at Meridian and Baseline.  Continue south for a couple of blocks to Pinal where a street already exists and continue south 
winding southwesterly and then connect to Elliot RD 3/18/2025, 4:39 PM

83 Bike/Pedestrian Meridian Rd south across US60 Highway

Our bike group of approximately 10-12 riders frequently ride out in the east valley near the Mesa/AJ border and south into the Queen Creek area. We have very few options to safely ride when transition 
north-to-south across the US60 highway. I would like to see the development of Meridian road as it crosses US60 as a bike-friendly path for bike use and the ability to connect to other current bike paths south 
of the highway. 8/22/2025, 2:58 PM

76 Safety Guadalupe & Meridian
Please do not extend Guadalupe east to a future Meridian Rd. Guadalupe is essentially a residential street (should be 25 mph) through Sunland Springs with foot, bicycle, golf cart traffic. Making Guadalupe an 
artery street will most likely end in tragedy. 4/3/2025, 10:05 AM

75 Other road alignment with Maricopa County

Upon hearing the discussion on financing, it raised questions about obvious assumptions arising about how the planning is being influenced by the finances of the various interested government entities.  In 
looking at the map, it appears that the primary alignment that should be considered is to extend straight south where Meridian intersects with Baseline, or simply expand Ironwood instead.  However, I sense 
that Pinal County and AJ don’t have the funds to pay their share for road improvements in this area, so their burden is being dumped on the taxpayers of Maricopa County through MAG and the recent tax 
proposition.  Consequently, the primary alignment seems to be set along the county borders so that the agencies can justify having Maricopa County foot most of the bill.  This is not proper for Maricopa 
County taxpayers who don’t need this road.  Sun Springs Village's HOA and sub-HOAs will not be able to afford landscaping maintenance along Meridian and an extension of Guadalupe Rd.  3/25/2025, 3:43 PM

74 Intersection Meridian Road Corridor 

 I completely disagree with the proposed plan connecting Meridian Road as shown on your map. I support the alternate route proposal to continue Meridian Road at the stop light on Baseline and continue 
straight south for about 1000 yards onto Pinal Ave for two blocks and slowly curve over to the Meridian Road extension north of Elliot Road to bypass SSV completely. The original proposal will not only  cost 
millions of dollars but will substantially reduce the quality of life for the residents that live in Sunland Springs Village, as well as its surrounding communities. The proposed road will be against the east wall of 
the community. It will cause noise, air pollution, as well as light pollution, and completely ruin property values. If you connect Pinal Rd to Meridian, it will bypass ALL residential areas and SAVE US MILLIONS 
OF DOLLARS! 3/21/2025, 4:18 PM

82 Bike/Pedestrian Main St. to Guadalupe

Just met with transportation officials from the City of Mesa, and my councilmember Alicia Goforth about this exact subject of Meridian Rd. They clued me in on this study. We spoke at length about Meridian 
and its potential as a north-south bike path connector with the new bike lanes being built on Main. Meridian, as it crosses the 60, has minimal freeway access which would make it an excellent choice for 
cyclists wanting to skirt other problematic and dangerous 60 over/underpasses where bike lanes disappear. Few choices exist for the cyclist between Clearview overpass in East Mesa and A.J. Building safe 
bike lanes and sidewalks along this north-south corridor solve a lot of problems and as it is mostly residential, would be a great asset in enhancing multimodal transportation. 8/18/2025, 3:32 PM

80 Access Meridian and Baseline Please connect and widen Meridian to Baseline. Any accident at Signal Butte and Elliot essentially cuts off residents of Mountain Ranch, Meridian Point, and Mountain Heights. 6/9/2025, 3:16 PM

81 Access Baseline and Meridian I would recommend an S curve to connect Meridian going south from I60. The S should be south of Baseline to minimize rapid lane changes to access the I60 ramps as seen at Signal Butte. 6/9/2025, 3:16 PM

79 Traffic-Congestion

As a resident of Sunland Springs Village, I support our HOA president’s proposal to continue Meridian Road at the stop light on Baseline to continue south for about 1,000 yards onto Pinal Avenue for two 
blocks and slowly curve over to the Meridian Road extension north of Elliot thus bypassing SSV entirely. Or consider elevating Meridian Road over the industrial park in order to connect at Elliot Road. For 
many reasons, it is best if Guadeloupe Road remains a dead end. 5/16/2025, 9:09 AM

78 Bike/Pedestrian Baseline to Superstition, especially crossing Broadway and Apache Trail.

BIKE LANES!
BIKE LANES!
I don't care where or how you align Meridian or if every NIMBY complainer in Sunland Springs doesn't want it. Pave it, make it wide and beautiful and safe for pedestrians and bicycles! 
PS- Meridian needs culvert crossings between Broadway and Southern. It always overtops and is dangerous in even moderate rains...For example, there is usually several inches of standing water covering the 
intersection of Meridian and Southern during a rain event. 4/21/2025, 1:43 PM

77 Other Requesting a raised berm and wall to abate traffic noise. 4/16/2025, 10:27 AM

84 Intersection Guadalupe and Meridian

I live in Sunland Springs and attended the informational meeting last week.  What stood out most for me was how it was stressed that this is needed for North-South access from SR24 to Hwy 60.  Would it 
make sense, safety wise and financially, to just not connect Guadalupe to Meridian? Guadalupe is basically a residential street, and to connect it to Meridian (for safety) would no doubt require at least 2 
traffic lights on Guadalupe to make it safe for the residents.  Would it not also be a financial win to not build the intersection onto Meridian and not have to install traffic lights on Guadalupe and build an 
entire new intersection? With a widened Baseline and with the East-West road on Elliot, I would think, another east-west connection should not be neccessary.  Especially with north-south traffic the main 
reason to build the road. 
Seems like a win-win for all involved. Save a bunch of money and leave Guadalupe safe for the residents. 10/28/2025, 10:40 AM
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1 Introduction 

1.1 Study Objectives 
The southeast valley has been growing rapidly over the past several years, with increases in traffic along 

US 60 (Superstition Freeway), SR 24, and the surrounding arterial system. The north-south arterial 

streets in the area, including Meridian Road, provide essential access to the east-west freeways. 

Together, these roadways serve a high volume of commuter and freight travel between the southeast 

valley and the rest of the region. This growth trend is anticipated to continue, and additional 

transportation infrastructure improvements are needed, including improvements to Meridian Road.  

This comprehensive corridor study will address transportation planning needs outlining the current 

conditions and identifying key future roadway improvements and infrastructure between Superstition 

Boulevard and SR 24. Areas of consideration are vehicular transportation classifications, safety, 

accessibility, and transportation systems as it relates to the following four objectives: 

» Evaluate how new development will affect Meridian Road and the surrounding transportation 

system. 

» Identify the number of lanes, intersection configurations, and pedestrian and bicycle facilities 

needed to support future travel needs along Meridian Road. 

» Consider corridor alignment options and future right-of-way requirements for new connections 

from Baseline Road to Elliot Road and Ray Road to SR 24. 

» Engage stakeholders and the public to develop consensus on the resulting recommendations. 

1.2 Study Area 
The Meridian Road Corridor study area, depicted in Figure 1-1 on the following page, spans 8.5 miles 

between University Drive/Superstition Boulevard to the north and SR 24 in the south. This section of 

Meridian Road rests on the border between Maricopa County and Pinal County as well as the cities of 

Mesa and Apache Junction.  

This study was done in partnership with the City of Apache Junction, City of Mesa, Maricopa County, 

Pinal County, and the Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) who owns and maintains the 

section of the corridor proximate to the US 60 interchange. The Arizona State Land Department 

(ASLD) owns a significant amount of land along the corridor and is also a key stakeholder in this study. 

The Meridian Road alignment within the study area contains approximately 5.5 miles of existing paved 

roadway. There are currently two unpaved segments of the corridor that create gaps in continuity of 

the roadway. One gap exists between Baseline Road and Guadalupe Road and another between Ray 

Road and SR 24.  

The characteristics of the corridor north of the US 60 interchange (North Section) are notably different 

than that south of the interchange (South Section). 
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Figure 1-1. Merdian Road Corridor Study Area 
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The North Section spans 2.5 miles between Superstition Boulevard and US 60.  It consists primarily of 

one lane in each direction and is a designated truck route. Additionally, this segment includes soft 

shoulders, no bicycle lanes, intermittent sidewalks, and a speed limit of 35 mph. The adjacent land is 

largely developed, primarily by residential development on both sides of the roadway, with intermittent 

commercial uses. 

Joining the North and South sections is a partial interchange at US 60, which provides access to and 

from the west only. 

The South Section of the corridor is approximately six miles long and runs from US 60 to SR 24. Within 

this section, Meridian Road is discontinuous between Baseline Road and Elliot Road and again between 

Ray Road and SR 24. The constructed portions of the roadway consist primarily of three-lanes, 

providing one travel lane per direction with a center turn lane.  This represents a “half-street” 

improvement, or construction of the western half of a roadway which will ultimately consist of six total 

travel lanes when constructed to its ultimate condition. Residential communities flank the western side 

of the corridor, with most of the land to the east belonging to the ASLD.  A portion of this land 

between Elliot Road and Ray Road was recently sold and is currently being developed as an initial phase 

of a mixed-use master planned community. 

A notable feature of this Southern Section in the offset alignment at Baseline Road. This is a result of 

major roadways historically following the survey lines set out by the U.S. Geological Survey, referred to 

as the Arizona Section Township and Range or “grid system”. South of Baseline Road, the townships 

shift slightly west of their neighboring townships to the north, leading to an offset. 

1.3 Purpose and Need 
Based on population growth projections estimated by the Maricopa Association of Governments 

(MAG), the City of Mesa and the City of Apache Junction are expected to grow significantly over the 

next 25 years. The City of Mesa is forecasted to grow by 20 percent and the City of Apache Junction is 

forecasted to double in population size (see Figure 3-7 and Figure 3-8 for more details). Improvements 

to Meridian Road are needed to accommodate the additional travel demand associated with this growth, 

as well as provide corridor continuity and improved access to both US 60 and SR 24.  
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2 Literature Review 
There are numerous previous planning efforts that will inform the development of the long-range vision 

for the Meridian Road corridor.  The following provides a brief overview of many of these relevant 

studies.  

2.1 Meridian Road Corridor Study 2013 
Figure 2-1. Alternative Alignment, Meridian Road Corridor Study 2013 

A corridor study for Meridian Road 

was previously conducted in 2013 to 

assess the improvements necessary 

to meet the future demand for a 

2035 horizon year. The study 

recommended the preferred 

alignment of the roadway, shown in 

Figure 2-1.  The alignment followed 

the existing section line with an 

eastward shift between Williams 

Field Road and Pecos Road to avoid 

impacting residential developments, 

The study also suggested a reverse 

curve from US-60 to Baseline Road 

to accommodate a shift in the 

section line but indicated that 

additional considerations would need 

to be made as the proposed 

alignment would pass through an 

area of land subsidence and earth 

fissures. 

The study suggests long-term (2025-

2035) improvements to Meridian 

Road including widening to four lanes 

from Lost Dutchman Boulevard to Southern Avenue and completing the SR 24/Meridan Road Traffic 

Interchange by 2035. Ultimate build-out, beyond 2035, would see Meridian Road widened to a six-lane 

section between Southern Avenue and Germann Road. 
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2.2 ADOT Design Concept Report (DCR) – US 60 (Crismon Road – 
Ironwood Drive) 

This report discusses the conceptual design for US-60 (Superstition Freeway) between Crismon Road 

and Ironwood Drive. A traffic interchange (TI) at Meridian Road is evaluated as a part of the conceptual 

design with eight identified alternatives (A-H). A screening process was conducted by the Project Team 

that led to the initial identification of the Recommended Alternative. The Recommended Alternative 

was selected based on an evaluation of the geometric design criteria, benefits to traffic operations, 

environmental considerations, right-of-way acquisition requirements and utility impacts, construction 

costs, conformance with adopted regional transportation plans, public agency input and public 

participation. The recommended alternative includes the following improvements: 

• Add one general-purpose lane in the eastbound direction between Crismon Road and Ironwood 

Drive 

• Add one general-purpose lane in the westbound direction between Crismon Road and Ironwood 

Drive 

• Extend the existing eastbound HOV lane from Ellsworth Road to Meridian Road 

• Extend the existing westbound HOV lane from Crismon Road to Signal Butte Road 

• Add auxiliary lanes in each direction between successive service interchange entrance and exit 

ramps 

Ultimately, the study concludes that a TI would only be feasible from a budgetary standpoint with a 

westward shift of the Meridian Road alignment at that location, shown in Figure 2-2. The existing 

alignment and an eastward shift would require expensive right-of-way acquisitions and structural 

constraints.  Figure 2-3 illustrates the ultimate interchange configuration that would provide full access 

to both the east and west. 

Figure 2-2. Preferred Meridian Road Alignment, US-60 TI 
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Figure 2-3. ADOT DCR Recommended Alternative 

 

 

2.3 Maricopa Associations of Governments (MAG) Regional 
Transportation Plan 2050 (RTP) 

The MAG Regional Transportation Plan, Momentum 2050, forecasts the vision for transportation 

development in Maricopa County through the horizon year 2050. The MAG RTP cites six regional goals 

for the transportation network:  

1. Safety 

2. Mobility  

3. Prosperity 

4. Responsiveness 

5. Livability 

6. Preservation 

Improvements recommended for Meridian Road should support these goals. While the RTP does not 

detail projects specific to the Meridian Road corridor, it is supported by a Transportation Improvement 

Program (TIP) which outlines specific projects that are planned within a five-year window.  



Meridian Road Corridor Study: Technical Memorandum – Existing & Future Conditions 

 || 7 

   

2.3.1 FY 2025-2030 MAG TIP 

The most current TIP list of projects published by MAG includes projects from FY 2025 through FY 

2030. Table 2-1 on the following page lists relevant projects in the TIP that directly impact Meridian 

Road or the surrounding roadways. 

 

Table 2-1. Related Projects MAG TIP FY 2025-2030, Maricopa County 

MAG TIP FY 2025 – FY 2030 

MAG ID #  Primary Roadway Location Details 

2133 Meridian Road 
Ranch Rd to 

Germann Rd 

0.5 mile widening 2 lanes to 4 lanes; 

completed in 2022 

3538 Meridian Road 
2035’ S. of Ocotillo 

to Riggs Rd 

1 mile of new roadway construction, 6 

lane section; in progress 2022 

19716 Meridian Road 
Germann Rd to 

SR24 

1.5 miles of new roadway construction, 

2 lane section; completed in 2022 

6186 
SR 24 (Williams 

Gateway) 

Meridian Rd to 

Ironwood Rd 

1 mile widening 4 lanes to 6 lanes and 

grade separated interchanges; planned 

through 2030 

21089 
SR 24 (Williams 

Gateway) 

SR 202L to Meridian 

Rd Phase 2 

3.1 mile widening 4 lanes to 6 lanes and 

grade separated interchanges; planned 

through 2030 

49548 US 60 (Apache Trail) 
Sossaman Rd to 

Meridian Rd 

5 miles of sidewalk, lighting, and 

pavement rehabilitation; in progress 

through 2025 

45554 McKellips Road 
Crismon Rd to 

Meridian Rd 

2 miles of new roadway construction 

with ROW acquisition; planned for 

2026 

1764 

Apache Trail and 

Superstition 

Boulevard 

Meridian Rd to SR 

88 

Design and construction of lighting; 

planned for 2024 

2294 Williams Field Road 
Crismon Road to 

Meridian Rd 

2.5 miles of new roadway construction, 

4 lane section; to be completed 2023 
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2.4 MAG Active Transportation Plan (ATP) 2020  
Similar to the RTP, the MAG Active Transportation Plan outlines goals for non-motorized 

transportation offerings in Maricopa County. The plan aims to increase mode-sharing and target physical 

activity public health goals by the year 2040 as well as achieve zero pedestrian and cyclist fatalities by 

2030. This plan is accompanied by specific projects outlined in the MAG TIP projects list, some of which 

intersect with the Meridian Road project area.  

The following projects were identified as directly impacting Meridian Road according to the MAG ATP 

online mapping tool for Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) Projects. Additional project details 

can be found in Table 2-1. 

» MAG ID 1764: safety project for design and construction at the intersection of North Meridian 

Road and West Apache Trail.  

» MAG ID 49548: Roads, Streets, and Bridges Project occurring on North Meridian Road and 

West Apache Trial.  

» MAG ID 45554: Road, Streets, and Bridges Project occurring at McKellips Road from Crismon 

Road to Meridian Road. 

2.5 MAG Regional Transit Framework Study Update 
The Regional Transit Framework Study Update developed transit demand projections and related 

indices to identify forecasted needs through year 2040.  It did not include any specific recommendations 

for the Meridian Road corridor.  

2.6 2025 Pinal County Strategic Transportation Safety Plan 
The 2025 Pinal County Strategic Transportation Safety Plan was written with intent to promote a 

culture of safety and identify priority projects that can be later used to apply for implementation 

funding. This Plan identifies the intersection of Meridian Road and US 60 East (ramp) as a priority 

intersection based on the high crash frequency. Also mentioned in the Plan are public comments 

referencing the lack of infrastructure along Meridian Road and the need for widening due to increased 

traffic congestion. 

2.7 Pinal County Transit Feasibility Study 2011 
The feasibility study indicates that at the present time, no public transit service for the general public is 

available in Apache Junction. It noted that the city experiences high volumes of travel between other 

counties, and it is likely that transit needs in the city are similar to those in the eastern portion of Mesa. 

Extending similar types of transit – such as those provided by Valley Metro – across the county line into 

Apache Junction could be appropriate to provide connections to and from the Phoenix area. 

This feasibility study states that such a potential extension of Valley Metro services across the county 

line into Apache Junction to provide connections to and from the Phoenix area and/or dedicated 

services between Apache Junction and Maricopa County would improve public transit connectivity.  
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2.8 Pinal County Transit Governance Study 2021 
This study addresses future transit needs and potential implementation in Pinal County. The study 

examined existing characteristics within the County, such as population density and single vehicle 

households, to develop a Transit Needs Index indicative of potential transit ridership propensity.  The 

study suggested that Apache Junction exhibited a high level of transit needs, as depicted in Figure 2-4, 

though made no specific service recommendations. 

Figure 2-4. Transit Need Index, Pinal County 

 

 

2.9 Maricopa County Department of Transportation - Transportation 
System Plan 2040 

MCDOT’s Transportation System Plan (TSP) is used to guide the planning of limited resources in a large 

geographic area. The TSP 2040 establishes a plan for the future transportation needs of Maricopa 

County residents across three planning horizons – 2025, 2030, and 2040. Meridian Road is identified in 

the Recommended Project List from Baseline Road to Brown Road (4 miles) for the following needs: 

• Capacity, 

• Pedestrian, 

• Bicycle, 

• Safety, and 

• ITS.  
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2.10 Apache Junction General Plan Update 2020 
Figure 2-5. Apache Junction Transportation System 

The mission of the city’s 

economic development 

and transportation 

departments is to 

encourage favorable site 

selection or expansion 

decisions by business and 

industry and champion 

redevelopment and infill 

to achieve the highest 

and best use of 

commercial property. 

Their purpose is to 

ensure that the planning 

area offers diverse 

transportation 

infrastructure that 

enhances business 

opportunities that 

expand the local 

economy and allow 

residents to have quality 

employment close to 

where they live.  

Overall, the 

recommended 

transportation system 

contained and the 

General Plan Update, as 

depicted in Figure 2-5, 

references the 2019 Active Transportation Plan for much of the City’s transportation needs. The Plan 

stipulates that all reconstruction and maintenance projects shall reference the Active Transportation 

Plan (ATP) during the planning and design phase and include all items that are feasible for a particular 

project. Additionally, new road construction must implement all requisite recommendations of the ATP. 

The plan does highlight Meridian Road (referred to as Meridian Drive) as a key access point for the 

Usery Mountain Regional Park, which is a popular destination for a variety of outdoor activities 

indicating a high current demand and likely future demand on the roadway.   
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2.11 Apache Junction Active Transportation Plan 2019 
Figure 2-6. Standard Road Cross Sections, Apache Junction 

Developed in 2019, the Apache 

Junction Active Transportation Plan 

(ATP) will serve as the primary tool for 

deployment and integration of 

connected, comfortable facilities for 

bicyclists, pedestrians, equestrians, and 

other non-motorized modes within 

Apache Junction. This plan focuses on 

near-term and mid-term needs (one-to-

five years and six to ten years), while 

also identifying longer-term 

strategies—all built on the framework 

of an all ages and abilities network. The 

guiding principles of such a network 

focus on improving mobility options for 

residents, regardless of age or ability, by 

prioritizing connectivity among 

destinations and services through 

facilities that are comfortable and 

appropriate for a wide range of user 

groups. 

The plan includes typical street 

sections (see Figure 2-6), a map 

depicting the recommended roadway 

network classification and number of 

lanes (see Figure 2-7), and a list of 

future priority projects beyond the 

fiscal year 2022.  

The following projects (shown in the map below) are categorized as mid-term (5-20 year) priority 

projects and would impact the results of this study:   

Baseline Avenue Reconstruction (Meridian Road to Ironwood Road): Will include cross-section 

update to Major Arterial Standard Section with ADA improvements and a connection to the Central 

Arizona Project canal. 

Meridian Road Reconstruction (Baseline Avenue to McKellips Road): Will incorporate Major 

Arterial, Minor Arterial, and Rural Principal Arterial Standard Sections along with ADA improvements.  

  



Meridian Road Corridor Study: Technical Memorandum – Existing & Future Conditions 

 || 12 

   

Figure 2-7. 2019 ATP Recommended Future Lane and Street Classification, Apache Junction 
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2.12 2012 Apache Junction Comprehensive Transportation Study 
The 2012 Apache Junction Comprehensive Transportation Study was a joint effort by the City of 

Apache Junction and ADOT to develop a long-range multimodal transportation plan to address the 

City’s most critical current and future transportation needs. Meridian Road south of US 60 was 

identified as a segment of high congestion, resulting in an LOS E & F, as shown in the map below (Figure 

2-8). The Plan also states that south of US 60, traffic congestion on Meridian Road and Ironwood Drive 

increases significantly due to the north-south regional traffic exchange between Maricopa County and 

Pinal County south of the study area. The recommendations to improve the safety and congestion along 

Meridian Road include widening the Meridian Road corridor from Broadway Avenue to Baseline Avenue 

to four lanes, widening to six lanes from Apache Trail to Baseline Avenue, conducting intersection 

improvements at Meridian Drive and Southern Avenue, and extending the roadway from Baseline 

Avenue to Hunt Highway. 

Figure 2-8. Pinal County LOS Map 
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2.13 Mesa Transportation Master Plan 2024 
Mesa Transportation Master Plan presents a variety of roadway needs that will be implemented to 

create a transportation system that helps to improve safety and mobility for everyone. Based on 

forecasted growth and development in Mesa, several of the current roadways will not be able to meet 

future demand. Capacity related improvement needs, such as widening existing roadways and 

constructing new roadways, were evaluated to identity potential needs to alleviate existing or projected 

traffic congestion. Recommended needs include investments in the following types: 

» Roadway and Safety Needs 

» Pedestrian Needs 

» Bicycle Needs 

» Transit Needs 

2.13.1 Roadway Improvements 

The TMP highlights three future improvement projects along Meridian Road, shown in Figure 2-9, and 

an additional five improvement projects on directly adjacent roadways. Projects shown in red are short-

term improvements, yellow are mid-term, and green are long-term projects.  

Figure 2-9. Recommended Network Improvements, Mesa TMP, 2024 
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All direct improvement projects along Meridian Road are planned south of US 60. Project 40 is the 

planned extension from Baseline Road to Elliot Road which will be assessed in this study. Project 41 will 

be the second extension considered in this study, from Ray Road to SR 24. Project 51 is a long-term 

project to widen the Meridian Road corridor between Elliot Road and Ray Road, to accommodate any 

future demand generated by the new segments.  

Area projects that intersect Meridian Road within the study area are primarily road widening projects 

with one short-term project, two mid-term projects, and two long-term projects. These future efforts 

will impact the following intersections:  

» Southern Avenue and Meridian Road 

» McKellips Road and Meridian Road 

» Ray Road and Meridian Road 

2.13.2  Transit Improvements 

The 2050 TMP forecasts minimal transit development in the vicinity of Meridian Road. The closest route 

forecasted in a new circulator route that would connect to the nearest transit hub at located Power 

Road and US 60. This route would cover sections of Power Road, Broadway Road, Hawes Road, 

Southern Avenue, Signal Butte Road, and Baseline Road as shown in Figure 2-10. 

Figure 2-10. Future Transit Network Improvements, City of Mesa 

  



Meridian Road Corridor Study: Technical Memorandum – Existing & Future Conditions 

 || 16 

   

2.13.3 Multimodal Improvements 

The City of Mesa TMP also programmed additional multimodal projects by travel shed. This study 

crosses four unique travel sheds within the City of Mesa: US 60, Southeast Mesa, Northeast Mesa, and 

East Mesa. The following figures (Figure 2-11 to Figure 2-13) show the proposed improvements by 

travel shed.  

Figure 2-11. Multimodal Projects Southeast Mesa Travel Shed, City of Mesa 

Key multi-modal projects that are planned within the 

study area include:  

» S30: Sidewalk Gap Fill along Meridian Road from 

Brown Road to Baseline Road  

» Future Sidewalks on new Meridian Road segments  

Figure 2-11 shows multimodal projects in the plan-

designated “Southeast Travel Shed” in the vicinity of 

Meridian Road. Projects in this travel shed that would 

intersect with Meridian Road improvements include the 

following: 

» S25: Sidewalk Gap Fill along Baseline Road up to 

Meridian Road 

» Dashed pink lines (Key Project): Sidewalks on New 

Roads 

 

 

Figure 2-12. Multimodal Improvement US 60 Travel Shed, City of Mesa 
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Figure 2-13. Multimodal Improvement East Mesa Travel Shed, City of Mesa 

Figure 2-12 shows multimodal projects in the plan-

designated “US 60 Travel Shed” in the vicinity of 

Meridian Road. Projects in this travel shed that would 

intersect with Meridian Road improvements include the 

following: 

» S30 (Key Project): Sidewalk Gap Fill along Meridian 

Road from Brown Road to Baseline Road 

» P16: Future CAP Canal Shared Use Path  

Figure 2-13 shows multi-modal projects in the plan-

designated “East Travel Shed”. Some projects that 

intersect Meridian Road include:  

» S23: Sidewalk Gap Fill along University Drive to 

Meridian Road (MCDOT jurisdiction) 

» S17: Sidewalk Gap Fill along Broadway Road to 

Meridian Road (partial Maricopa County Department of 

Transportation (MCDOT) jurisdiction) 

» S18: Sidewalk Gap Fill along Southern Road to 

Meridian Road 

» B48: New Bicycle Facilities along Apache Trail to 

Meridian Road (MCDOT jurisdiction 

Figure 2-14. Recommended Upgrades to Existing Bicycle Facilities, City of Mesa 

Additional dedicated bicycle 

improvement projects were programed 

in the Mesa TMP, though none directly 

along Meridian Road. 

Figure 2-14 shows Signal Butte Road 

as a key corridor to evaluate for future 

facility updates, which would be 

opportunities to connect to facilities 

along Meridian Road. Two future shared 

use paths are also planned to connect 

with Meridian Road: a CAP canal path 

that intersects Meridian Road and US 

60 and a path that follows the SR 24 

alignment which would connect to the 

future junction of SR 24 and Meridian Road.  
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2.14 Mesa 2040 General Plan  
Mesa’s 2040 General Plan includes goals to improve mobility, reduce congestion, reduce air pollution, 

and provide more options for employees and residents to commute to and from work. This is done by 

emphasizing the movement of people and goods, rather than vehicles, and providing convenient 

transportation alternatives to driving alone. 

The 2040 Mesa General Plan makes no specific recommendations for Meridian Road. 

2.15 Town of Queen Creek and Pinal County Small Area 
Transportation Study (SATS) 

This study was conducted in 2021 to assess transportation needs along key corridors in Queen Creek: 

Meridian Road was included in this study as a key corridor, along with Ray Road. The 2021 SATS 

recommended that Meridian Road be widened to four lanes between Ray Road and SR 24 to 

accommodate travel demand through its 2030 horizon year.  

2.16 Transportation Master Plan for Auction and Retained Properties 
at Superstition Vistas 

In 2021, the City of Apache Junction approved this report which documented the transportation 

infrastructure necessary to support growth on over 8,000 acres of recently auctioned and retained 

property east of Meridian Road between Baseline Avenue and SR 24. The Plan documents the 

recommended roadway network, displayed in Figure 2-15, to support the development that would 

include over 28,000 new homes and approximately 1.4 million square feet of non-residential 

development. 

2.17 Superstition Vistas Multimodal Transportation Planning Study 
The 2025 Superstition Vistas Multimodal Transportation Planning Study is an ongoing study that will 

provide a framework for developing a coordinated, connected, and reliable interjurisdictional multimodal 

transportation network to accommodate development through 2050.  The study area is bound by 

Southern Avenue to the north, Arizona Farms Road to the south, Hawes Road to the west, and the US 

60 and SR 79 corridor to the east.  Future land use forecasts associated with this ongoing effort will 

inform future travel demand on the Meridian Road corridor.  
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Figure 2-15. Auction Property at Superstition Vistas Reommended Roadway Network 
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3 Existing Conditions 
An understanding of the existing conditions of the Meridian Road Study area is important to understand 

future growth potential and inform the recommendations of this study. The following information was 

collected: 

• Zoning and Land Uses 

• Socioeconomic Conditions 

• Existing Road Network 

• Crash and Safety Conditions 

• Traffic Operations 

• Drainage Conditions 

3.1 Existing Development 
The study area contains land within the incorporated boundaries of the cities of Mesa and Apache 

Junction as well as unincorporated Pinal and Maricopa Counties. In the North Section of the corridor, 

land west of the corridor largely resides within the incorporated boundaries of the City of Mesa.  In the 

South Section of the corridor, properties to the west largely lie within Mesa’s incorporated limits, while 

properties to the east are primarily within unincorporated Pinal County. ASLD currently owns several 

parcels along the South Section of the corridor as well. Existing land ownership is shown below in 

Figure 3-1. 

3.1.1 Zoning 

The existing zoning districts utilized by the City of Mesa, City of Apache Junction, Maricopa County and 

Pinal County that fall within the study area show that the majority of the planning area is primarily 

occupied by single‐family residential, agricultural, and farming‐related uses. 

The northern section of the study area is zoned as medium density single family housing. It is worth 

noting that there are several isolated areas of community commercial mainly at the corners of the major 

arterial intersections with future goals to create increased connectivity. Locations north of University 

Drive/Superstition Boulevard are primarily zoned low-density residential with open space. Between 

Southern Avenue and Baseline Road, the zoning is categorized as light industry/business park. Existing 

Zoning can be seen in Figure 3-2. 

3.1.2 Land Use 

From Apache Trail to Southern Avenue the primary land use is low to medium density residential, 

largely consisting of RV parks, with pockets of commercial development. Land between Southern 

Avenue and Baseline Road is primarily undeveloped land, with a small industrial area southeast of the US 

60 interchange. South of Baseline Road, the west side of Meridian Road consists primarily of a variety of 

residential communities with supporting neighborhood commercial uses. The east side is largely 

undeveloped, with the exception of the recent construction of the initial phase of a master planned 

community between Elliot Road and Ray Road. South of Ray Road, the land surrounding the Meridian 

Road alignment consists primarily of large-lot rural residential development. Existing land use can be 

seen in Figure 3-3.  
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Figure 3-1. Land Ownership 
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Figure 3-2. Existing Zoning 
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Figure 3-3. Existing Land Use 
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Employment hubs are predominately located in the City of Mesa and notable employers in this region 

include primarily manufacturing industries. Meridian Business Park in Mesa is an industrial park in the 

corridor area that serves as an employment base for thousands of employees. Specific employment data 

is discussed in Section 3.2 by municipality.  

3.2 Socioeconomic Conditions 
Socioeconomic conditions within a region play a significant role in estimating the efficiency of a 

transportation system. Analyzing these conditions is essential to understanding the impact of existing 

and future development along Meridian Road and the surrounding transportation network.  

Existing socioeconomic conditions, including population, households, and employment within the region, 

were obtained from MAG. The current total population within the Meridian Road Corridor study area 

is approximately 51,000, with total households of 23,000 and total employment of 11,100. These 

numbers represent the total socio-economic development (SED) within the study area, as displayed in 

the total population, households and employment figures below. 

3.2.1 Population 

As shown in Figure 3-4, the highest population concentrations within the study area are generally 

found in Mesa compared to surrounding communities. Notable population densities are observed in the 

area near the system interchange of US 60 and Loop 202; between Broadway Road and Southern 

Avenue; and along Signal Butte Road, particularly the area between Baseline Road and SR 24. 

Areas east of Meridian Road within the study area are currently undeveloped. Recent residential 

developments along Ray Road have gone vertical, bringing the first major residential population inside 

the study area within Pinal County. 

3.2.2 Housing 

Figure 3-5 below displays the 2025 total households. As of 2025, the highest concentrations of 

households within the Meridian Road Corridor study area are located in Mesa. Similar to the 

population, a high number of households are concentrated west of Loop 202, near the US 60 and Loop 

202 interchange. Additional clusters of households are observed between Broadway Road and Southern 

Avenue, along Guadalupe Road between Ellsworth Road and Meridian Road, and along Signal Butte Road 

between Baseline Road and SR 24. 

3.2.3 Employment 

As presented in Figure 3-6, the highest concentrations of existing employment within the Meridian 

Road Corridor study area are located in Mesa, particularly in a cluster along Ellsworth Road between 

Elliot Road and US 60. Additional concentrations are observed south of SR 24, in a cluster straddling US 

60 at Signal Butte Road, and south of Queen Creek Road near Ironwood Road. 
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Figure 3-4. Existing Population 
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Figure 3-5. Existing Households 
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Figure 3-6. Existing Employment 
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3.2.4 Socioeconomic Projections 

Based on projections published by MAG, population growth in the Apache Junction Municipal Planning 

Area (MPA) is expected to more than double from the year 2020 to the year 2060, while job growth is 

expected to triple in that same time frame. Figure 3-7 shows the trend lines for these socioeconomic 

projections. 

Figure 3-7. MAG Socioeconomic Projections 2020-2060, City of Apache Junction 

 

 

The City of Mesa is projected to see a 20 percent increase in population between 2020 and 2060, and 

job growth is projected to increase roughly 68 percent for the same time period. Figure 3-8 on the 

following page shows the trend lines for these socioeconomic projections. 

  



Meridian Road Corridor Study: Technical Memorandum – Existing & Future Conditions 

 || 29 

   

Figure 3-8. MAG Socioeconomic Projections 2020-2060, City of Mesa 

 

Figure 3-9. Jobs per Square Mile, Apache Junction 

3.2.5 Workforce Analysis - City of Apache 

Junction 

According to the Census Bureau’s 2023 ACS’s five-year 

estimates, there were approximately 6,900 total jobs within 

the Apache Junction city limits in 2022. Figure 3-9 shows 

the concentration of jobs per square mile within the City 

boundary.   
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Out of the total population of Apache Junction, 18,793 individuals are actively employed. From the 

subset of the working population of the City, 1,110 individuals live and work in Apache Junction and the 

remaining 17,683 individuals live in Apache Junction but work outside the City Limits. An additional 

5,801 workers live outside the City but are employed in Apache Junction. This live-work flow is 

visualized in Figure 3-10. With the majority of employees seeking destinations within the greater 

metropolitan region, Meridian Road plays a vital role in connecting these individuals to major freeways 

such as US 60 and SR 24. 

Figure 3-10. Worker Inflow-Outflow Diagram, Apache Junction 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Table 3-1 on the following page describes the age and earnings of these workers. The majority of 

workers in Apache Junction are between the ages of 30 and 54 (45%) with the remainder of the 

working population split between workers under the age of 29 (29%) and over the age of 55 (26%). The 

majority of workers earn an income below $3,333 per month (60%), which results in an annual income 

of less than $39,996. Based on 2023 Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) income 

limits for the Phoenix-Mesa-Scottsdale Metro Area, the majority of the working population in the City 

of Apache Junction earn below the Low and Very Low-Income thresholds for a single individual 

household. It is worth noting that the low-income threshold, or 80% of the Area Median Income (AMI), 

is a monthly income of $4,125 for a single individual household.  

An additional metric to evaluate the mobility of a community and its members is vehicle access. Based 

on the 2023 ACS data, the majority of occupied housing units have access to at least one vehicle, as 

summarized in Table 3-2 on the following page. Of all occupied housing units, just under seven percent 

of housing units have no access to a vehicle. When considering housing units that are renter-occupied 

that percentage increases to just under 15 percent. Housing unit data does not indicate the number of 

individuals impacted by a lack of vehicle access, as one housing unit could include a measurable 

household size of up to eight people.  
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Table 3-1. Worker Ages and Earnings, 2022, Apache Junction 

Worker Age 

Age Count Percentage (2022 population) 

Age 29 or Younger 1,971 28.5% 

Age 30 to 52 3,141 45.4% 

Age 55 or Older 1,799 26.0% 

Worker Earnings 

Earnings ($ per Month) Count Percentage (2022 population) 

$1,250 or Less 1,590 23.0% 

$1,250 to $3,333  2,585 37.4% 

More than $3,333  2,736 39.6% 

 

Table 3-2. Vehicle Access per Housing Unit by Occupant, Apache Junction 

Available Vehicles per Housing Unit 

Number of Vehicles 

Available 

Percent Occupied 

Housing Units 

Percent Owner-

Occupied Housing 

Units 

Percent Renter-

Occupied Housing 

Units 

No Vehicle 6.5% 4.2% 14.7% 

1 Vehicle 44.6% 44.1% 46.2% 

2 Vehicles 34.4% 35.8% 29.7% 

3 or More Vehicles  14.5% 15.9% 9.4% 
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3.2.6 Workforce Analysis - City of Mesa 

According to the Census Bureau’s 2023 ACS’s five-year estimates, the estimated total population of the 

City of Mesa is 511,648 individuals. Figure 3-11 shows the concentration of jobs per square mile within 

the City boundary.  

Figure 3-11. Jobs per Square Mile, City of Mesa 

 

 

 

Figure 3-12. Worker Inflow-Outflow Diagram, City of Mesa 

 

Of the total population of the City of Mesa, 227,455 individuals are employed. Of those employed, 

52,781 live in and are employed in the City of Mesa. The remaining 174,674 employed individuals living 

in Mesa are employed outside of the city. There are an additional 122,727 workers that are employed in 

Mesa and live outside of the city. Figure 3-12 shows the worker inflow-outflow relationship 
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Table 3-3 shows additional demographic data for the working population of the City of Mesa. Just over 

half of the working population are aged 30-52, while the remaining half is split between workers aged 29 

or younger and aged 55 and older. Additionally, just over half of workers earn more than $3,333 per 

month ($39,999 annually). Based on 2023 HUD-defined income limits for the Phoenix-Mesa-Scottsdale 

Metro Area, at least half of the working population in the City of Mesa earn below the low-income 

threshold for a single individual household, with 19 percent of workers earning below the Very-Low 

Income threshold ($1,546 per month in 2022). It is worth noting that the low-income threshold, or 80% 

of the Area Median Income (AMI), is a monthly income of $4,125 for a single individual household. 

Table 3-3. Worker Age and Earnings, City of Mesa 

Worker Age 

Age Count Percentage (2022 population) 

Age 29 or Younger 46,160 26.3% 

Age 30 to 52 89,242 50.8% 

Age 55 or Older 40,106 22.9% 

Worker Earnings 

Earnings ($ per Month) Count Percentage (2022 population) 

$1,250 or Less 32,989 18.8% 

$1,250 to $3,333  53,711 30.6% 

More than $3,333  88,808 50.6% 

  

An additional metric to evaluate the mobility of a community and its members is vehicle access. Based 

on the 2023 ACS data, the majority of occupied housing units have access to at least one vehicle, as 

summarized in Table 3-4. Of all occupied housing units, approximately five percent of housing units 

have no access to a vehicle. When considering housing units that are renter-occupied that percentage 

increases to just over 10 percent. Housing unit data does not indicate the number of individuals 

impacted by a lack of vehicle access, as one housing unit could include a distinct household size of up to 

eight people.  

Table 3-4. Vehicle Access per Housing Unit by Occupant, City of Mesa 

Available Vehicles per Housing Unit 

Number of Vehicles 

Available 

Percent Occupied 

Housing Units 

Percent Owner-

Occupied Housing Units 

Percent Renter-

Occupied Housing Units 

No Vehicle 5.2% 2.3% 10.4% 

1 Vehicle 36.8% 31.9% 45.8% 

2 Vehicles 37.1% 39.9% 32% 

3 or More Vehicles  20.8% 25.8% 11.8% 
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3.2.7 Title VI Limited English Proficiency Analysis  

Limited English Proficiency (LEP) is a protected demographic class under Title VI. LEP analysis for this 

corridor study was conducted to determine if there is a high number of individuals who will need 

additional resources in order to have meaningful access to the resources produced by this study and 

future projects in the area. These resources could look like: translation services at project public 

meetings, bilingual public engagement materials, and translations of vital documents.  

In this analysis, Language Spoken at Home is the target metric by which LEP is determined in the study 

area. Data for each municipality was gathered from the five-year 2023 ACS from 2023. Language Spoken 

at Home does not capture an individual’s specific proficiency in English, but it does capture a portion of 

the population who could benefit from bilingual resources. When aligned with geospatial data, this 

metric can also reveal if a specific project is located in an area with unique accessibility needs.  

» Pinal County 

Approximately 19 percent of the population speaks a language other than English and roughly 

16 percent of the population in Pinal County speaks Spanish at home.  

» Maricopa County 

Approximately 29 percent of the population speak a language other than English, 23 percent 

speaking Spanish at home and the remaining 6 percent speaking Indo-European, Asian, Pacific 

Island, and other languages 

» City of Apache Junction  

More than 12 percent of the population speak a language other than English and ten percent of 

the population speak Spanish at home. 

» City of Mesa 

More than 20 percent of the population speak a language other than English and 16 percent of 

the population speak Spanish at home.  

 

Given that nearly a quarter of the population across the municipalities in the study area speak Spanish, it 

will be crucial to use a multi-lingual approach to public engagement efforts and in publicly available 

project materials.  

3.3 Existing Roadway Network 
Analyzing the existing street network functionality is crucial for planning future transportation 

improvements. This analysis helps identify congested arterial roads that may benefit from new routes to 

alleviate traffic, underutilized collector roads that may warrant upgrades, and gaps in the network where 

additional connections would enhance overall connectivity. Additionally, the analysis reveals gaps in 

connectivity that could be addressed through new infrastructure investments to optimize the overall 

transportation network. 
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3.3.1 Study Area Roadways 

The existing roadways within the Meridian Road study area are primarily oriented in a north-south and 

east-west grid pattern.  

The most significant north-south corridors include Meridian Road, Signal Butte Road to the west, and 

Ironwood Drive to the east. These roads generally consist of two to three lanes in each direction, 

providing connectivity between Mesa, Apache Junction, and Queen Creek. Additionally, Loop 202 serves 

as a major highway to the west of Meridian Road, facilitating regional mobility. 

East-west connectivity is primarily supported by University Drive/Superstition Boulevard, Broadway 

Road, Southern Avenue, Baseline Road, Guadalupe Road, Elliot Road, Warner Road, and Ray Road, with 

US 60 acting as a key east-west freeway through the area and SR 24 providing an expressway connection 

to Loop 202. Lane configurations vary between one and three lanes per direction, with higher-capacity 

roads concentrated closer to the Mesa urban core and along major routes. 

Figure 3-13 on the following page presents existing roadway configurations within the study area.  

3.3.2 Roadway Facility Types 

Figure 3-14 displays the roadway facility types within the study area. Facility types categorize roads by 

their primary function, such as interstate travel, urban connectivity, or local access. Understanding the 

roadway facility types is crucial in identifying capacity issues and enhanced connectivity needs; 

supporting development of adjacent land; and guiding investment decisions. 

3.3.3 Existing Traffic Volumes  

The daily traffic volumes in the study area are depicted in Figure 3-15 on the following page. The 

highest daily traffic volumes are observed along Ellsworth Road, Signal Butte Road, and Ironwood Drive 

where volumes exceed 21,100 vehicles per day. Additionally, the following east-west corridors 

experience a notable amount of traffic volumes per day east of Loop 202: University Drive, Guadalupe 

Road, and Elliot Road. 

3.3.4 Right-of-way and Ownership 

The Maricopa County and Pinal County assessor’s office online mapping tools were used to identify 

right-of-way ownership and widths throughout the corridor. Collected data along the corridor can be 

seen in Table 3-5.   

3.3.5 Roadway Maintenance 

Right-of-way ownership is quite varied throughout the corridor, making it difficult to understand which 

agencies are currently maintaining the existing roadway.  Table 3-6 summarizes the general maintenance 

responsibilities identified for the corridor based on agency feedback.  
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Figure 3-13. Existing Number of Lanes Per Direction 
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Figure 3-14. Existing Roadway Facility Type 
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Figure 3-15. Existing Daily Vehicular Traffic Volumes 
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Table 3-5. Right-of-way  

Segment ROW Ownership ROW Width 

Superstition Boulevard to Gregory 
Street  

MCDOT, Pinal County, 

Apache Junction 

65'  to the west,  
50' to the east,  
115’ total ROW 

Gregory Street to 4th Avenue MCDOT, Pinal County 

55' to the west,  
40' to the east,  
95’ total ROW 

4th Avenue to Southern Avenue MCDOT, Pinal County 

55' to the west,  
50' to the east,  
105’ total ROW 

Southern Avenue to Baseline Road ADOT, MCDOT 50-55’ total ROW 

Baseline Road to Elliot Road Mesa 65’ total ROW 

Elliot Road to Mesquite Street Mesa and ASLD 140’ total ROW 

Mesquite Street to Williams Field 

Road 
MCDOT and ASLD 

65' to the west,  
75' to the east,  
140’ total ROW 

Williams Field Road to SR24 Mesa, MCDOT, Pinal County 

65’ to the west,  

50’ to the east,  

115’ total ROW 

 

Table 3-6. Ownership and Maintenance 

Segment Ownership 
Maintenance 

Agency 

Superstition Boulevard to Southern Avenue 
MCDOT, Pinal County, 

Apache Junction 
Apache Junction 

Southern Avenue to Baseline Road ADOT ADOT 

Baseline Road to Guadalupe Road Mesa Mesa 

Guadalupe Road to Mesquite Street Mesa Mesa 

Mesquite Street to Warner Road Apache Junction Apache Junction 

Warner to Williams Field Road MCDOT and ASLD  MCDOT 

Williams Field Road to SR24 
Mesa, MCDOT, Pinal 

County 
Mesa 



Meridian Road Corridor Study: Technical Memorandum – Existing & Future Conditions 

 || 40 

   

3.3.6 Pavement Conditions 

MCDOT operates a Pavement Management Program which provides a systematic process to plan 

pavement preservation activities alongside identifying optimum strategies and select cost‐effective 

pavement preservation methods.  

According to a 2013 MAG study, the average Pavement Conditions Rating (PCR) for Meridian Road 

from Warner Road to McDowell Boulevard is rated as good at 62.00. The average International 

Roughness Index rating for Meridian Road between Warner Road and McDowell Boulevard is 235, 

which is rated as very rough. 

The SunCloud Data Mapping tool provided by the Sun Corridor MPO, shows 2023 pavement roughness 

data for the entirety of the Sun Corridor megaregion. The majority of the Meridan Road corridor falls 

within an average pavement roughness rating of 125 to 225, which is rated as just above average 

roughness. One segment, between Warner Road and Starfire Avenue, is considered below average with 

a roughness score of 354.  

3.3.7 Roadway Level of Service 

Level of Service (LOS) is a way to measure the existing or anticipated traffic congestion on roadways, 

providing a quantitative score for operational health of the roadway. Roadways are scored “A” through 

“F”, where “A” indicates free flow, low traffic density, and “F” indicates travel volumes are greater than 

existing capacity, resulting in roadway congestion. The following are descriptions of each LOS, which are 

illustrated on Figure 3-16 . 

Figure 3-16. Level of Service Illustration 

• A: Free flow, low traffic density.  

• B: Minimum delay, stable traffic flow.  

• C: Stable condition, movements somewhat 

restricted due to higher volumes, but not 

objectionable for motorists.  

• D: Movements more restricted, queues and 

delays may occur during short peaks, but lower 

demand occurs often enough to permit clearing, 

preventing excessive backups.  

• E: Actual capacity of the roadway involves a 

delay to all motorists due to congestion.   

• F: Forced flow with demand volumes greater 

than capacity resulting in complete congestion.  
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The level of service (LOS) for each roadway segment was assessed during both the AM and PM peak 

hours. Figure 3-17 displays the AM peak hour LOS. During the AM peak hour, most major corridors 

operate at an acceptable LOS, indicating sufficient capacity to accommodate morning traffic demand. 

However, several key segments experience significant congestion, with LOS E and F observed at the 

following locations: 

• Ellsworth Road south of SR 24 

• Brown Road, University Drive, and Elliot Road approaching Loop 202 

• Portions of the north-south roadways south of SR 24 

As displayed in Figure 3-18, there is sufficient capacity to accommodate PM peak period traffic volumes 

on most roadways except for the following segments:  

• University Drive approaching Loop 202 

• Crismon Road and Signal Butte Road approaching US 60 

• Portions of Ellsworth Road, Signal Butte Road, Meridian Road, and Ironwood Road south of SR 

24 

3.3.8 Existing Intersection Turning Movements 

Data was collected during the AM and PM peak commuter periods at ten existing intersections along 

the Meridian Road study corridor to help inform future recommendations. Table 3-7 provides a list of 

those intersections and Figure 3-19 shows the AM and PM peak hour turning movements for each 

location.  

Table 3-7. Meridian Road Intersections 

Meridian Road Intersections 

#1 
University Dr – 

Superstition Blvd 
#4 Pueblo Ave #8 Baseline Rd 

#2 Main St. – Apache Tr #5 Southern Ave #9 Elliot Rd 

#3 Broadway Rd 
#6 & 

#7 

US 60 EB On-ramps and  

WB Off-Ramps 
#10 Ray Rd 
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Figure 3-17. Existing AM Peak Hour Level of Service 
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Figure 3-18. Existing PM Peak Hour Level of Service 
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Figure 3-19. Existing AM and PM Peak Hour Intersection Turning Movement Counts 
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3.4 Corridor Safety  
Crash data over a five-year period between 2019-2023 was 

considered to evaluate the existing safety conditions of the 

corridor. 

3.4.1 Crash Summary 

A high-level summary of that data is shown in Table 3-8. There 

was a total of 328 crashes along the Meridian Road corridor, 

with four percent of these resulting in a fatal or suspected 

serious injury, also known as KSI crashes. The majority of 

crashes were non-serious or property damage only (PDO) 

crashes, at 61 percent of the total crashes, as depicted in Figure  

3-20. A total of three fatal and 13 suspected serious injury crashes 

occurred along the corridor and can be seen in Figure 3-21.  

Table 3-8. Study Area Crash Data Summary, 2019-2023 
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Figure 3-20. Study Area Crash Severity 
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Figure 3-21. Meridian Road Corridor Crash Locations 
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3.4.2 Crash Characteristics and Analysis 

The majority of crashes along the Meridian Road corridor were classified as Motor Vehicle in Transport, 

comprising roughly 86 percent of all crashes. Figure 3-22 shows the frequency of crashes by 

classification along with their relative severity percentages. Despite a high frequency, motor vehicle 

crashes are relatively less severe, with the majority of crashes resulting in minimal or no harm to drivers 

or occupants. Comparatively, object crashes, such as a fence or guardrail, though less frequent, result in 

a higher percentage resulting in injury. Guardrail incidents on the US 60/Meridian Road ramp resulted in 

a fatality or injury in 100% of occurrences.  

   

Figure 3-22. Study Area Crash Classifications by Severity Percentage 
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Figure 3-23. Collision Manner Frequency, 2019-2023 

Given the high number of motor vehicle 

crashes, the manner in which those 

collisions occur is a valuable statistic. As 

seen in Figure 3-23, the most frequent 

collision type was Rear End, at just over 30 

percent of crashes. This could be indicative 

of poor driving behaviors or pockets of 

congestion along the corridor. The next 

most frequent collision manners are as 

follows: 

2. Angle (Front to Side) 

3. Left Turn 

4. Single Vehicle & Same Direction 

Sideswipe 

Though less frequent, these collision types 

were more severe. Figure 3-24 shows the 

frequency of collision types with their 

respective severity percentages. Angle 

crashes are the second most frequent collision type, at 21 percent of all crashes, and they also have the 

highest frequency of severe injury outcomes. Left turn crashes have a similar relative severity, with a 

more even split between injury and non-injury outcomes. Overall, vehicle turning was the most 

common and most severe manner by which a collision occurred within the corridor. Notably, head-on 

collisions had the highest individual severity, with over 80 percent over these crashes resulting in some 

injury and the remaining percentage resulting in severe injury.  

Figure 3-24. Collision Manner by Severity Percentage 
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Given existing demand for active transportation facilities along Meridian Road, it is necessary to 

consider the safety of the existing active transportation facilities. Within the five-year crash period, 

Meridian Road saw a total of four pedestrian and cyclist-involved crashes. As seen in Figure 3-25, none 

of these crashes resulted in a fatality, but all active transportation users involved were injured in some 

capacity across all crashes. This may be indicative of the need for improved facilities for cyclists and 

pedestrians, which is supported by mapping information in previous plans and studies. Any 

improvements to Meridian Road should consider the lack of bicycle and pedestrian facilities throughout 

the corridor.  

 

Figure 3-25. Pedestrian and Cyclist Crashes by Severity 
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3.5 Existing Condition Drainage Considerations 
The general direction flow for the watershed crossing the corridor is oriented from northeast to 

southwest. The north portion of the project area is urbanized and almost completely developed. 

However, as the corridor extends southward past Southern Avenue, urbanization decreases, particularly 

on the eastern side of the southern project boundary, where more open land and natural drainage 

features are present. The Central Arizona Project (CAP) Canal cuts across the corridor intersecting it 

at US 60. Also, there is a significant presence of fissures from US 60 to Guadalupe Road which causes 

issues with erosion and subsidence when stormwater enters them. 

To better assess project drainage patterns and hydrology, draft FLO-2D models developed for the 

Queen Creek/East Mesa Area Drainage Master Study/Plan Update (FCD 2020C003) were secured from 

the Flood Control District of Maricopa County (FCDMC). These models provide detailed hydrologic 

and hydraulic (H&H) results including maximum flow depths, maximum velocities, combined peak 

discharges, etc. Additionally, both the effective FEMA floodplain delineation (Appendix A) and the draft 

FEMA floodplain delineation (Appendix B) were reviewed.  

Several areas along Meridian Road are affected by drainage and land subsidence challenges, particularly 

near the US 60, and the corridor section between Houston Avenue to Guadalupe Road. Additionally, 

key hydraulic structures must be considered in the vicinity of Meridian Road, including the Powerline 

Floodway and the Siphon Draw Channel and Basin north of Elliot Road. 

Existing drainage considerations are summarized below. Meridian Road has been segmented according 

to the unique drainage considerations specific to each part of the corridor.  
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3.5.1 Superstition Boulevard to Southern Avenue  

This segment of the corridor features suburban development with curb and gutter at and near 

intersections with arterial roads. However, the majority of the roadway segment does not have curb and 

gutter and instead uses gravel-lined, roadside swales in addition to local stormwater infrastructure to 

convey flows. Storm drain system and culvert coverage is limited to major intersections and areas of 

regional stormwater conveyance. Most of the stormwater is conveyed above ground within the Meridian 

Road street section with most flows splitting off to the west along the side streets depending on 

roadway grades. Of note regarding side street conveyance is Crescent Avenue, an inverted crown 

roadway, which receives aboveground and underground flows from Broadway Avenue that are 

channelized along the west side of Meridian Road. This short stretch of channel outfalls into Crescent 

Avenue via a channel spreader section with roll curb. Sedimentation issues were observed on the 

roadway near the outfall of the channel. An aerial view of the vicinity as well as flow direction arrows in 

blue are shown below in Figure 3-26. 

Figure 3-26. Broadway Ave & Crescent Ave Drainage Patterns 

The downstream end of this segment outfalls through a multiple barrel box culvert across Meridian 

Road west through a concrete-lined channel away from the corridor into a regional retention basin. 
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3.5.2 Southern Avenue to US 60 

This undeveloped stretch of the alignment ties into the US 60 traffic interchange (TI). Major regional 

drainage flows across Meridian Road through multiple barrel box culverts and then the CAP Canal 

through overwater pipes into regional retention basins. An aerial view of the vicinity as well as flow 

direction arrows in blue are shown below in Figure 3-27. 

Figure 3-27. Southern Avenue to US 60 Drainage Patterns 

The downstream end of this segment outfalls into the regional retention basins with any low frequency 

rainfall event excess flows crossing the canal and continuing down Meridian Road and to the southwest. 

3.5.3 US 60 to Houston Avenue  

The reverse curve used to provide a smooth and safe transition from US 60 and Meridian Road to the 

offset alignment south of Baseline Road is located within this sparsely developed segment. Complicating 

this area is the presence of a complex of fissures. An aerial view of the vicinity as well as flow direction 

arrows in blue and fissure lines in green are shown below in Figure 3-28.  

Meridian Road does not exist from Baseline Road to Houston Ave. The downstream end of this 

segment outfalls into the regional Siphon Draw channel. This channel flows along the centerline of the 

Meridian Road alignment. This will present challenges for roadway and drainage design. 
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Figure 3-28. US 60 to Houston Avenue Drainage Patterns 
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3.5.4 Houston Avenue to Guadalupe 

The area is generally characterized by industrial land use on the east side of Meridian Road and single-

family residential on the west side. The combination of a fissure complex and regional drainage 

conveyance enforcing subsidence has caused the closure of Houston Avenue at its intersection with the 

fissures due to safety concerns of roadway failure. This combination of natural conditions is a concern 

for any proposed Meridian Road design within this segment. An aerial view of the vicinity as well as flow 

direction arrows in blue and fissure lines in green are shown below in Figure 3-29. 

Figure 3-29. Houston Avenue to Guadalupe Road Drainage Patterns 

Meridian Road does not exist from Houston Ave to Guadalupe Road. The downstream end of this 

segment continues along the regional Siphon Draw channel. This channel flows along the centerline of 

the Meridian Road alignment and development also exists along both sides of the roadway alignment. 

These two conditions coupled together will pose very significant challenges for roadway and drainage 

design. 
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3.5.5 Guadalupe Road to Elliot Road 

The Siphon Draw Channel outfalls to the Siphon Draw Basin on the undeveloped east side of Meridian 

Road. This regional detention basin then outfalls to a neighborhood drainage channel through a multiple 

barrel box culvert under Meridian Road. The west side of Meridian Road is developed with single-family 

housing. An aerial view of the vicinity as well as flow direction arrows in blue, fissure lines in green, and 

overhead electric easement in yellow are shown below in Figure 3-30. 

Figure 3-30. Guadalupe Road to Elliot Road Drainage Patterns 

Meridian Road is unpaved from Guadalupe Road through the overhead electric easement width but is 

paved from the southern easement edge to Elliot Road. The flows at the downstream end of this 

segment continue down Meridian Road and to the southwest. 
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3.5.6 Elliot Road to Powerline Floodway 

This segment of the corridor features suburban development with curb and gutter on the west side of 

Meridian Road. The east side of the roadway segment is undeveloped ASLD land and does not have curb 

and gutter and is instead at grade. Powerline Floodway is an important regional drainage corridor. It is 

concrete-lined and designed to convey the 1% annual exceedance probability (100-year/base flood) 

storm event. An aerial view of the vicinity as well as flow direction arrows in blue, fissure lines in green, 

overhead electric easements in yellow, and the Powerline Floodway Channel in red are shown below in 

Figure 3-31. 

Figure 3-31. Elliot Road to Powerline Floodway Drainage Patterns 

Meridian Road is paved from Elliot Road to Powerline Floodway. The downstream end of this segment 

splits and continues down Meridian Road with the excess going down Powerline Floodway. 
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3.5.7 Powerline Floodway to Ray Road 

This segment of the corridor features suburban development with curb and gutter on both sides of 

Meridian Road. The east side of the roadway segment is recently developed ASLD land. An aerial view 

of the vicinity as well as flow direction arrows in blue, overhead electric easements in yellow, and the 

Powerline Floodway Channel in red are shown below in Figure 3-32. 

Figure 3-32. Powerline Floodway to Ray Road Drainage Patterns 

Meridian Road is paved from Powerline Floodway to Ray Road. The downstream end of this segment 

splits and continues down Meridian Road with the excess going down Powerline Floodway. 
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3.5.8 Ray Road to SR 24 

This segment is generally characterized by rural residential development. South of Ray Road along the 

corridor features a patchwork of unpaved roads. An aerial view of the vicinity as well as flow direction 

arrows in blue and overhead electric easement in yellow are shown below in Figure 3-33. 

Figure 3-33. Ray Road to SR 24 Drainage Patterns 

Meridian Road is unpaved from Ray Road to the northern edge of the ADOT ROW north of SR 24. The 

flows at the downstream end of this segment go southwest along a natural drainage channel until the 

outfall with the SR 24 ADOT drainage channel. 
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4 Future Conditions  
Future development within and adjacent to the corridor study area will generate a significant volume of 

traffic that will require a robust area roadway network.  Previous studies have identified the need for 

new regional routes, improved roadway connectivity, and increased roadway capacity.  The following 

provides a description of the anticipated future land use and accompanying roadway network. 

4.1 Future Land Use 
The North Section of the corridor is substantially developed.  Limited parcels exist for new households 

or businesses.  The South Section of the corridor is flanked by vacant land to the east, south, and 

southwest which is anticipated to house a varied combination of new household and employment 

opportunities. 

The City of Mesa’s adopted General Plan identifies a substantial amount of land for future light and 

general industrial development south and west of the Meridian Road corridor.  The area is projected as 

a major hub for airport and airway expansion and commercial facilities.  

East of the Meridian Road corridor, a large multi-phased master planned community is anticipated to be 

developed over the next 20 years.  The development is part of a larger plan for roughly 275 square-

miles of ASLD land location in Pinal County, known as Superstition Vistas.  The site is approximately 

8,100 acres located in the Apache Junction Municipal Planning Area, bounded on the west by Meridian 

Road, on the north by Baseline Road/Avenue, on the east by the Central Arizona Project (CAP) Canal, 

and on the south by State Route 24 (SR 24). At buildout it is anticipated to consist of a variety of land 

uses including single-family residential, multi-family residential, commercial space, office space, industrial 

space, schools, parks, and open space. Figure 4-1 illustrates the potential number of households and 

square footage of non-residential development that are anticipated over the next 20 years. 

South of the corridor study area, additional development is anticipated as part of the Superstition Vistas 

area.  MAG is currently conducting an area-wide study of the Superstition Vistas area.  Recent efforts 

related to that study have developed forecasted population, household, and employment estimates that 

will inform future growth surrounding the corridor study area. 
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Figure 4-1. Auction Property at Superstition Vistas Future Development 
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4.2 Socioeconomic Conditions 
Future socioeconomic conditions, including population, households, and employment within the region, 

were obtained from the MAG Superstition Vistas Study for the Year 2050. The 2050 data was then 

updated to incorporate feedback from stakeholders regarding anticipated growth in the project study 

area and the additional development related to the 8,100 acre ASLD development discussed previously. 

4.2.1 Population 

As shown in Figure 4-2, the most notable population densities in the corridor study area are observed 

between Broadway Road and Southern Avenue and between Elliot Road and Ray Road.  In general, 

substantial population growth is expected when compared to existing population levels. 

4.2.2 Housing 

Figure 4-3 displays the forecasted number of total households. Similar to the population, there are a 

great number of households in the study area between Broadway Road and Southern Avenue, with an 

even greater number between Meridian Road and the CAP from Elliot Road south to SR 24. 

4.2.3 Employment 

As presented in Figure 4-4, the highest concentrations of future employment within the Meridian Road 

Corridor study area are anticipated to occur east of Meridian Road to the CAP between Elliot Road and 

Ray Road. Additional concentrations are observed along the US 60 and SR 24 corridors, and proximate 

to Mesa Gateway airport.  

4.3 Future Roadway Network 
The future roadway network, depicted in Figure 4-5, consists of significantly enhanced connectivity at 

the local and regional level.  Notable changes include: 

• A continuous Meridian Road corridor throughout the study area 

• Extension of Guadalupe Road and Warner Road east toward the CAP canal 

• Extension of Elliot Road, Ray Road, and SR 24 east to US 60 

• New regional north-south connectivity east of the study area, including the Central Arizona 

Parkway and North-South freeway corridor 
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Figure 4-2. Future Population 
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Figure 4-3. Future Households 
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Figure 4-4. Future Employment 
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Figure 4-5. Future Roadway Network 
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