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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:

» 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 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.

I 2
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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 StUd Stakeholders

together community voices alongside technical Maricopa Association of Governments

expertise to create a shared vision for

City of Apache Junction

improvements along the Meridan Road corridor. A
Technical Advisory Group (TAG) was created with City of Mesa
representatives from agency stakeholders. The TAG Maricopa County

met at key project milestones to gather meaningful Pinal County

input and oversight throughout the study process.

The TAG representatives also served as liaisons to Arizona State Land Department

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.

II'5
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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.

7
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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:

e Data and recommendations from relevant e Existing road network lanes, ownership,
studies and maintenance

e Zoning and land uses e Traffic volumes and level of service

e Socioeconomic conditions e Crash and safety conditions

e Drainage 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.

421 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

TERTT T Gk
Vng tf éﬁ/{;: 7 4
o = 4 i
E\ E IDa . s B:UI“EU é = 3;! mDE m:%%
ivers 0 g ths rsti s
= 2 o H 5 = & T a
L ‘_M LLJ—J—: 17l 8, |& 2
ﬂl'l' oadh 3 9 . i ﬁj = L" L F S
AT o Puoy e BB v
1o Y .Doq 9 y s ) <]
= ] G”outher = 0. s SRR i
L
601~ =
= ar - Dzz:'
== 2605.&%_ D
E v& O‘:]D 0
= d é
9 ] 7 - k
E W e
Lo
1 LT
e O
% i b,
S .
| 'S =
L5
%

Signal

uuuuuu

)
&
S

o

L |
=

7

CEGIGS.

:ﬂdg )

i)
4* Mesa Gateway Airport [ office
.- gu - ["1 Open Space
Meridian Road Corridor Study | ® s e [ Othepublic mploymen
g 3 [ Retail
it B Agriculture [ Single Family Residential
Existing Land Use 3 Industrial ngle famiy
[ Transportation
[ Mixed Use
/A Vacant

L1 Multi Family Residential

[| 11



Meridian Road Corridor Study: Final Report

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

Study Area Socioeconomic population, households, and employment
Conditions within the study area have a significant

impact on the level of traffic demand in the

53,000 people

Meridian Road corridor. Analyzing these

23,000 households . . . .
conditions is essential to understanding the

11,000 employees impact of existing and future development

Source: MAG 2025 travel demand model 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.

[| 12
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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

55’-65'to the west

Superstition Boulevard | West: Mesa and Maricopa County 30"-50" to the east

to Southern Avenue East: Apache Junction and Pinal County 85°-115’ total ROW
Southern Avenue to West: Maricopa County 55, tq the west

. ) 50’ Pinal County to the east
Baseline Road East: Pinal County

105’ total ROW

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

Baseline Road to Elliot West: Mesa and Maricopa County
Road East: None

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

West: Apache Junction and Mesa

Elliot Road to Ray Road
lot Road to Ray Road | .. Apache Junction

55’-65’ to the west
50’-75’ to the east,
105’-140’ total ROW

West: Mesa and Maricopa County

Ray Road to SR24
ay Roadto East: Apache Junction

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 Figure 4-9. Level of Service lllustration
anticipated traffic congestion on roadways, providing a

quantitative score for operational health of the roadway. — |
Roadways are scored “A” through “F”, where “A” O R _‘;;— - :15_ ki
indicates free flow, low traffic density, and “F” indicates S I

travel volumes are greater than existing capacity, resulting
in roadway congestion. The following are descriptions of DD —_ " ODdn -
each LOS, which are illustrated on Figure 4-9. Q

A: Free flow, low traffic density. 0 G0+ (W o0
<
B: Minimum delay, stable traffic flow. Q T _ G 93!:'_&5 [ I
oD o ~» oo M)
C: Stable condition, movements somewhat restricted
i iecti G0_ @0 (W _ 0 0
due to higher volumes, but not objectionable to B D~ oo
motorists. y ) _ G —> (u) =B
) B —> =)

D: Movements more restricted, queues and delays may
occur during short peaks, but lower demand occurs often 00 G0 _<—(W _«0_ 0
£

enough to permit clearing, preventing excessive backups.

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

motorists due to congestion. (€0 O30 0 CoC (3 €0 €0 O
OO0 OO0 0
O ) ) OED O D 0D OCD I ) Ox')

F: Forced flow with demand volumes greater than 7 RO ) M) LI DO N ) ‘

capacity resulting in complete congestion.

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

4% 1%

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- m Fatal = Injury m PDO = SS|

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 m Single Vehicle

11.0%
the corridor. The most frequent collision Angle (Front to Side) 0.9% | [ 34%

2.7% 0.9%
manners are as follows: -9%

m Left Turn 1.8% ‘ 11.0%
.070

1. Rear End e Rear End \

2. Angle (Front to Side)

3. Left Turn " Head On —

4. Single Vehicle & Same Direction Sideswipe u Sideswipe - Same Direction -
30.2%

21.0%

m Sideswipe - Opposite Direction

Rear-end collisions are the most frequent, at

= U-Turn
just over 30 percent of crashes. This could be
T .. m Other
indicative of frequent stops, poor driving
behaviors, or pockets of congestion along the u Unknown

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

Collision Manner by Percent Severity
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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

Bicycle & Pedestrian Crashes by Severity
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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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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

Socioeconomic Projections for the Apache Junction MPA

Click on legend item to toggle the series’ visibility on the chart.

== Projected Population Projected Jobs

--------

2020 2030 2040 2050 2060

Year
Note: Projections data are for the municipal planning area (MPA), which delineates the area of planning concern for the jurisdiction.
Numbers rounded to the nearest 100.

Source: MAG Socioeconomic Projections 2023
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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

Socioeconomic Projections for the Mesa MPA

Click on legend item to toggle the series’ visibility on the chart.

roiected Pooulatio Proiected

o
5

Year

Note: Projections data are for the municipal planning area (MPA), which delineates the area of planning concern for the jurisdiction.
Numbers rounded to the nearest 100.

Source: MAG Socioeconomic Projections 2023

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 Study Area Growth
from the MAG Superstition Vistas Study for the Year 2050. The 45,000 more people
2050 data was then updated to incorporate feedback from 14,000 more households

stakeholders regarding anticipated growth in the project study
o 44,000 employees
area and the additional development related to the 8,100-acre

Source: MAG travel demand model

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

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.
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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:

e A continuous Meridian Road corridor throughout the study area

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

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

e 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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Given the varying conditions throughout the length of the corridor, the corridor was divided into four

segments for use in developing corridor alternatives:

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

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
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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
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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 ROWV 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.
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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.

e 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?
e Environmental Impacts
» To what degree does the proposed alignment impact existing environmental features,
including natural drainage flows and known fissures?
o 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?
e 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?
e 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

Existing and Future Land Use .
i Fair

Compatibility

Impacts to Adjacent Land ,

Fair

Parcels

Environmental Impacts Good

Utility Impacts Good

Travel Time Good

Cost Good

Public & Stakeholder Feedback Fair ; ‘m e

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

Existing and Future Land Use Fair
Compatibility
Impacts to Adjacent Land

Poor
Parcels
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

Existing and Future Land Use Eair i o : ‘E

Compatibility 3 el £ NERE OF

Impacts to Adjacent Land Eair "“ \E nosow |

Parcels ]| seamen

Environmental Impacts Poor =

Utility Impacts Fair i =k

Travel Time Poor sitats :,.

Cost Poor i = :

Public & Stakeholder Feedback Fair Figre 6:5.Segment 3 Aerntive 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

Alternative -m-mm

Alternative 1
Alternative 2
Alternative 3 0 4 3

—

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.
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Table 6-5. Summary of Evaluation Considerations

Evaluation
Criteria

Existing and
Future Land
Use
Compatibility

Alternative 1

e 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.

e |t could conflict with

future development plans
in the area.

Alternative 2

o Shifts east to the Pinal Drive
alignment just north of
Guadalupe Road, reducing
proximity to existing
residential areas but increasing
impacts to commercial
properties.

Alternative 3

e 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.

e Lowest cost alternative

More than Alternative 1 but

Highest cost alternative

Cost less than Alternative 2

¢ Lowest cost; reduced land, |e Increases business and utility Maximizes separation from
Public & environmental, and utility impacts but creates more residential areas but results in
Stakeholder impacts overall; affects buffer from existing residential the largest land and utility
Feedback nearby homes. areas. 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:

e Apache Junction (APJ-20-RTP-011): Superstition Boulevard to Southern Avenue
e Mesa (MES-20-RTP-038): Baseline Road to Elliot Road
o Mesa (MES-20-RTP-036): Ray Road to SR 24

Table 7-1. Prop 479 Funding by Segment

Estimated Prop 479 Funding
Segment

(o134 Regional Funds Local Match Phase (years)

Apache Junction
Superstition Boulevard £21.730,000 (APJ-20-RTP-011) Phase IIl (FY2036-
to Southern Avenue e $13,993,000 ‘ $5,997,000 FY2040)
$19,990,000
Southern Avenue to $10,000,000 @ none
Baseline Road
Baseline Road Mesa
Gasedmle °; t: $54,360,000 (MES-20-RTP-038)
Hacaltipe oa $22,673,000 | $9,717,000 Phase IV
Guadal Road - (FY 2041-FY2046)
uadalupe Road to Efiiot $4,680,000 $32,390,000
Road
Mesa
(MES-20-RTP-036) Phase Il
Ray Road to SR 24 $21,290,000 $6,258,000 ‘ $2,682,000 (FY 2036-FY 2040)
$8,940,000
$42,924,000 $18,396,000
Total $112,060,000
$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 m Maricopa County | Pinal County

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

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

Total Funding

19,990, 41,330,
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

Prop 479 Funding

Segment

Phase (years)
Superstition Boulevard to Southern Avenue Phase Il (FY2036-FY2040)
Southern Avenue to Baseline Road none

Baseline Road to Guadalupe Road
Guadalupe Road to Elliot Road

Phase IV (FY 2041-FY2046)

Elliot Road to Ray Road none

Ray Road to SR 24 Phase Il (FY 2036-FY 2040)
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1 Meeting Summary
This Visioning Workshop was held on June 4%, 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

Segment 1

Segment 2

Segment 3

Segment 4
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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:
Option B

Option C

Option E

No build option

A=

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.

Il 2




Meridian Road Corridor Study: Visioning Workshop Summary Report

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 Troid| 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

ROW Maintenance
Segment .
Ownership Agency

1 - Superstition MCDOT, Pinal

g Apache Inconsistent with ROW - mostly
Boulevard to County, Apache )

. Junction MCDOT ROW

Southern Avenue Junction

Pinal County ROW from Southern to

5 - h
US60 (Southern Baseline, but ADOT DCR shows

Avenue to Baseline ADOT ADOT
ADOT ROW from Southern Road to
Road) .
Baseline Road
3 - Baseline Road to no existing road in this segment;
Mesa Mesa ) )
Guadalupe Road occupied by drainage channel

ROWY for portion from Guadalupe to

4 - Guadalupe Road 1/2 mile south not currently owned

. Mesa Mesa o . .
to Mesquite Street nor maintained; occupied by drainage
channel
Transfer of ROW hip &
4 - Mesquite Street ) Apache ra'ns ere ownership o
Apache Junction . maintenance to Apache Junction is
to Warner Road Junction
currently underway
4 - Warner to MCDOT and MCDOT Small portion of Mesa ROW from
Williams Field Road ASLD Starfire Avenue to Ray Road
. . Mesa, MCDOT, Pinal County, but
4 - Williams Field Mesa, MCDOT, M e f M chat th lan ¢
esa note from Mesa that they plan to
Road to SR24 Pinal County v

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

Lane Median . Multiuse
Agency/Source . . Sidewalk
Width  Width Path
Apache Junction 12 12 4 6 n/a 100’
130+ 8
Mesa 171 16 6 6 n/a
PUFE
Maricopa County 12 14 6 6 n/a 110
Pinal County 12 14 6.5 8-10’ n/a 110°
S ition Vi
uperstition Vistas 1. 130’ + &
Development Master 15 6.5 5 n/a
11.5° PUFE
Plan
Apache Junction Active 6+1.5
) 11 11 g 10°+4 110
Transportation Plan wi/2’buffer

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

Lane Median . Multiuse
Agency/Source Sidewalk

Width = Width Path

Total
ROW

Apache Junction 12 12 4 6 n/a 150
Apache Junction LDH 12 16’ n/a 10° n/a 110
130+ 8
Mesa 17 16’ 6 6 n/a
PUFE
Maricopa County 12 14 6 6 n/a 130°
Pinal County 12-13 14 6.5 8-10’ n/a 150’
Superstition Vistas
11- 130+ &
Development Master 15 6.5 5 n/a
11.5° PUFE
Plan
Apach tion Acti 6+1.5’
pache Junction Active | 4, 16 n/a 10/10+4 | 150
Transportation Plan wi/2’buffer

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-lronwood 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 alighment 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

(o1 oo NI o T VAW WLNC JETL N VM T T QU Y-l Consider both present and future land uses

Consider number of affected parcels, structures, and
Property Impacts .
approximate ROWV acreage

. . Consider number of fissures impacted, wash crossings,
Drainage-Fissure Impacts . )
drainage structures impacted, open channel needs

Utility Impacts Consider number of relocations required

Design Exceptions Consider TAG discussion

Consider public and stakeholder perceived pros and

Public and Stakeholder Acceptance

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:
Option B

Option C

Option E

No build option

AL~

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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Appendix B: Alternatives Evaluation Matrix
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Evaluation of Initial Corridor Alternatives: Segment 3 - Baseline Road to Guadalupe Road

Alternative | Compatibility with Adjacent | Property Impacts Drainage/Fissure Impacts Utility Impacts Design Exceptions Public & Stakeholder
Land Use Acceptance
No Build e Compatible with existing ® none ® none ® none ® none e Public has expressed desire
uses for a continuous route
e Will deter future e Potential stakeholder
development as land will pros/cons
not be easily accessible and
existing roadways will not
accommodate future travel
demands
A e Immediately adjacent to ¢ 16 affected parcels e 4 new culverts, 7 culvert e 2 Transmission towers / e none e Proximity to Sunland
Sunland Springs Village ¢ 4 affected structures extensions encroaching on Springs Village community
community e 7.96 acres approximate e 6 areas needing new storm maintenance access e Potential stakeholder
e Consistent with alignment ROW drain systems e no pole relocations required pros/cons
depicted in Superstition e 3 Fissure Crossings e Other items?
Vistas TMP e FCD Siphon Draw Channel
e May conflict with needs to be tiled or
developing plans for the relocated
ASLD parcel NW of the * FCD Powerline Floodway
Meridian/Baseline conflicts
intersection
B e Increases distance from a e 14 affected parcels e 4 new culverts, 7 culvert e 2 Transmission towers / e none e Lower proximity to Sunland
portion of Sunland Springs | ¢ 5 gffected structures extensions encroaching on Springs Village community
Vlllage'commu'nlty ‘ ¢ 6.79 acres approximate o5 ar'eas needing new storm maintenance access e Potential stakeholder
e Inconsistent with alignment ROW drain systems s le relocati pros/cons
. . o . . power pole relocations
depicted in Superstition e 2 Fissure Crossings required
Vistas TMP e FCD Siphon Draw Channel c ication lines on
e May conflict with future needs to be tiled or * wormnmunication .
. . same poles relocations
Superstition Vistas plans for relocated required
the ASLD parcel SE of the e FCD Powerline Floodway
Meridian/Baseline conflicts
intersection
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Alternative

Compatibility with Adjacent
Land Use

Property Impacts

Drainage/Fissure Impacts

Utility Impacts

Design Exceptions

Public & Stakeholder
Acceptance

portion of Sunland Springs
Village community and
decreases traffic volume
due to single direction

¢ Inconsistent with alignment
depicted in Superstition
Vistas TMP

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

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

e 13 affected structures

e 20.88 acres approximate
ROW

extensions

e 5 areas needing new storm
drain systems

e 5 Fissure Crossings

e FCD Siphon Draw Channel
needs to be tiled or
relocated (southbound) and
needs a bridge crossing
(northbound)

e FCD Powerline Floodway
conflicts

encroaching on
maintenance access

e 16 power pole relocations
required

e Communication lines on
same poles relocations
required

e 2 electrical transformers

e 1 Communication pedestal

C e Increases distance from a e 7 affected parcels e 6 new culverts, 7 culvert e 2 Transmission towers / e none e Least proximity to Sunland
greater portion of Sunland e 11 affected structures extensions encroaching on Springs Village community
Springs Village community | |50 ca oo approximate e 4 areas needing new storm maintenance access e Potential stakeholder
e Greater impacts to the ROW drain systems « 17 power pole relocations pros/cons
existing commercial area e 5 Fissure Crossings required
e Inconsistent with alignment  FCD Siphon Draw Channel | | Communication lines on
depicted in Superstition needs a bridge crossing same poles relocations
Vistas TMP e FCD Powerline Floodway required
e May conflict with future conflicts .
e 2 electrical transformers
Superstition Vistas plans for « 1 Communication pedestal
the ASLD parcel SE of the
Meridian/Baseline
intersection
e May result in more easily
developed ASLD parcel
between Baseline and
Houston
D e Increases distance from a e 29 affected parcels e 6 new culverts, 7 culvert e 2 Transmission towers / ® none e Lower proximity to Sunland

Village community and
lower volume due to single
direction of traffic

e Potential stakeholder
pros/cons
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3

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

e Impacts a smaller portion of
the existing commercial
area

e Inconsistent with alignment
depicted in Superstition
Vistas TMP

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

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

¢ Would make Guadalupe
discontinuos

e 25 affected parcels
e 13 affected structures

e 32.92 acres approximate
ROW

e 8 new culverts, 7 culvert
extensions

e 4 areas needing new storm
drain systems

e 9 Fissure Crossings

e FCD Siphon Draw Channel
needs a bridge crossing

e FCD Powerline Floodway
conflicts

e 2 Transmission towers /
encroaching on
maintenance access

e 15 power pole relocations
required

e Communication lines on
same poles relocations
required

e 2 electrical transformers

e 3 Communication
pedestals

e Yes

e Design Speed is reduced
from 55mph to 45mph due

to the horizontal curvature.

e Greatest distance from
Sunland Village community

e Discontinuity of Guadalupe
favorable to Sunland Village
community

e 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.
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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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e |dentification of target audiences including residents, HOAs, business owners,
developers, freight stakeholders, senior communities, and institutional
stakeholders.

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

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

The strategy was intentionally phased as follows:

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

e Phase 2 focused on presenting alighment 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:

e Introduce the study scope and corridor limits.

|12
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e Presentinitial traffic data and safety considerations.
e Collect early input on transportation challenges.
e 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:

e Directdiscussion with project staff.
e Written comments on roll plots.
e |n-person comment forms.

e Online comment form and interactive map submissions.

Materials

Materials included:

e Project fact sheet.

e Poster boards outlining study background and corridor characteristics.
e Large aerial roll plots.

e 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:

e Need for north-south connectivity.

e Traffic congestion concerns.

e Safetyissues at intersections.

e Drainage and flooding impacts.

e Desire for bike lanes and pedestrian infrastructure.

e 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:

e Safety

e Intersection

e Traffic Congestion
e Drainage/Flooding
e Bike/Pedestrian

e Access

e Other

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

Phase 1 Publicity

Notification methods included:

e 13,766 postcards mailed via USPS Every Door Direct Mail.

e Advertisements in Mesa Tribune, PrensaArizona, and Apache Junction Independent.

e Partner social media postings across MAG, Mesa, Apache Junction, and Pinal
County accounts.

e Website updates and email notifications.

e 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:

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

et

—a
mesaaz

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

Phase 2 Comment Forms: Feedback on Alignment Alternatives

Atotal of 127 comment form responses were collected during Phase 2. The number of
comment responses by zip code is as follows:

6
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Not Provided

I
85212 —
85209 I
85208
85120 M

1

85012

(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:
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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:

e Traffic operations and network performance.

I8
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e Public safety.

e Community quality of life.

e Senior community impacts.

e Drainage and environmental concerns.
e Alignment and design strategy.

e Regional connectivity.

e 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:

e 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.
e 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.

|19
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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:

e Maildistribution records
o Postcards (Appendix A)
e Newspaper advertisements (Appendix A)
e Social media posts (Appendix A)
e Meeting handouts and materials (Appendix B)
e Meeting attendance and sign-in sheets (Appendix B)
e Comment form responses (Appendix C)
e 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.

[| 10
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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.

[| 11
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APPENDIX A

Public Outreach Materials and Notifications



YourValley.net | Apache Junction Independent | February 2025 31

Meridian Road Corridor Study | Superstition Boulevard to State Route 24

Please Join Us for an Open House Meeting
Tuesday, Feb. 11,2025 | 5:30 -7 p.m.
Desert Ridge Junior High School (Cafeteria)
10211 E Madero Avenue, Mesa, AZ 85209

Join us any time between 5:30 and 7 p.m. to meet with the team to learn about
the Meridian Road Corridor Study, share your experiences traveling the corridor,
and tell us your ideas for future transportation improvements.

The Maricopa Association of Governments is conducting a corridor study of
Meridian Road between Superstition Boulevard and SR 24, in partnership with
the cities of Apache Junction and Mesa, and the counties of Maricopa and Pinal.
The study will identify needed improvements to address existing and future travel
needs and improve safety and connectivity for drivers, bicyclists, and pedestrians.

Not able to join us? Visit our website for more information, sign up for email
updates, take the survey, and provide comments on the online interactive
comment map: azmag.gov/MeridianRoadCorridorStudy

Pursuant to Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, and the Americans with Disabilities Act
(ADA), Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) does not discriminate on the basis of race,
color, national origin, age, sex, or disability. Persons who require a reasonable accommodation

based on language or disability should contact Tim Strow at 602.254.6300 or tstrow@azmag.gov.
Requests should be made as early as possible to ensure MAG has an opportunity to address the

accommodation.
é1 L
m "F -“ MAR\COPA PINAL COUNTY
ey (- mesa-az COUNTY

Health Insurance
forYouand o
Your Family is ¥

-
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More Affordablek
Than You Thin
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JARMAN N NC=

Jarmanlnsurance.com | 480-255-1076
todd@jarmaninsurance.com
Licensed in All 50 States

o ke

Come tour the Toggenburg Goat Ranch and get an up close &
personal account of our amazing Goats.
We have Demonstrations, samples to taste and lots of
stories that will make you laugh.
Visit our Ranch Store and purchase our goat products that include:
Cheeses, Fudge, Soaps and Lotions all made from goat milk.

Come get your Prickly Pear Nectar Syrup and Jelly - Dog Treats and Organic Dates.
Call for Reservations - 928-246-7865

5950 N. Majestic Eagle Way, Florence, AZ 85132
| % Ty 3 7 5




Meridian Road Corridor Study | Superstition Boulevard to State Route 24

Please Join Us for an Open House Meeting
Wednesday, Oct. |, 2025 | 5:30 - 7 p.m.
Desert Ridge Junior High School (Cafeteria)
10211 E Madero Avenue, Mesa, AZ 85209

Join us any time between 5:30 and 7 p.m. to meet with the project team, learn about
the transportation alternatives being considered for the corridor, and share your
comments.Your input will help shape future corridor improvements.

The Maricopa Association of Governments is conducting a corridor study
of Meridian Road between SR 24 (Project Start) and Superstition Boulevard
(Project End), in partnership with the cities of Apache Junction and Mesa, and the
counties of Maricopa and Pinal. The study will identify needed improvements
to address existing and future travel needs and improve connectivity for
drivers, bicyclists, and pedestrians.

Not able to join us?
Learn more, provide feedback on alternatives being considered, and sign up for email
updates on the project website: azmag.gov/MeridianRoadCorridorStudy

Pursuant to Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, and the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA),
Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) does not discriminate on thebasis of race, color, national
origin, age, sex, or disability. Persons who require a reasonable accommodation based on language
or disability should contact Tim Strow at 602.254.6300 or tstrow(@azmag.gov. Requests should be
made as early as possible to ensure MAG has an opportunity to address the accommodation.
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Meridian Road Corridor Study
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Superstition Boulevard to State Route 24 — @
( \ Superstition Blvd__|
Please join us for an Open House! wow =
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/ b
Tuesday, February 11, 2025 The Maricopa Association of GhenilAYe : N
: 5:30 - 7 p.m: Governments is conducting a corridor = f :T
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In the cafeteria (Project Start) and Superstition Guodabe b : i
10211 E Madero Avenue, Mesa, AZ 85209 . . . MESA :
Boulevard (Project End), in partnership ©
Join us any time between 5:30 and 7 pm. to  with the cities of Apache Junction and g
meet with the team to learn about the corridor  Mesa, and the counties of Maricopa and 2
study, share your experiences using this corridor,  pinal, The study will identify needed | \_ Rer
and tell us your ideas. improvements to address existing and E
Not able to join us? Visit the website to sign up ~ future travel needs and improve K
for email updates, take the survey, and provide connectivity for drivers, bicyclists, and i il
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Pursuant to Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, and the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) does not discriminate on the

basis of race, color, national origin, age, sex, or disability. Persons who require a reasonable accommodation based on language or disability should contact Tim Strow at
602.254.6300 or tstrow(@azmag.gov. Requests should be made as early as possible to ensure MAG has an opportunity to address the accommodation.




Estudio del Corredor Vial Meridian

Superstition Boulevard a la Ruta Estatal 24

IAcompanenos en una reunion de puertas abiertas!

Martes, | | de febrero de 2025
5:30 - 7 p.m.

Desert Ridge Junior High School (En la cafeteria)
10211 E Madero Avenue, Mesa, AZ

Acompafienos en cualquier momento entre las 5:30 y 7 p.m. para
reunirse con el equipo y aprender sobre el estudio vial, compartir sus
experiencias usando este corredor, y contar sus ideas para futuras
mejoras de transporte.

La Asociacién de Gobiernos de Maricopa esta llevando a cabo un
estudio del corredor de Meridian Road entre Superstition Boulevard y
la Ruta Estatal 24, en colaboracién con las ciudades de Apache Junction
y Mesa, ademds de los condados de Maricopa y Pinal. El estudio

{No puede acompaiiarnos? Visite nuestro sitio web para
obtener mas informacién e inscribase para recibir
actualizaciones por correo electrénico.

identificara las mejoras necesarias para abordar las necesidades de viaje
) P J azmag.gov/MeridianRoadCorridorStudy

existentes y futuras, ademds de mejorar la conectividad para
conductores, ciclistas y peatones.

De conformidad con el Titulo VI de la Ley de Derechos Civiles de 1964 y la Ley de Estadounidenses con Discapacidades (ADA), la Asociacién de Gobiernos de Maricopa (MAG) no
discrimina por motivos de raza, color, nacionalidad, edad, sexo o discapacidad. Las personas que necesiten una adaptacién razonable por motivos de idioma o discapacidad deben

ponerse en contacto con Tim Strow en el 602.254.6300 o en tstrow(@azmag.gov. Las solicitudes deben hacerse lo antes posible para que MAG tenga la oportunidad
de abordar la adaptacién.
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Meridian Road Corridor Study
Superstition Boulevard to State Route 24
Please Join Us for an Open House Meeting
Tuesday, Feb. 11,2025 | 5:30 - 7 p.m.

Desert Ridge Junior High School (Cafeteria)
10211 E Madero Avenue, Mesa, AZ 85209

Join us between 5:30 and 7p.m. to meet B! —
with the team to learn about the Meridian m

Road Corridor Study, share your experiences A L |
traveling the corridor, and tell us your ideas ot s LN
for future transportation improvements. / Seuherniive : 2
The Maricopa Association of Governments ) 7 E

is conducting a corridor study of Meridian
Road between Superstition Boulevard
and SR 24, in partnership with the cities
of Apache Junction and Mesa, and the /-3
counties of Maricopa and Pinal. The study voy 54
will identify needed improvements to 4 |
address existing and future travel needsand |, N
improve safety and connectivity for drivers, |~%i%—
bicyclists, and pedestrians. S
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Not able to join us?
Visit our website for more information, sign up for email updates, take the
survey, and provide comments on the online interactive comment map:
azmag.gov/MeridianRoadCorridorStudy

Pursuant to Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, and the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA),
Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) does not discriminate on the basis of race, color,
national origin, age, sex, or disability. Persons who require a reasonable accommodation based
on language or disability should contact Tim Strow at 602.254.6300 or tstrow@azmag.gov.
Requests should be made as early as possible to ensure MAG has an opportunity to address the
accommodation.

De conformidad con el Titulo VI de la Ley de Derechos Civiles de 1964 y la Ley de Estadounidenses
con Discapacidades (ADA), la Asociacién de Gobiernos de Maricopa (MAG) no discrimina por
motivos de raza, color, nacionalidad, edad, sexo o discapacidad. Las personas que necesiten una
adaptacioén razonable por motivos de idioma o discapacidad deben ponerse en contacto con Tim
Strow en el 602.254.6300 o en tstrow@azmag.gov. Las solicitudes deben hacerse lo antes posible
para que MAG tenga la oportunidad de abordar la adaptacién.
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% BRAND NEW VENUE!

PRODUCTIONS SKYLINE H.S. PERFORMING

ARTS AUDITORIUM
15TH FABU LO US SEASON Just North of Southern on Crismon in Mesa

DIAMOND GLEN CAMPBELL
SONGS OF NEIL DIAMOND AND FRIEND

"3 Starring - -
,ﬁ,,‘ Kyle Sorrell
‘BCelebrate the legend of Campbell with
Kyle Sorrell with Special Guests Scott

Moreau as Johnny Cash and Dr.
Dan Puccio as Roy Clark-on Banjo!

Friday, February 7, 7:00pm

Enjoy over 20.of Diamond’s. gréatest
hits, starring the incomparable
international performer Scott Moreau!

Sat. January 18, 7:00pm ,

YOU'VE GOT A FRIEND

SONGS OF CAROLE KING
& JAMES TAYLOR

Celebrate two
of the greatest,, )\
singer/songwriters ="
" of our time!

_ | Singalong to one of the best-selling
Will You Still Love Me, How Sweet It Is,} musical acts in the history of popular

Your Smiling Face, Natural Woman, l  music featuring the greatest hits
So Far Away and many more! with 13 performers onstage!

Friday, January 24, 7:00pm} Sat. February 15, 7:00pm

TAKE IT EASY DICK CLARK'S
SONGS OF THE 70°S COUNTDOWN TO 50°S & 60°S

L

" Journey back to the 70’s with The
Eagles, Doobie Brothers, Fleetwood
Mac, Linda Ronstadt and more!

Sat. February 1, 7:00pm

Direct from New York City
THE RAVE-ONS!

Friday, February 21, 7:00pm

TICKETS ON SALE SCAN QR CODE
Purchase at Apache Junction Chamber * 4 '1]

www.showtuneproductions.com

All Tickets $25.00 (+ tax)
GENERAL SEATING / NO REFUNDS / GROUP RATES 20+




Jueves 18 de septiembre de 2025

General

Bolsonaro fue sentenciado a 27 afios y tres meses de pri-
si6n por liderar una organizacién criminal que buscaba
revertir los resultados de las elecciones de 2022, que die-
ron la victoria a Luiz Inacio Lula da Silva.

CORTESIA: Jair Bolsonaro / Facebook

Condena de 27 aiios a
ex presidente golpista

Redaccion

La condena histérica del Supremo Tribunal Federal de
Brasil al expresidente Jair Bolsonaro por intento de golpe
de Estado ha desatado una crisis diplomdtica con Estados
Unidos, cuyo gobierno ha calificado el fallo judicial como
una “caza de brujas” y ha impuesto duras sanciones econé-
micas contra el pais sudamericano.

El secretario de Estado estadounidense, Marco Rubio,
afirmé que Washington “responderd en consecuencia” a
lo que considerd una “persecucion politica” contra el lider
brasilefio.

Bolsonaro fue sentenciado a 27 aios y tres meses de
prision por liderar una organizacion criminal que buscaba
revertir los resultados de las elecciones de 2022, que dieron
la victoriaa Luiz Indcio Lula da Silva.

Elfallo, respaldado por cuatro votos contra uno,encontrd
al expresidente culpable de delitos que incluyen intento de
abolir violentamente el Estado democritico de derecho y
golpe deEstado.

Larespuestadelaadministracién Trump no sehizo espe-
rar, puesenjulio, Estados Unidosimpusoaranceles del 50%
sobre la mayoria de los productos brasilefios, una medida
que el presidente Donald Trump vincul6 directamente al
proceso judicial contra Bolsonaro.

Ademas, el gobierno estadounidense sancioné a ocho
de los once magistrados del Supremo Tribunal Federal,
incluido el juez Alexandre de Moraes, quien lidera la causa
contra Bolsonaro .

LuladaSilvarespondi6 atravésde unarticulo de opinién
en The New York Times, defendiendo la independencia
judicial de Brasil y rechazando las acusaciones de persecu-
cion politica.

“La democracia y la soberania de Brasil no son negocia-
bles’, escribié el mandatario brasilefio, quienademasreveld
que las investigaciones descubrieron “planes paraasesinar-
me ami,al vicepresidente y a un juez de la Corte Suprema”.

PrensaArizona.com —— 9A

Cuestionan ataques en el Caribe

Al momento,

14 supuestos
narcotraficantes han
sido asesinados; exigen
claridad

Redaccion

Un grupo de veinticinco senadores
estadounidenses haexigido explicaciones
algobierno del presidente Donald Trump
sobre los ataques militares que destru-
yeron embarcaciones en el mar Caribe
resultando enlamuerte de catorce perso-
nas, en operaciones que legisladores de-
mocratas califican como potencialmente
ilegales segun el derecho internacional.

Los legisladores, liderados por los se-
nadores Tim Kaine de Virginia y Mark
Kelly de Arizona, cuestionan la base legal
de estas acciones y denuncian la falta de
transparencia del gobierno respecto a la
inteligencia que justificé los operativos.

El segundo ataque, anunciado por
Trump el lunes a través de Truth Social,
result6 en la muerte de tres personas a
bordo de unaembarcacién que presun-
tamente transportaba narcéticos desde
Venezuela.

Trump justificé laaccién describien-
do a los objetivos como “narcoterro-
ristas venezolanos, confirmados” que
representaban una “amenaza para la
seguridad nacional” de Estados Unidos.

Este incidente ocurre menos de dos
semanas después de que las fuerzas ar-
madas estadounidenses mataranaonce
personas en un ataque presuntamente
vinculado a la banda venezolana Tren
de Aragua.

El senador Jack Reed, miembro de
altorango de la Comision de las Fuerzas
Armadas del Senado, declar6 enfati-
camente que “no hay ninguna prueba,
ninguna, de que esteataque se haya eje-
cutado en defensa propia”.

Reed subrayé que “tanto en virtud
del derecho nacional como delinterna-
cional, las fuerzas armadas estadouni-
denses simplemente no tienen la auto-
ridad para usar fuerza letal contra una
embarcacion civil a menos que actden
en defensa propia” .

Mas informacién en Q prensaarizona.com

Imagen del segundo ataque de Estados Unidos, destruyendo embarcaciones en
el Caribe, en acciones supuestamente contra carteles de drogas, pero que han
generado muchas dudas. CORTESIA: Department of War

Lacartadelos senadores solicitainfor-
macion especifica sobre cuatro aspectos
fundamentales: el fundamento juridico
que permitio los ataques, la inteligencia
quellevoalaadministraciénadeterminar
que los blancos eran amenazas, la razon
por la cual se opt6 por operaciones leta-
les en lugar de intercepciones estdndar, y
los planes futuros respecto a operaciones
similares en la region.

La misiva advierte que la adminis-
tracion ha amenazado con realizar mas
ataquesmilitares preventivosen el Caribe
y en otras partes del hemisferio, lo que
segun los firmantes violaria el derecho
internacional.

Laadministraciéon Trump ha propor-
cionado pocos detalles sobre las opera-
ciones. Cuando se presiond al secretario
de Defensa, Pete Hegseth, para obtener
respuestas dias después del primer ata-
que, este se nego a dar detalles y afirmé
que Estados Unidos tenia “la autoridad
absoluta y completa parallevarlo a cabo”

En un intercambio revelador con
periodistas, Hegseth afirmé: “Sabiamos
exactamente quiénes eran, qué hacian,
qué representaban y por qué iban a don-
de iban” Cuando un reportero pregunto
“Cémo lo supo?”, Hegseth respondio
evasivamente: “;Por qué le diria eso?”.

Estos ataques se producen en medio
de crecientes tensiones con Venezuela,
conundespliegue militar estadounidense

significativo en la region que incluye el
Grupo Anfibio Listo de Iwo Jima, la 22.2
Unidad Expedicionaria de Infanteria de
Marina y diez aviones de combate F-35
en Puerto Rico.

Elcanciller venezolano, Yvan Gil, afir-
mo la semana pasada que Venezuela “no
apuesta por un conflicto” con Estados
Unidos, “nilo desea”.

El presidente venezolano Nicolds Ma-
duro rechazé que algunos medios inter-
nacionales describan la situacion como
“tension’, calificindolainstead como “una
agresion en todalalinea”.

Maduro denuncié que el despliegue
militar estadounidense “tiene como ex-
cusa puras mentiras” que han sido reba-
tidas por informes de Naciones Unidas,
la Unién Europea y la propia Adminis-
tracion de Control de Drogas.

Este desafio legislativo se produce en
un contexto politicodondelosrepublica-
nos controlan la mayoria del Senado con
53 escaios frente a 45 demdcratas y dos
independientes.

Elincidente caribefiorepresentala pri-
meracrisis de seguridad nacionalimpor-
tante del segundo mandato de Trumpy
podriagenerar tensionessignificativasen
las relaciones con paises latinoamerica-
nos,ademasde plantear seriascuestiones
sobre el equilibrio de poderesy el control
congresional sobre las acciones militares
en el extranjero.

Estudio Del Corredor De Meridian Road
Superstition Boulevard a Ruta Estatal 24

!Unase a nosotros en nuestra
reunion de puertas abiertas!

Miércoles, | de octubre de 2025 | 5:30 - 7 p.m.
Escuela Secundaria Desert Ridge (En la cafeteria)
10211 E Madero Avenue, Mesa, AZ 85209

Unase a nosotros en cualquier momento entre las 5:30 y las 7 p.m.
para reunirse con el equipo del proyecto, conocer las alternativas
de transporte que se estan considerando para el corredor y
compartir sus comentarios. Sus aportaciones ayudaran a dar forma
a las futuras mejoras del corredor.

La Asociacion de Gobiernos
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condados de Maricopa y
Pinal. El estudio identificara
las mejoras necesarias para
abordar las necesidades de
transporte actuales y futuras
y mejorar la conectividad
para conductores, ciclistas y
peatones.
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Ray kd

Meridian Rd

QUEEN CREEK

{No puede acompanarnos?

Obtenga mas informacion, envie sus comentarios sobre las
alternativas que se estan considerando y suscribase para recibir
actualizaciones por correo electrénico en el sitio web del proyecto.

azmag.gov/MeridianRoadCorridorStudy

De acuerdo con el Titulo VI de la Ley de Derechos Civiles de 1964 y la Ley

de Estadounidenses con Discapacidades (ADA), la Asociacién de Gobiernos

de Maricopa (MAG) no discrimina por motivos de raza, color, origen nacional,
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edad, sexo o discapacidad. Las personas que requieran asistencia (dentro de lo
razonable) ya sea por el idioma o discapacidad deben ponerse en contacto con
Tim Strow en el 602.254.6300 o en tstrow@azmag.gov. Las solicitudes deben
realizarse lo antes posible para garantizar que MAG tenga la oportunidad de
atender la adaptacién.
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MERIDIAN ROAD CORRIDOR STUDY

Superstition Boulevard to State Route 24

° °
Please join us for an open house! [ ... =@
Wednesday, October I, 2025 The Maricopa Association of i Univexsity Dr ( \ Supersfior |
5:30-7 p.m. Governments is conducting QT =
Desert Ridge Junior High School | In the Cafeteria a corridor study of Meridian R
10211 E Madero Avenue, Mesa, AZ 85209 ;Road betwseen SR 24 (Project " saumernjave
tart) and Superstition €3 ——lL -
Join us any time between 5:30 and 7 p.m. to meet Boulcz.vard (Pfoject End), in 2 _
with the project team, learn about the transportation partnership with the cities of e s / APACHE
alternatives being considered for the corridor, and Apache Junction and Mesa, MESA :g ek
share your'com.ments. Your input will help shape and the counties of Maricopa vrllio' A2 :
future corridor improvements. and Pinal. The study will % éj
Not able to join us? identify needed improvements o 3
Learn more, provide feedback on alternatives to address existing and future \J"’ L& 1
being considered, and sign up for email travel needs and improve | & .
updates on the project website. connectivity for drivers, g 2l
azmag.gov/MeridianRoadCorridorStudy bicyclists, and pedestrians. -M:c:;;:mf ‘ Q P
Town of Quoen Creek CREEK
£ o L s rmascowty RS

Pursuant to Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, and the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) does not discriminate

on thebasis of race, color, national origin, age, sex, or disability. Persons who require a reasonable accommodation based on language or disability should contact Tim
Strow at 602.254.6300 or tstrow@azmag.gov. Requests should be made as early as possible to ensure MAG has an opportunity to address the accommodation.
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Estudio Del Corredor De Meridian Road
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Superstition Boulevard a Ruta Estatal 24

iUnase a nosotros en nuestra reunion de puertas abiertas!

Mieércoles, | de octubre, 2025
5:30-7 p.m.

Escuela Secundaria Desert Ridge | En la cafeteria
10211 E Madero Avenue, Mesa, AZ 85209

Unase a nosotros en cualquier momento entre las 5:30 y las 7 p.m.
para reunirse con el equipo del proyecto, conocer las alternativas de
transporte que se estdn considerando para el corredor y compartir
sus comentarios. Sus aportaciones ayudaran a dar forma a las futuras
mejoras del corredor.

La Asociacién de Gobiernos de Maricopa esté llevando a cabo
un estudio del corredor de Meridian Road entre la SR 24 (inicio
del proyecto) y Superstition Boulevard (fin del proyecto), en
colaboracién con las ciudades de Apache Junction y Mesa, y los
condados de Maricopa y Pinal. El estudio identificard las mejoras

iNo puede acompafiarnos? Obtenga mas
informacion, envie sus comentarios sobre
las alternativas que se estan considerando y

necesarias para abordar las necesidades de transporte actuales suscribase para recibir actualizaciones por correo
y futuras y mejorar la conectividad para conductores, ciclistas y electronico en el sitio web del proyecto.
peatones. azmag.gov/MeridianRoadCorridorStudy
e I b
5 MAR PA PINAL COUNTY
saicory mesa-az 71, CouNTY

De acuerdo con el Titulo VI de la Ley de Derechos Civiles de 1964 y la Ley de Estadounidenses con Discapacidades (ADA), la Asociacién de Gobiernos de Maricopa
(MAG) no discrimina por motivos de raza, color, origen nacional, edad, sexo o discapacidad. Las personas que requieran asistencia (dentro de lo razonable) ya sea por

el idioma o discapacidad deben ponerse en contacto con Tim Strow en el 602.254.6300 o en tstrow@azmag.gov. Las solicitudes deben realizarse lo antes posible para
garantizar que MAG tenga la oportunidad de atender la adaptacion.
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General

El Superintendente de Instruccién Plblica, Tom Horne, ha elogiado los esfuerzos del Grupo
de Trabajo de Entrenamiento Escolar sobre Sobredosis y Inteligencia (STOP-IT). FOTO: Os-

car Ramos / Prensa Arizona

Destacan crisis de opioides y fentanilo

Grave impacto en escuelas
de Arizona y trabajan en
soluciones

Oscar Ramos

Lacrisisde opioides, especialmente el uso
indebido de fentanilo, ha generado alarman-
tes consecuencias en lasescuelasde Arizona.
Se estima que al menos cinco estudiantes
sufren sobredosis diariamente en el estado,
reflejando una tendencia preocupante que
afecta acomunidades enteras.

En los dltimos afos, Arizona ha experi-
mentado un incremento significativo en las
muertes por sobredosis de opioides. En 2020,
se registraron 1,914 muertes sospechosas
relacionadas con opioides, un aumento del
27% respecto al aiio anterior.

Este incremento se atribuye en gran medi-
daal fentanilo, un opioide sintético hasta 100
veces mas potente que la morfina.

La presencia de fentanilo en las escuelas
hallevadoa unincremento enlassobredosis
entre estudiantes. La facilidad de acceso yla
potencia letal del fentanilo han creado un
entorno peligroso para los jévenes, quienes
amenudo desconocen los riesgos asociados
€On Su CONsSumo.

Elestigma en torno al uso de opioides difi-
cultala prevenciény el tratamiento. Muchos
estudiantes y familias evitan buscar ayuda
por temor al juicio social, lo que perpetta
el ciclo de adicciéon y aumenta el riesgo de
sobredosis. La falta de educacion y com-
prension sobre la adiccion contribuye a este

estigma, impidiendo que las personas afec-
tadas reciban el apoyo necesario.

Arizona se ha convertido en una de las
principales rutasde entradadefentaniloaEs-
tados Unidos. Laproximidad con la frontera
mexicana facilita el trafico de este opioide
sintético, exacerbando la crisis en el estado.
Lasautoridades han intensificado los esfuer-
zos para interceptar cargamentos ilegales,
pero la magnitud del problema requiere
soluciones mas integrales.

En respuesta a esta emergencia, el Su-
perintendente de Instruccion Publica, Tom
Horne, ha elogiado los esfuerzos del Grupo
de Trabajo de Entrenamiento Escolar sobre
Sobredosis y Inteligencia (STOP-IT).

Graciasa esta iniciativa, mas de 4,000 kits
de Narcan, un medicamento que revierte los
efectos de una sobredosis de opioides, se
han distribuido en las escuelas de Arizona.
Ademas, se han desarrollado programas
educativos para concienciar a estudiantes
y personal escolar sobre los peligros del
fentanilo y las medidas de prevencion.

Lacrisis de opioides en Arizona, y suim-
pacto en las escuelas, subraya la necesidad
de una respuesta multifacética que aborde
tanto la prevencion como el tratamiento.
Es esencial fomentar un entorno donde los
estudiantes y sus familias se sientan seguros
al buscar ayuda, libre de estigmas.

La colaboracion entre autoridades edu-
cativas, sanitarias y de seguridad es crucial
para implementar estrategias efectivas que
protejan a la juventud de Arizona de los
devastadores efectos del fentanilo y otros
opioides.

PrensaArizona.com

— 3A

Buscan Legislatura forzar a
las autoridades estatales

Propuesta Ley AZ ICE
obligaria cooperacion en
la aplicacion de politicas

migratorias

Oscar Ramos

Ante preocupaciones crecientes sobre la
seguridad publicaderivadas dela crisis fron-
teriza, el presidente del Senado de Arizona,
Warren Petersen, ha presentado la Ley de
Cooperaciony Aplicacion dela Inmigracion
de Arizona (AZ ICE Act, por sus siglas en
inglés). Este proyecto deley busca garantizar
la colaboracion entre las fuerzas del orden
locales y el gobierno federal enla implemen-
tacion delas politicas migratorias delaadmi-
nistracion Trump, con el objetivode proteger
a los ciudadanos de Arizona y fortalecer la
seguridad nacional, pero laFiscal General de
Arizona, Kris Mayes, expres6 su desacuerdo.

La Ley AZ ICE (SB 1164) exige que los
departamentos de los alguaciles de los con-
dadosyel Departamento de Correcciones de
Arizonaestablezcan acuerdosbajolaseccion
287(g) con el gobierno federal antes del 1 de
enero de 2026. Estos acuerdos permiten que
las autoridades locales ayuden a identificar
y procesar a no ciudadanos detenidos por
violacionesdeleyeslocales. Ademds, estipula
que las fuerzas del orden cumplan con las
solicitudesdedetenciéon migratoria, evitando
asiqueinmigrantes en situaciénirregular con
antecedentes criminales sean liberados.

El proyecto de ley surge en respuesta al
aumento de la migracién irregular en la
frontera suroeste de Estados Unidos. Desde
2021, se han registrado més de 8.5 millones
deencuentrosenlafrontera, segindatosdela
Oficina de Aduanas y Proteccion Fronteriza
de Estados Unidos. Ademas, se estima que
2.2 millones de personas han ingresado al
pais sin ser detectadas. Las autoridades han
detenido a mas de 57,000 individuos con 6r-
denesdearresto, condenas penales o vinculos
con organizaciones criminales y terroristas.

Durante 2023, el estado gast6 aproxima-
damente $3.19 mil millones para atender a
453,000 personas que residen ilegalmente
en el estado, una carga significativa para los

El presidente del Senado de Arizona,
Warren Petersen, ha presentado la Ley de
Cooperacion y Aplicacién de la Inmigra-
ci6n de Arnzona. FOTO: Oscar Ramos /
Prensa Arizona

contribuyentes.

La seccion 287(g), promulgada en 1996
bajo la administracion Clinton, permite que
las agencias locales de aplicacion de la ley
colaboren con el gobierno federal parallevar
acabofunciones migratorias especificas. Los
oficiales locales reciben capacitacion formal
paragarantizar el cumplimiento de estas fun-
ciones de maneraadecuada y eficiente.

“El fin dela crisis fronteriza requiere un
enfoque integral, esta legislacion permitira
que las fuerzas del orden locales y federales
trabajen juntas para proteger a nuestros ciu-
dadanos, ademas de prevenir la obstruccion
gubernamental. Los votantes de Arizona ha-
blaron claro en noviembre pasado alaprobar
laLey de Seguridad Fronteriza. Quieren que
sehaga cumplirlaleyy que nuestrascomuni-
dades sean seguras’, afirmo Petersen.

Al respecto la fiscal general de Arizona,
Kris Mayes conmino a la legislatura a traba-
jar en los temas que realmente afectan a los
arizonenses y a ofrecer mayores fondos a las
agencias como lasuya quecombateneltrafico
de fentanilo y alos carteles mexicanos.

“El afio pasadola Legislatura republicana
recort6 el presupuesto del Departamento de
Seguridad Publicaydela Fiscalia General de
Arizona y es muy probable que lo vuelvan a
hacer, lo que significa menos recursos para
el combate y la aplicacién de la ley en uno
de los problemas a los que tanto se refieren’,
asevero Mayes.
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Estudio del Corredor Vial Meridian
Superstition Boulevard a la Ruta Estatal 24

!Acompanenos en una reunion de puertas abiertas!
Martes, 11 de febrero de 2025 | 5:30 - 7 p.m.

Desert Ridge Junior Hi

gh School (En la cafeteria)

10211 E Madero Avenue, Mesa, AZ 85209

Acompanenos a nosotros en cualquier momento entre las 5:30 y

7 p.m. con el equipo para aprender sobre el Estudio del Corredor,

compartir sus experiencias viajando por el corredor, y contar sus
ideas para futuras mejoras de transporte.
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La Asociacion de Gobiernos L
de Maricopa esté llevando ( N
a cabo un estudio del

corredor de Meridian THERS ™ ) B
Road entre Superstition e
Boulevard y la Ruta Estatal
24, en colaboracién con

las ciudades de Apache
Junction y Mesa, ademas de
los condados de Maricopa y
Pinal. El estudio identificara
las mejoras necesarias para
abordar las necesidades de
viaje existentes y futuras, N
ademas de mejorar la A
seguridad y la conectividad
para conductores, ciclistas y
peatones. oot )

Superstitcn Blvd

n Ave

Irojwood Dr|

()
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APACHE

\Goodolupe Rd JUNCTION

lliot Rd

Meridian Rd

Ellsworth Rd

Signal Butte Rd

QUEEN CREEK

¢No puede acompanarnos?

Visite nuestro sitio web para obtener
mas informacion e inscribase para recibir
actualizaciones por correo electrénico.
azmag.gov/MeridianRoadCorridorStudy

De conformidad con el Titulo VI de la Ley de Derechos Civiles de 1964y
la Ley de Estadounidenses con Discapacidades (ADA), la Asociacion de
Gobiernos de Maricopa (MAG) no discrimina por motivos de raza, color,
nacionalidad, edad, sexo o discapacidad. Las personas que necesiten
una adaptacion razonable por motivos de idioma o discapacidad deben
ponerse en contacto con Tim Strow en el 602.254.6300 o en
tstrow@azmag.gov. Las solicitudes deben hacerse lo antes posible para
que MAG tenga la oportunidad de abordar la adaptacion.
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Meridian Road Corridor Study M

MARICOPA

Public Open House | October 1, 2025 ASSOCIATION of
GOVERNMENTS

NAME—PIlease Print Clearly EMAIL—Please Print Clearly Sign Up for Email Updates? Y/ N










/5 attendees



NAME—PIlease Print Clearly

Meridian Road Corridor Study
Public Open House | February 11, 2025

EMAIL—PIlease Print Clearly

AL

VIARICOPA
ASSOCIATION of
GOVERNMENTS

Sign Up for Email Updates?
Y/N







104 attendees
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2 Recrestion On the map
1 Safety Onthe map
& Access toSR 24
S Safety TEST
8 Access Baseline Rd at Meridian intersection
9 Access Guadalupe Ra/ Meridian Rd
10 Drainag; 3 i next
7 Access Guadelupe Rd
12 Other
16 Access Baseline and Meridian to Guadalupe and Meridian
18 Access
11 Traffic-Congestion University to baseline rd
3 Access
& Recrestion TesT
13 Safety NE comer Meridian and Baseline. Cemex Al and Concrete Recyciers.

17 Traffic-Congestion

13 Traffic-Congestion

18 Safety

19 Traffic-Congestion

The Pinal county light industrial/commerical area east of Meridian and north of Guacalupe involved. Safety for passenger cars is ako 8 factor.

Merician hwy 24 to baseline

2763 5 Teakwood Cir. Guadaiupe runs behind my rear property line

Village east perimeter

Guadsiupe/Meridian Carricor

21 Safety

22 Traffic-Congestion

23 Safety

24 Traffic-Congestion

23 Traffic-Congestion
e N

guadalupe and signal butte

Suniand Springs Vilage

Guadslupe and Meridian

Guadalupe road extension to Merican

Suniand Springs Vilage

27

30 Bike/Pedestrian

29 satety

28 Traffic-Congestion
33 Bike/Pedestrian
31 Dreinaze/Flooding
32 Other

33 Safety

34 gike/Pedestrian

37 Traffic-Congestion

Meridian Road north from the 60

Guadslupe extension to merician

Merician Road between Eliot and Baseline Roads
SRP power line easement
Merician Road

Merician Road

Meridian R, and all current intersections

SRP power line easement crossing Meridian Road

End of Guacalupe

Suniand Springs Vilage

Meridian Road from Baseline to AZ24

Comment Name
Another test Testing
Testing a comment Testing
build the road

TEST

Imperative to have undeveloped Meridian R/W intersect with existing s i ion to reduce Baseline Road and to save costs for intersection improvements

Would ke to see Guadalupe Rd intersect with the new Meridian Rd
Possidle flooding zone from Baseline Rd s0uth on undeveloped Meridian Rd right of way

will become unsafe e quality of living by pushing through 8 Il the way to Baseline. This plan is desired by the Gitizens of East Mesa.
Commercial truck traffic in/out of the Pinal county industrisl section should be required to use ronwood, ie. No Truck Traffic. | live 1 mile line of sight from here and the large trucks can be heard engine
ing even now. Allowing them to use the new road will be 3 nightmare for Suniand Springs Village resicents. It also will increase wear and tear on the roacway as very large and heavy vehicles are

1 would suggest Merician p from Baseline i through the existing Final Dr. and then curve west to intercept Meridians vertical course at the new intersection of Gusdakupe Rd and
Merician. That way you imit Baseline to only the one intersection and you keep the new Meridian rosdway Clear of Suniand Springs home at least until after Gusdalupe rd.
Need access from East Guadalupe Road to new extension of Meridian Rd.

Live in Sunland Soringz Village, and this intersection will make access to Pinal County 50 much easier.

The road is single lane and no turn lanes causing traffic congestion st rush hour.

finish the rosd

TEST

The heavy truck traffic hauling gravel and cement coming in/out of this location is a serious safety concern. Plus the vehides best up the rosd. You'd never know by looking it was just resurfaced in the past
year. Concrete spills and drips builds up on y. The weight of f% the blacktop. Truck traffic should be routed to avoid passenger and pedestrian use if this corridor is to be
Geveloped safety.

Signal Butte and Baseline are aiready congested and the new road is needed.

1 32€ n0 need whatsoever completing Meridian from Baseline to ENott. My opinion is the residents of Sunlsnd Springs Visisge egress from the Vilage West on Gusdalupe or Baseline. Again, there is no good

reazon to waste the money on a rosd that doesn't make sense. It is 2 total losing Geal for the owners of the Village. The noise, Would not acd any value to -1 have livedin
the Valley for 34 years. We moved to Mountsin Park Ranch off I-10 in 1950. nms-mmmummmﬁwymmmmmmuﬁmnm Nmmpwlseremvillseaﬂumstmﬂ
Jomax. It hed & fabulous view of our Pesks and the McDowell mountsins. It wes Open range to the East sl the way to the Verde river. City of Scottsdale populated that area in the next 15 years. Six years 30
We left 25 we became sware of SSV a5 our last £0od place to live. Who woukd ever come with a reason to compiete Meridian and ruin our community? Developers of course!

Traffic slong Guacalupe East of Signal Butte wil mu!-sevnir..mlv ms«m-ms;n\sxvnusz ity is on both sides of P is area and has @ large amount of North/South traffic to get to

community amenities. Traffic control will be needed at jpe and Spril pe to allow safe ing of

The séignment of Guadslupe with the two existing segments needs ta be exsmined before determining the route of Meridian. | Would prefer the intersection of Guscaupe and Meridian to be s far east of
Suniand Springs Village a3 possible. Other considerations are the Maricope County Ficod Control District. Placing 25t would not i MCFCD.

Guadalupe anc Waddlewood - the changes made to thiz intersection has made the area more Gangercus, not less. At the very least east and west bound traffic should have been given 3 right turn only lsne,
for which more than enough space is svailable. As it s, all traffic is impeded by people tuming right. A traffic change zoing from 3 lanes to one and then back to three seems more dangerous since it is 8
change from the norm. If the intersection nesds more safety, 8 liht would have been 3 better choice.

There is NO need to modify the Meridian Corridor. There are many North South options for commuters! ironwood, Signal Butte, Crismon. Leave it a3 is, it will 390 much more unnecesssary traffic. ¥ it sin't
broke, dont fixit.

Thiz proposal will be a nightmare for the residents of Sunland Springs Village who kive on the eastem border of our vilage. The added noise, congestion, and traffic will Go nothing but lower our property
values. This i 2 quiet 33 plus community and we would ke to keep it that way.

Whille 3 ot of the resicents of Sunland Springs Village would ike to see this NEVER happen, it is inevitable. But among y 1 believe the g1 nger is tha!
8 jpe. Thiz means y y senior bil-\s—sﬂ'tlhslﬂﬂmns across Guadaiupe to resch amenities mm:mun-norm:mmmiy Probably
m-nwusm‘ at L 5ns. Or 8 stoplignt st nd

memmofmmuuuvemnemfﬁ:onuseinenmsgmmmz-nmmupenugolmeammp-mmnuul:cmumsme:w-mmmunmmmummspmpv-ngg
The rosds are inls Gropped from and the noise poliution from large trucks using exhaust (JAKE] brakes at all hours. Signal Butte has become Gangerous with the
speeds ise. Connecting pe with Meridian will provide another highly congested and noisy road for commercial and othe vehicles to use Guadalupe and Meridian to svoid the Guadslupe
and Baseline interection. Consiceration should e given to the fact that Guacaiupe runs through the midcie of Suniand Spring: Vilage community. Az others have mentianed, community smenities are an
both the north and south sides of pe used by all the not be allowed Signal Butte and Meridian.

and traffic will do
wmupmmq senior residents frequentty

Thiz proposal will be a nightmare for the residents of Suniand Springs Village who ive on the eastem border of our vilage and on either side of
nothing but lower our property values and create constant unpleazant traffic noise. There are also major amenities on both the
need to crazz in vehicees, oif carts, bicycles and on foat. Thiz iz 3 quiet 33 pluz commarity and we would ke to keep it that way
This y cong; ing peak times. 've inaincons Meridian all the way to Signal Butte. A light iz in order.

Please make the intersection at Merdian and Baseline straight with the Meridian re-alignement either north or south of the intersection. The intersection of Ray and Elisworth is 8 food example of how bad
the traffic is when you offset the intersection, it is 8 mess. It slows traffic in both directions and adds to additional hazzards by forcing peopie who want to go straight on the offset street to make a right then
left turn.

No bike lane, no sholder forcing cyclist into the rosd going north.

S5V was and s 8 33 and over community with a lot of residential traffic ie bicycies golf carts and walkers both north and South of Guadalupe 85 there are amenities on both sides we G0 not need the heavy
traffic and the noise We are senior ditizens mosty retired

1 don't see the need to open Meridian Road south of Baseline Roed to Elliot Road. This ancther route for during ruzh i that would increases traffic
through largely residential streets. The increased traffic and noise would greatly diminish the quality of life for all the , ot just of Suniand Springz. There is alzo the
environmental concerns of the water shed and the animals that §ve there. Has an Emviromental study been done to determine what animals will be atected or G3pIaced? | am ot in favor of this project.
Provide street/road crossing under power lines for walking and biking.

Please review drainage and fiooding cancerns for this ares.

Please review added lanczcaping all along this road including a center median with the quality of the envis for and people passing through.
|memnu\smwumnmuy 2 lames into 1 just before an intersection creates long ines of traffic and accidents. Would love to see Meridian continue past Baseline if tum lanes, traffic control &
can bemace. ¥ built they must be maintained, that is the bizgest prodlem is that they are not maintained.

Build 1-1/2-inch pipe fence between Meridian Pointe and Suniand HOAS to keep cars/off road vehicles, to keep a5 a walking area. Would match City of Mesa at Signal Butte Park fence ine.
Name; Meridian Road trail crossing.

I'm concerned with the increase in traffic thru the middie of a retirement community. There are dozens of golf carts probably Gaily that need to cross pe. It's y dang:

With the ing i in vehicie traffic that will begin shortly at the pre-5chool, any additional traffic will result in & nightmare.
DO NOT connect Gusdalupe 23t to Meridian. Having a main street cut through a subGivision would create 50 many problems. There are many smenities on i peina 35+
senior citizens. There is much LOCAL go¥ cart, bicycle, pedestrian ng on both P uw.wnmmumumw,nmymmmuw»y-m
little to no outside traffic with little chance for crime from outside the ity. And thiz i mw-nmnmmofmequnmwnsmmm
that currently exists:

smummmmunphnqavuwmmmmmgmluelme.ﬂlm-mw-mmﬂsmnmulmlewma-mgmempmmum
lmmmmnymurethrmpmm What was the master pian the permitted ion Vistas - Radiance, and concurrent upgrace to Meridian Road north of Ray Rosd to &
mmmxmmunmbemnm-punerysuﬂhmuwmumswm-mmpnwpmmgwamenmmsmlnwnis
reqummnpuseemstonemmznmmes-/u cities have aireacy moved P onanp cept. Can you really do anything with citizen comments this late in the
Fame? Whatis MAG suthority here?
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Submit Date
1/10/2023, 10:00 AM
1/9/2023,9:10 AM

1/23/2023, 12:32 PM
1/24/2023, 12:07 PM
1/26/2023, 10:38 AM
1/26/2023, 10:38 AM
1/26/2023, 10:38 AM

1/23/2023, 11:33 PM

1/27/2023, 10:38 AM

1/27/2023, 1:33 PM

1/27/2023, 1:38 PM
1/26/2023, 10:12 PM
1/23/2023, 5:40 AM
1/24/2023, 12:17 PM

1/27/2023, 12:01 PM
1/27/2023, 1:33 PM

1/27/2023, 1:26 PM

1/27/2023, 221 PM

1/27/2023, 1:38 PM

1/27/2023, 2:40 PM

1/27/2023,3:20 PM

1/27/2023, 2:37 PM

1/27/2023,3:23 PM

1/27/2023, 3:08 PM

1/27/2023, 8:31 PM
1/28/2023, 2:36 PM

1/25/2023, 1:13 PM

1/30/2023, 7:13 PM

1/30/2023, 3:37 PM

1/29/2023,7:20 P
2/2/2023,924 M

2/1/2023, 11:18 AM
2/1/2023, 11:18 AM

2/3/2023,9:12 AM

2/3/2023, 8341 AM

2/4/2025,12:33 PM

2/4/2023, 12:30 PM

2/4/2023, 11:45 AM



1 would ke to suggest an akernative route for this project that woukd by pass Sunland Springs Village and the i us. Atthe i ion of idian by the traffic lights, take
Merician straight south onto Pinal Ave and continue s0uth past Guadalupe. Curve Meridian and then tie into Meridian u,mm\u This route would not affect any of the Sunland Springs residents and the

39 Traffic-Congestion Sunland Springs Vilage community south of us. 2/4/2023,131PM
'm concemed about the added traffic on Guadalupe that intersects SSV. Too many people cross that road daily. If you proceed, | would hope that the speed limit from Baseline south would be 33MPH, as it
36 Safety Along S5V east and south borders iz north of Baseline, otherwise it will become a raceway like Iromwood. 2/3/2025, 801 PM

Whatever happened between Apache Junction and Mesa years 3go is quite puzziing. Wiy don't the North/South streets line up? Edsworth, Crismon, Signal Butte and Meridian? Having said that, now is the
time to make an adjustment if Meridian neecs to extend south. Extend Meridian south through Pinsl Rosd and hook up sgain with Meridisn closer to 24. S5V i3 8 senior commurity o<cupying homes on both

sides of g pe will be 8 serious problem. There are aiready traffic control pylons on the street. Don't encourage more vehicles to use it. Leave Guadeloupe as itis.
41 Intersection ssv (Encing st 5. vellowwood) 2/4/2023, 4:41 PV
63 Intersection Please curve Meridian 5o it ines up correctly on both the north and south sides of Baseline. Doing a miz i ion will add y Celuy i ing and traffic. 2/16/2023, 8:33 PM
Pinal Road aiready exists and is 8 straight line from Merician north of Baseline. ¥f we that i behind in Sunland Springs Village, it would preserve the water crainage
culvert that & aiready there. It would save the property values and noise concerns for SSV residents as well a5 gain better access to the front of the industrial businesses instead of taking 75 feet of the back of
62 Drainage/Flooding South of Baseline connecting to Guadalupe the property owned by businesses in that park. 3/3/2023, 638 PM

Please Iook at the mui-function space north of Eastmark on both sides of Crismon. Thiz is 8 model space for rainage, buffer, recrestion (Disc Goif walking exercize, biking) and near zero landscaping. Please

Iook into working with Sunland Springs Village HOA Long Range Planning effort, and other neighboring owners to provide 2 similar spsce. The North to South buffer zone would tactfully tie into Guadeloupe
43 Bike/Pedestrian Along East side of Suniand Springs Village South to the electrical power lines. nd beyond to the existing neighboring resicentis development just south of the power lines.

1'd ke to suggest that Guadsiupe not extend through the Sunisnd Springs community to connect to Meridian Road. I'll suggest that Guadslupe Road be considered a dead-end street, not 8 through street. No

major road network currently runs through 8 community in the Mesa area a3 | uncerstand things todsy, sovm,uuuumemchmmgwmmnwm-mswmwm'n

2/3/2023, 637 AM

extend through prings Village to connect with Meridian Road, it would be foolish for us not or pact to 5. Spring, Boulevard as well. Drivers (None
lmuans)-uplwemnk:mmmmumi«umnumspnwwnpmqs Sprms\-voduuevlmmwvl view the map, the major roads such as Baseline Road, Elfiot Rosd,
42 safety Meridian Rosd Comidor - Guadaiupe Road Wamer Road and Ray Road should be the primary connections to Meridian Road. 2/4/2023,7:13 PM
44 Access SR24 and merician It would be great to have another access to the SR24, | noticed there was only 8 small bit that wasn't paved here. 2/3/2023, 201 PM

It would be nice to have another option to go north other than Signal Butte as when there are accidents, inddents, construction, etc in the intersection of Eliot and Signal Butte we are forced to go south to

Wamer or Ray Road to connect to either Ironwood or all the way to Elsworth if your pian is to go further north than Eliot as Crismon ako Goes not connect between Eliiot and Guadalupe. It should aizo be

wide enough to handie the appropriate traffic. Mozt of our roacs going north and south are 0 congested because their is not many options. Mare options could help spread out the traffic to other roads. We
43 Access Elliot to Baseline Connection have been in this ares for over 23 years and the lack of options to conmect to other areas 8dcs to traffic congestion in the areas svailadle.

|I|II"|

2/7/2025, 8:49 AM

Guadalupe Rd. runs through the middie of Suniand
increased noise for over 3600 SSV residents.

=S5V amenities are located on both the north and south sides of Guadalupe Rd. Our senior residents ipe caity at i by vehicle, Goif cart, bicycle, or on foot.
«The intersection of Signal Butte and Gaudaiupe Rd aiready has high traffic congestion. mmemlsﬂmﬂusmmnmtusw:m nvrs mutiple busi

situsted on the NW and NE corners.

A new “Busy Bees” Daycare is opening s00n on Guadahupe next to Goocwil.

prings Vitag: y 5 upe from Signai Butte to Merician would creste sesious traffic congestion, safety risks and

~Emergency service vehides frequently use pe Rd to rezpond to SSV
we the i ion of Iup! -nuuern-nmmumassvmm-ry-nupmmmgmunsmmsveeL
30 Safety Sunland Springs Vilage 2/7/2023,134 PM
43 Safety Guadalupe Rd For no other reazon than the safety of the residents of SSV, it should not even be a consideration to extend Guadalupe Rd to the east. 2/6/2023, 2:10 PM
47 Other Meridian The stugy ana Williams Field, Meridi does not exist. Google maps is not accurate. There is 8 small senvice road to the sewer lift station. Nothing more. 2/3/2023, 303 PM
45 Other Galveston wﬁ-mmmllnep-mmmmpmmlnpnmmm We have enjoyed silence for years and Ga not want the eyesore of an arterial road. 2/3/2023, 838 PM
I agree with others 1§ Merician is 1t will degrade the quality of ife in y drive through traffic on to our residential rosds. Please don't tum our current dead end rosds
43 Traffic-Congestion Galveston Rd into mmmmw-lmu—uﬁc 2/3/2023, 8:47 PM
31 Safety Elliot Road between Mountain Rd. and Meridian Road. Provide raized medium along Elliot Road like the rest of Elliot Road. This is £oing to be a safety problem with opening up Elfot Road with a ot more traffic. 2/8/2023, 10:30 PM
This map shows 8 piace calied Goid Camp that does not exist. The name of the town there is Queen Valiey and has been since 1913. There was a tiny ares where 8 £0id nugget was found before the town was
32 Other 83118 Queen Valiey named Queen Valiey and it has been appearing on maps for ages when it was never a town. Please correct this for future maps in this project.  Thanks, President, QV Historical Society 2/9/2023, 7:41 AM
We purchazed our home near Elliot anc Meridian o that we could have views of the Superstitions since it had 2 ficodpisin nnmus-mq-nmzm we are near the power fnes just off Merician). if thiz
new connection to the 24 and San Tan is run through the existing Merician Road it will De right behind our back yard wall? It wi poliution wil totally
crash our home's it 1 ugmmnmmwmw‘mwmmmmummum mnnnmuﬂplnmﬂoodphmmmmuopenhnﬂ
t0 put the road further from the existing commanities and rename the interior Meridian street that does nat connect ta the US £0. The Meridian exit off the 60 does not geographically sign to this existing
33 Traffic-Congestion Current Medidian Road and Elfiot neighborhood Merician anyw 30 why curve it into the neighborhood and not continue it straight acrass the i 2nd open whereit is a dead end now. 2/3/2023,7:41 AM
Knowing this project will become an important intensely used intersection it makes sense to align Meridian Road with the Meridian Road / Baseline Road segment extending north to the USE0. The alignment
“hown an the map hows NOrthbound traffic would have to travel eazt then north in order to access USS0. That particular slignment would creste s bottieneck only to be sddressed in the future at 8 much
34 Intersection Meridian Rd / Baseleine Rd. Intersection Alignment grester expense tha! 8 great deal of with 2/9/2023,2:02 PM
1 understand the need for new ROrth south roads. | live on the comer of Meridi . I'm hoping that p sign or light is put on Meridian Rd. st Galveston for a5 long as possible. Having cars
stopping and accelerating and idling st that intersection would be much worse for me that having them just drive past. Ao the less street lighting or hooded lighting woulkd be appreciated. Also wondering if
37 i ice and noise barriers are planned . And one other worry is will | be assessed a large impact fee when this section of road is built. 2/12/2023, 5:03 AM
38 Traffic-Congestion SR24 on Meridian to Wiliams Field Please connect Meridian from w-msfmumm:snusmnmn-m residence needing access to highway. 2/12/2023, 11:27 AM
upe should not intersect wit prings Village has too much 5o¥ cart , wakers and bikers crossing Guadalupe to get to amenities. Having a cros: street gaing thiu the miadie of 2
retirement community is asking for troudle. We and fire truck: ng to the ity already speed of vehicles a thru street would creste. If
Mal_luMmof!neinemMntnmmﬂmmmmlpmmu&nmnwﬁmhmmpVillse. Why put the noise next to current residential community when you can buil
36 Safety mesa, a2 83209 itin a non developed area. 2/10/2023, 7:26 PM
33 Other Meridian Corridor Need to control light pollution. Lighting should comply with dark skies community standards. Refer to Fountain Hills or Flagstaff ordinances. 2/10/2023, 11:31 AM
Merician really needs to connect to Guadalupe and up to the USE0. The neighborhoods along Meridian that ‘way to head north that isn't Signal Butte. The
only northern path is Signal Butte as Crismon is aks0 a dead-end. We don't need -nymmwmswm«snkemwtsommmnnnwcrspues It makes it very difficult to get around
61 Access and siows down any ermands to restaurants, shopping or rocery stores. 2/16/2023,3:35 PM

Baseline rd was resurfaced a couple years past by AJ CITY,
Then it was graded on the south side of BASELINE and water from the Syphon draw was redirected West on baseline instead of going South into the water i south of
That had the effect of running water and soil thru SSV and flooding Baseline road.

39 Drainage/Fiooding

60 Access S5V HOME OWNER Donot want Guscaiipe R. Access to Meridan rosd for safety, Traffic and enviroamental reasons.
I comp y dizagree with the prop 5 Meridian Road a3 shown on your map. Not only will this cost millions of dollars y the quality of life for Z that
memSumSpnnssviusg-sweln mmwl\s:mmnm&mpmpom rosd will be agsinst the east wall of the community. It will cause noise, air poliution, as wel 25 light poliution, and
completely ruin property values. If you want to save MILLIONS of doliars in taxpayer money, Pinal Rosd ALREADY EXISTS, and is ALREADY in alignment to Merician Rd. If you connect Pinal Rd to Meridian, it
will bypass ALL resicential aress and SAVE US MILLIONS OF DOLLARS!

2/13/2023, 5:40 AM
2/13/2023, 5:40 AM

€4 Traffic-C i idi i Also, is there even enough room to conect the road as you have indicated on your map? There is an industrial ares located there as wel. 2/17/2023, 5:06 PM
1 0ppose the connection of Meridian Rd. PINAL ROAD ALREADY EXISTS and is ALREADY IN ALGNMENT TO MERIDIAN RD. Bypass all of the residential areas and SAVE MILLIONS of doliars of Arizona taxpayer
colars.

63 Traffic-Congestion Meridian Rd Connection 2/17/2023, 5:06 PM
For those that live along meridian south of Guadalupe, our onfy option to go North is Signal Butte. We desperately need Meridian to connect with pe and Baseline. 3

62 Traffic-Congestion on Signal Butte is costly and also dangerous. Having another route North is desperately needed. With Crismon being @ dead-end, it either Signal Butte or Esworth (which is 3 miles away). 2/16/2023, 8:33 PM
Has a full dismond interchange been discussed? It would be beneficial to have both east and west bound access if Meridian is planned to become a major north south arterial. | understand the canal is 3

66 Intersection Interchange hurdle; however it would to the benefit of traffic flow and safety. 2/23/2023, 1:33 PM

On thiz map, it I00ks like we have the space to slope the westerly section of ‘new meridian’ in an eastern fashion up to the light at baseline. If 50, that should take piace for two reazons:
This would prevent multiple stops and a choke point on Baseline for vehicles that only seek to continue traveing south
70 Intersection South of where Meridian intersects with Baseline 1t would ic noise for more of i

YOREL) |l| |pl1

3/3/2023, 231 PM
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Meridian Rd between (E. University Rd / W. Superstition Blvd) and E. Apache Trl

Meridian will never fix the Queen Creek issue. Build a freeway going south.
Sunland Springs Village
Meridian Rd at powerlines

Sunland Springs Village

Meridian Rd south across US60 Highway

Guadalupe & Meridian

road alignment with Maricopa County

Meridian Road Corridor

Main St. to Guadalupe
Meridian and Baseline

Baseline and Meridian

Baseline to Superstition, especially crossing Broadway and Apache Trail.

Guadalupe and Meridian

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.

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.

Please check your website as it looks like the comment section is full and will not accept any new comments.

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.

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

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. | 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.

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.

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, o simply expand Ironwood instead. However, | 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.

| completely disagree with the proposed plan connecting Meridian Road as shown on your map. | 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!

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 and dangerous 60 over 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.

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.

1 would recommend an S curve to connect Meridian going south from 160. The S should be south of Baseline to minimize rapid lane changes to access the 160 ramps as seen at Signal Butte.

As a resident of Sunland Springs Village, | 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.

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.

Requesting a raised berm and wall to abate traffic noise.

Ilive 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, | 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.

3/5/2025, 2:37 PM

3/3/2025, 6:35 PM

3/13/2025, 8:19 AM

3/13/2025, 10:56 AM

3/18/2025, 4:39 PM

8/22/2025, 2:58 PM

4/3/2025, 10:05 AM

3/25/2025, 3:43 PM

3/21/2025, 4:18 PM

8/18/2025,3:32 PM
6/9/2025, 3:16 PM

6/9/2025, 3:16 PM

5/16/2025, 9:09 AM

4/21/2025, 1:43 PM
4/16/2025,10:27 AM

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.

I3




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

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
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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 (Tl) 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:

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

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

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

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

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

Ultimately, the study concludes that a Tl would only be feasible from a budgetary standpoint with a
westward shift of the Meridian Road alighment 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
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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.
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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
0.5 mile widening 2 lanes to 4 lanes;
- Ranch Rd to g ;
2133 Meridian Road Germann Rd completed in 2022
) ; 1 mile of new roadway construction, 6
o 2035’ S. of Ocotillo Y ’
3538 Meridian Road to Riggs Rd lane section; in progress 2022
1.5 miles of new roadway construction
. Germann Rd to Y ’
19716 Meridian Road SR24 2 lane section; completed in 2022
1 mile widening 4 lanes to 6 lanes and
6186 SR 24 (Williams Meridian Rd to grade separated interchanges; planned
Gateway) Ironwood Rd through 2030
3.1 mile widening 4 lanes to 6 lanes and
21089 SR 24 (Williams SR 202L to Meridian | orade separated interchanges; planned
Gateway) Rd Phase 2 through 2030
5 miles of sidewalk, lighting, and
49548 US 60 (Apache Trail) Sossaman Rd to pavement rehabilitation; in progress
Meridian Rd | through 2025
2 miles of new roadway construction
45554 McKellips Road Crismon Rd to with ROW acquisition; planned for
Meridian Rd
2026
Apache Trail and Meridian Rd to SR | Design and construction of lighting;
1764 Superstltlon 88 planned for 2024
Boulevard
: 2.5 miles of new roadway construction
. . Crismon Road to : Y ’
2294 Williams Field Road Meridian Rd 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
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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:

o Capacity,

e Pedestrian,
e Bicycle,

e Safety, and
o |[TS.
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2.10 Apache Junction General Plan Update 2020

Figure 2-5. Apache Junction Transportation System
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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
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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.
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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
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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
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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-

Pedestrian Needs

g_ Mailiolions designated “US 60 Travel Shed” in the vicinity of
=0 ‘  Meridian Road. Projects in this travel shed that would
xlkemmes e comne INtersect with Meridian Road improvements include the
Bike Fat;i‘li‘!y'U:p;;v‘;(;;:» : fOIIOWing:
:g: ) Hr . » S30 (Key Project): Sidewalk Gap Fill along Meridian
s o Road from Brown Road to Baseline Road
thia Bke Faclty » P16: Future CAP Canal Shared Use Path
Figure 2-13 shows multi-modal projects in the plan-
= " designated “East Travel Shed”. Some projects that
§ 3 % 5 intersect Meridian Road include:
E 2 s =
= - - z|,A » S23: Sidewalk Gap Fill along University Drive to
A - 4
~h ” D Meridian Road (MCDOT jurisdiction)
' -' 4 » S$17: Sidewalk Gap Fill along Broadway Road to
D— Meridian Road (partial Maricopa County Department of

Transportation (MCDOT) jurisdiction)

» $18: Sidewalk Gap Fill along Southern Road to
Meridian Road

MesaTensporiaion masterpion A »  B48: New Bicycle Facilities along Apache Trail to
Meridian Road (MCDOT jurisdiction

laél
r" 9

Cheshire

i
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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:
e Zoning and Land Uses e Crash and Safety Conditions
e Socioeconomic Conditions e Traffic Operations
e Existing Road Network e 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.

[| 20




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

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

Socioeconomic Projections for the Apache Junction MPA

Click on legend item to toggle the series’ visibility on the chart.

== Projected Population Projected Jobs

2020 2030 2040 2050 2060
Year

Note: Projections data are for the municipal planning area (MPA), which delineates the area of planning concern for the jurisdiction.
Numbers rounded to the nearest 100.

Source: MAG Sociceconomic Projections 2023

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.
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Figure 3-8. MAG Socioeconomic Projections 2020-2060, City of Mesa

Socioeconomic Projections for the Mesa MPA

Click on legend item to toggle the series' visibility on the chart.
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Source: MAG Socioeconomic Projections 2023

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

INFLOW

s 2

OUTFLOWY |

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

Worker Earnings

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%

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 Percent Occupied Perce.nt Owne!'- Perce.nt Rentel"-
. . . Occupied Housing Occupied Housing
Available Housing Units : .

Units 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
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Figure 3-12. Worker Inflow-Outflow Diagram, City of Mesa

INFLOW OUTFLOW

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

[| 32



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

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

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%

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 Percent Occupied Percent Owner- Percent Renter-
Available Housing Units Occupied Housing Units | 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.

|| 34




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

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

TS

éBrown Rd

Adobe Rd

) E‘Universify Dr

£ Boise St

;_-IBroc:d\fvay Rdz==1

§Southern Ave I

-~

I ?_‘Sup

un

Ironwood Dr.

LOOP

202

ugusta Ranc
Golf Club

% ‘Guadclup‘e Rd | B
A |

Elliot Rd ‘

e
) o
S [
= b=
o =]
a /E_ &
— O
w =9
D
v

APACHE...
JUNCTION

gipho o

Meridian Rd

Q
(=
m
Z
0
~
m
A

A 0 05 1
) Miles

‘ﬁcA}.&

Existing Conditions
2025 Daily Volumes

Meridian Road Corridor Study |-

Daily Volumes (Bi-Directional) @l Study Area
< 2,600
- 2,601 - 10,700
10,701 - 21,100
w— 21,101 - 41,300
- > 41,300

[| 38




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

Table 3-5. Right-of-way

ROW Ownership ROW Width

65' to the west,
50'to the east,
115’ total ROW

Superstition Boulevard to Gregory MCDOT, Pinal County,
Street Apache Junction

55'to the west,
Gregory Street to 4th Avenue MCDOT, Pinal County 40'to the east,
95’ total ROW

55'to the west,
4th Avenue to Southern Avenue MCDOT, Pinal County 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

65'to the west,
MCDOT and ASLD 75'to the east,
140’ total ROW

Mesquite Street to Williams Field
Road

65’ to the west,
Williams Field Road to SR24 Mesa, MCDOT, Pinal County 50’ to the east,
115’ total ROW

Table 3-6. Ownership and Maintenance

Maintenance

Ownership
Agency
MC , Pi )
Superstition Boulevard to Southern Avenue DOT, Pinal §ounty 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
Woarner to Williams Field Road MCDOT and ASLD MCDOT
Williams Field Road to SR24 Mesa, MCDOT, Pinal Mesa
County
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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 lllustration

* A: Free flow, low traffic density. Al v 1 —E— oL ___.
y _ _ ___—=__a» _.
* B: Minimum delay, stable traffic flow. ()] =
* C: Stable condition, movements somewhat T _ OG0 4 _(m 0 _
. . D ©0 0 €0
restricted due to higher volumes, but not y m)_ — Gy _

objectionable for motorists.

* D: Movements more restricted, queues and G —————— —T0 " o
i - — =D D =S (M) GD _ _
delays may occur during short peaks, but lower Y o - = iy 8

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.

o/ OO M) YO0 XD G OLD

o
OaD CCD OO I )0n D O O D 0N B I )

|| 40




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

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:

e Ellsworth Road south of SR 24
e Brown Road, University Drive, and Elliot Road approaching Loop 202
e 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:

e University Drive approaching Loop 202

e Crismon Road and Signal Butte Road approaching US 60

e 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

University Dr — .
#1 . #4 Pueblo Ave #8 Baseline Rd
Superstition Blvd
#2 Main St. — Apache Tr #5 Southern Ave #9 Elliot Rd
#6 & | US 60 EB On-ramps and
#3 Broadway Rd #10 Ray Rd
#7 WB Off-Ramps
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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

Fatal Crashes Other Injury Crashes  Serious Injury Crashes All Injury Crashes

Mumber Percentage Mumber Percentage
All Crash Totals

Mumber Percentage

m Fatal

MNumber Percentage Mumber

1%

Injury = PDO = SS|

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

Crash Classifications by % Severity

100%
.. 80% K ‘
£ 70% 9 4 9
S 60% 3 1
Y 50% 3 y) 1 2
§ 40%
S 30% 1 m SSI
o 20%
10% m PDO
0% A Injury
X & AN N 2 & 0 2 S S & A &
O £ & S & E u Facal
N S N B N S > Q R &
9 X > N ) A b b S K (@)
NS @ ¢ & L IS & & N S B
(0350 & &k & L& 4’;’\ %\qé"b \>3§,‘& N
o & RO P O S &
R & & &P ke Q° o
§O< A3 o{g\ (Jo o\\.c\
< N

Crash Classification

|| 47



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

Figure 3-23. Collision Manner Frequency, 2019-2023

Given the high number of motor vehicle

Collsion Manner N crashes, the manner in which those
0.9% - collisions occur is a valuable statistic. As
27% seen in Figure 3-23, the most frequent

collision type was Rear End, at just over 30
percent of crashes. This could be indicative

11.0%

=

30.2%

1.8% of poor driving behaviors or pockets of
21.0% 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

17.1%

= Single Vehicle Angle (Front to Side) Sideswipe

m Left Turn m Rear End

= Head On u Sideswipe - Same Direction Though less frequent, these collision types
= Sideswipe - Opposite Direction = U-Turn were more severe. Figure 3-24 shows the
= Other = Unknown 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 (T1). 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:

e A continuous Meridian Road corridor throughout the study area

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

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

e 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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