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APPENDIX A — Phase One Stakeholder Meeting Minutes



Legend
Business/Community Presentations

Citizens Oversight Committee (COC)
Elected Official & Govt. Agency Briefings
Media

Open Houses

Transportation Advisory Committee (TAC)

Team Meetings

Phase One Outreach

Other
Date Organization Location Team Attendance
04-Jun-07 |Ward 5 - Abe Marques Ward 5 Janice, Jay & Nanette
18-Jun-07 |Project Drive Thru - Site Visit Site Visit Janice, Andrew, Jay &
EDAW
23-Jul-07 |Scoping Mtg. DMJM Harris Consultants
04-Sep-07 |Kick Off Mtg. DMJM Harris Consultants
13-Sep-07 | Team Mtg. #1 PW 6th FIr CR Team
28-Sep-07 |RTA Business Assistance - Britton Teleconference Jay, Nanette, Jim Meyer
Dornguast & Britton
02-0ct-07 |UPRR - Jim Smith Structural Grace Team
11-Oct-07 [Team Mig. #2 PW 6th FIr CR Team
22-0Oct-07 |Daniel Patterson Daniel's Office Janice, Andrew, Jay &
Nanette
05-Nov-07 |South Park NA Cuincie Douglas Communily Center Janice. Jay & Nanetle
07-Nov-07 |UPRR - Jim Smith PW 6th FIr CR Team
08-Nov-07 |Team Mtg. #3 PW 6th FIr CR Team
17-Nov-07 [RTA Business Assistance - Britton Kaneen Jay, Nanette, Angela, Jim
Dornguast Meyer & Britton
19-Nov-07 _|Barrio Santa Bosa NA Santa Rosa Recreation Center Janice, Jay & Nanette
26-Nov-07 |ADOT District - Greg Genlsch Greg Gentsch office Janice, Andrew, Jay &
Angela
26-Nov-07 |[Tucson Parks and Recreation PW 6th FIr CR Team
28-Nov-07 [COT Historic Preservation PW 4th FIr CR Janice, Andrew, Bob, Jay
& Angela
28-Nov-07 [Santa Cruz Church Santa Cruz Church Offices Janice, Andrew, Jay, Bob
& Angela
03-Dec-07 |COT Parks PW 6th FIr CR Janice, Jay & Nanette
03-Dec-07 [TUSD 530 S. Norris - TUSD Transportation Janice, Jay, Bill Ball &
Angela
13-Dec-07 [Team Mtg. #4 PW 6th FIr CR Team
08-Jan-08 [Barrio Viejo NA (Pedro) Carrillo School Janice, Jay, Nanette &
Bob Vint
09-Jan-08 |Santa Rita NA Sam Lena Library Janice, Jay & Nanette
10-Jan-08 [Team Mtg. #5 PW 6th FIr CR Team
15-Jan-08 [Sun Tran COT Conf. Rm Bea, Andrew, Janice &
Jay
23-Jan-08 [Union Pacific ADOT Phoenix Office Bill Schlesinger
14-Feb-08 |Team Mtg. #7 PW 6th FIr CR Team
26-Feb-08 [Armory Park NA St. Andrews Church, 545 S. 5th Jay, Nanette & Priscilla
27-Feb-08 |Social Services Small Group Mtg. Primavera Foundation Conf Room Jay, Janice, Bob Vint &
Priscilla
04-Mar-08 [Presentation to Concepts 100 Realty Windmill Inn Jay and Priscilla
13-Mar-08 |Team Meeting #8 PW 6th Fir CR Team
10-Apr-08 _ |Team Meeting #9 PW 6th FIr CR Team
23-Apr-08  |Millville NA High Speed Rods & Customs, 829 E. 17th St. [Team
08-May-08 |Team Meeting #10 PW 6th FIr CR Team
5/13/2008 |[Dan Eckstrom Project Briefing DMJM Office Jay, Rick Kaneen,
Priscilla
TBD West Ochoa Neighbors 18D Tony, Ellie
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October 2, 2008

Meeting Location: Public Works Building, 201 N. Stone, 4th Floor

Meeting Date and Time: Wednesday November 7, 2007 @ 2:30 pm

Project: Kino Blvd/ 22nd Street

Attendees:

Jim Smith - UPRR

Brooks Keenan- City of Tucson DOT
Janice Cuaron- City of Tucson DOT
Jay Van Echo- DMJM+Harris

Edie Criffith-Mettey- DMJM+Harris
Dave Dobler- Structural Grace
Claudia Perchinelli- Structural Grace

Minutes:

The Kino/22nd Team met with Jim Smith of UPRR to go over the proposed alignment of 22nd
Street over UPRR yard. The North & South Alignment (Alt 3 & Alt 2, respectively) was previously
senttoJimon 10/16/2007. Additional discussions regarding the crossing of the Nogales
tracks at 22nd Street took place.

Jim informed the team that the Director of Transportation Services for the UPRR yard at 22nd
Street, Jim Farmer, preferred the North alignment.( Jim mentioned that Jim Simms is the
superintendent of the yard, but was not available to comment on the alignment.) Claudia
explained that the team was looking at a new alignment that had ¥ of the new bridge north of
the north edge of the existing bridge, however the south edge of the new bridge would not be
south of the existing bridge. Janice & Edie explained that this would minimize real estate takes
on the North side of 22nd Street. Jim thought this would also be ok.

Jim elaborated that UPRR liked the North alignment better because it minimized the impact to
the UPRR yard and that he thought it would also help with the bridge design since the spans
would be less. Jim pointed out that we should be following the latest UPRR & BNSF RR
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Guidelines and that the piers can be as close as 18 ft to the centerline of the tracks if the piers
are protected.

Edie and Jay inquired about the triangular piece of UPRR real estate to the north west of the
yard that the City would need to either buy or be able to have permission to locate piers on.
Jim referred us to Tonya Spratt of the Real Estate Department of UPRR. Ms. Spratt’s phone
number is (402) 544-8574.

Edie asked Jim about the vertical clearance requirements from the track to the bridge and what
would happen if that clearance changes. Jim explained that the current guidelines were just
released so these requirements probably wouldn’t change for a while. He also specified it
would be a good idea to survey the existing tracks to determine their exact location
(horizontally and vertically). This will also determine if there is a dish/depression in the line
that will need to be fixed affecting top of rail elevations. He suggested we contact Paul Ferrel at
(402) 544-6820 to see about a right of entry permit.

Mr. Smith reminded the team to follow the recent design guidelines approved in January 2007
for UPRR facilities and that all required submittals must be made as stipulated in these
guidelines and shall include appropriate letters from the COT regarding potential facility
impacts. Any response from the UPRR must be made in writing. If not provided, please request
UPRR to put comments in writing. Jim will also perform informal reviews as necessary and will
address issues informally if requested. He comes to Tucson two to three times per month and
will be available for these conferences.

Janice informed Mr. Smith that another project will begin along 22nd Street that will impact the
UPRR’s Nogales track facility at 22nd Street. Jay briefly outlined the 22nd Street RTA project and
the additional Nogales track over/under pass @ 22nd Street. Janice asked about the possibility
of an underpass at the Nogales track @ 22nd Street. Jim responded that an underpass is not a
fatal flaw to the project, however, it involves much more UPRR coordination, shoofly
construction, and consequent time and budget ramifications. Jay mentioned that further
discussions regarding this facility will occur in the next year during the planning phase of 22nd
Street.

An additional factor to the Nogales tracks and the 22nd Street corridor project may involve the
discussions of a Wye further north along the tracks and potential passenger train service from
the Tucson train depot along the Nogales tracks inta Mexico.



Phase I - Listening

October 22, 2007

Meeting with Daniel Patterson, President of Santa Rita Park Neighborhood Association,
on Monday, October 22, 2007, at his office at 738 N. 7 Avenue, Suite 210 at 3:00 p.m.

Attendees:  Daniel Patterson
Andrew Singelakis, Deputy Director, TDOT
Janice Cuaron, TDOT Project Manager
Jay Van Echo, DMJM Project Manager
Nanette Pageau, Kaneen, Community Outreach

Jay/DMIM provided a brief overview of the two 22" Street projects, what the current
schedule is and how they relate to each other.

Daniel provided the following comments, concerns, and requests of the team:

o Insisted that the team/TDOT look at these two sections of 22™ Street in a
cumulative way — traffic impacts, land use, ctc. impact all of 22" Street, not just
individual section.

e [ndicated that his neighborhood would never support this project, but
acknowledged that it was supported and voted for by the citizens of Tucson. It is
in his neighborhood’s best interest to be involved and contribute to the decision-
making process.

o Belicved that this project should make improvements to the pedestrian, bicycle,
and transit access along this corridor.

e Docs not believe the neighborhood will support the taking of homes along the
south side of 22™ Street across from the Park. Indicated that many of those
homeowners don’t want to move. (Later in the discussion the team raised the
issue of quality of life for those homeowners along a 6-lane facility. He indicated
that approximately two homeowners had attended meetings and stated they would
not move. He supported us talking individually with those property owners. Jay
mentioned that the team would be reaching out individually to these
homeowners.)

¢ Suggested considerable mitigation and improvements for Santa Rita Park
-If the widening occurs to the north, he would like a “net gain” of green space.
To that end, he pointed out the strip of dirt along the cast side of the park next to
the railroad tracks — believes that is a wasted strip of dirt and thinks it should be
reclaimed for more park.

-Requested the removal of the northern-most parking area. Citizens attending
games or events in the park, use the southern-most lot or park along 21* Street.
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The northern parking lot has turned into an area for crime, overnight “pa
and general criminal activity. (Apparently, this request has been made of the
Parks Dept. and no resolution has occurred.)

-Would support 3 Avenue being blocked off at 21% Street so traffic can’t go
further into the neighborhood.

-If widening occurs to the north and the current border of trees is lost to the
widening, he would request a new buffer — either vegetation or a wall. (Later in
the discussion, the team raised the issue of a solid wall creating a safety concern
for the park — currently you can look into and through the park and it creates a
“safe space” concept.)

-Apparently, the Parks Department is planning a skate park for a specific area of
the park — he would prefer it would be located farther away from the
neighborhood, perhaps near the eastern boundary in the area he recommended for
“reclaiming”.

-In response to questions about the pool, he indicated that it is used a lot, wants it
to remain open, and would like improvements made to it.

Neighborhood representatives, in conjunction with Council Member Leal,
developed a list of concerns/issues and the team should review and consider
those items. (The team is familiar with the list he is referring to and has
committed to incorporate those items in the project.)

Reduce traffic speed — traffic goes too fast on the current 22™ Street. Once
additional lanes are added, it will be worse.

Median should have trees and other vegetation to buffer the roadway and slow
traffic.

Any design should address increased traffic on 4" Avenue (discussion following
about the possibility of increased traffic due to I-10 construction).

TDOT should consider new asphalt pavement methods that cool down at night.
Include lots of vegetation in the project. (He referenced the recently completed
section of Stone Avenue and the use of trees — he liked it very much. The team
indicated that Janice was project manager for Stone Avenue as well.)

Improve connectivity of neighborhoods on both sides of 22" Street. 3" Avenue
would be a good place for this — perhaps a pedestrian/bicycle bridge. The
neighborhood had previously requested a HAWK crossing near 2" Avenue, but
was turned down. Pedestrian crossings should be looked at by the design team.
Santa Rita Park Neighborhood Association is currently working with the
Drachman Institute and the UA on some ideas for the park area — some ideas
include a community garden, public art, ctc. They are holding a community
charette on 10/27 on this topic. He will share that report with our team when it is
complete at the end of this year.

A buffer of trees along the east side of the park/west side of the railroad tracks
would be a positive addition — the noise and overall bad look of the railroad area.
Currently, a drainage ditch exists along the eastside of the railroad. It carries a
lot of storm water run-off and he suggests that it be restored into more of a
greenway — let the trees grow and create more of a vegetated wash environment.
Currently, crews cut/mow everything down that grows in the drainage ditch.



o Indicated that the Quik Mart on the corner of 4" Avenue & 22™ Street i
sometimes a problem for the neighborhood.

e Requested that the team look carefully at lighting. Neighborhood not very
interested in tall and bright lighting — would prefer minimal light. Recognizes
that the project must comply with the “Night Sky”” Ordinance.

e Generally wanted the corridor improvements to not only provide for “improved
traffic characteristics”, but also an “improved quality of life” within the
neighborhood.

Andrew/TDOT discussed an approach for land use and the possibility of rezoning 22™
Street frontage property for mixed use/infill/taller buildings. Daniel supported this
approach personally, but indicated that it had not been discussed at their Neighborhood
Association meetings so he could not commit on behalf of the neighborhood.

Jay discussed the grade separation of the Nogales Spur railroad crossing at 22™ Street
and the possibilities of some type of connections between both sides of 22™ Street -
perhaps some type of green space or deck park concept. Daniel responded positively to
that idea, but cautioned that it should be access for pedestrians and bicyclists only, not
vchicles.

Janice briefly discussed the Citizens Oversight Committee (COC), indicated that it would
be approximately March of 2008 before it was established, and stated that she hoped
Daniel and/or a representative of the neighborhood would consider membership in the
COC.

Daniel Patterson was very appreciative that TDOT and the team had reached out to him
and the neighborhood and felt that it had been a productive meeting. He invited us to
attend the December 5" Neighborhood Association meeting to present the project and get
feedback directly from the attendees.

The meeting starts at 5:30 p.m., but we should be ready to speak at 6:00 p.m. for about 45
minutes. It is held at the Sam Lena Library and approximately 15-20 people attend.

Summary of issues include: slower traffic, connectivity, alternative modes of
transportation, improved “green” designs (“cool” pavement, vegetation, buffers, etc.),
and open space.

Meeting ended at approximately 4:30 p.m.

*Notes compiled by Nanette Pageau with input from the Team in attendance.
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22" STREET CORRIDOR
Phase I - Listening

South Park Neighborhood Association Meeting

November 5, 2007

Attended South Park Neighborhood Association meeting on Monday, November 5, 2007,
at Quincie Douglas Neighborhood Center at 6:30 p.m.

Team Attendees: Janice Cuaron, TDOT Project Manager
Jay Van Echo, DMJM Project Manager
Bob Vint, Historic Preservation
Nanette Pageau, Kaneen, Community Qutreach

South Park NA leadership and neighbors in attendance — approximately 14 total. Abe
Marques, Ward 5 Council Aide, was also in attendance.

Meeting began with introductions, reading of Minutes and TPD report.

At approximately 7:00 p.m. Janice introduced the team and indicated that we were in
attendance to update the NA on both sections of the 22™ Street Corridor project.

Nanette handed out the RTA brochure and the 22° Street Corridor Fact Sheet.
Additionally, a sign-up sheet was circulated for those wanting to receive updates on the
project.

Jay/DMJM presented the three interchange options for the Kino/22™ Interchange and
discussed in general the current status of the east end of the project. He indicated that we
have a CAC and pointed out that Bill Seitz, who was in the room, was South Park’s
representative to the CAC.

The following questions were asked and answered by the team:

Will there be a light at Cherry?

Which alternative takes most of the right-ot-way?

Is right-of-way included in the budget?

Does this include future growth?

How does this affect Park Avenue? Park is very congested currently.
Is one alternative safer than the other?

Is one option better for future expansion?

Does one take longer to construct?



At approximately 7:20 p.m. Jay began the overview of the west end of the Corridor. He
indicated that we were in the initial stages of the project and primarily wanted their input.

The team brought two large maps to the presentation. At this point the meeting broke up
and everyone went to the map tables. One map was for each attendee to mark where they
live in relationship to the project. Some individuals live farther south than the map
allowed and simply put dots in the border area of the map.

The second map was for them to mark issues or areas of concern that they wanted the
design team to make special note of. Those comments were as follows:

e Need Sun Tran bus route (north-south along Kino Boulevard)
e Cul-d-sac — Cut off access to 22" (Highland Avenue south)

The meeting came back to order and Janice thanked everyone for their time and attention.
She indicated that we would be back after the first of the year with another update and
more information about the Citizens Oversight Committee.

We left the meeting at 7:35 p.m. as they continued on with other agenda items. (An

Agenda of the neighborhood association meeting is attached to this summary.)

Summary: The individuals in attendance were more interested in the Kino/22"
Interchange project and that became the bulk of the presentation/conversation.

*Notes compiled by Nanette Pageau with mput from the Team in attendance.



MEETING MINUTES of MEETING with UPRR
KINO BOULEVARD OVERPASS at 22" STREET
Contract No. 052111-01
City of Tucson Job No. S351

November 8, 2007
2:30 pm

Attendees:

Jim Smith - UPRR

Brooks Keenan- City of Tucson DOT
Janice Cuaron- City of Tucson DOT
Jay Van Echo- DMJM+Harris

Edie Gritfith-Mettey- DMJM+Harris
Dave Dobler- Structural Grace
Claudia Perchinelli- Structural Grace

Minutes:

The Kino/22™ Team met with Jim Smith of UPRR to go over the proposed alignment of 22
Street over UPRR yard. The North & South Alignment (Alt 3 & Alt 2, respectively) was
previously sent to Jim on 10/16/2007. Additional discussions regarding the crossing of the
Nogales tracks at 22" Street took place.

Jim informed the team that the Director of Transportation Services for the UPRR yard at 22™
Street, Jim Farmer, preferred the North alignment.( Jim mentioned that Jim Simms is the
superintendent of the yard, but was not available to comment on the alignment.) Claudia
explained that the team was looking at a new alignment that had 2 of the new bridge north of the
north edge of the existing bridge, however the south edge of the new bridge would not be south of
the existing bridge. Janice & Edie explained that this would minimize real estate takes on the
North side of 22™ Street. Jim thought this would also be ok.

Jim elaborated that UPRR liked the North alignment better because it minimized the impact to the
UPRR yard and that he thought it would also help with the bridge design since the spans would
be less. Jim pointed out that we should be following the latest UPRR & BNSF RR Guidelines
and that the picers can be as close as 18 ft to the centerline of the tracks if the piers are protected.

Edie and Jay inquired about the triangular picce of UPRR real estate to the north west of the yard
that the City would need to either buy or be able to have permission to locate piers on. Jim
referred us to Tonya Spratt of the Real Estate Department of UPRR.  Ms. Spratt’s phone number
is (402) 544-8574.

Edie asked Jim about the vertical clearance requirements from the track to the bridge and what
would happen if that clearance changes. Jim explained that the current guidelines were just
released so these requirements probably wouldn’t change for a while. He also specified it would
be a good idea to survey the existing tracks to determine their exact location (horizontally and
vertically). This will also determine if there is a dish/depression in the line that will need to be
fixed affecting top of rail elevations. He suggested we contact Paul Ferrel at (402) 544-6820 to
see about a right of entry permit.



Mr. Smith reminded the team to follow the recent design guidelines approved in January 2007 for
UPRR facilities and that all required submittals must be made as stipulated in these guidelines
and shall include appropriate letters from the COT regarding potential facility impacts (i.e., letters
to authorize UPRR to charge the City for UPRR’s costs to review the respective submittals). Any
response from the UPRR must be made in writing. If not provided, please request UPRR to put
comments in writing. Jim will also perform informal reviews as necessary and will address
issues informally if requested. He comes to Tucson two to three times per month and will be
available for these conferences.

Janice informed Mr. Smith that another project will begin along 22™ Street that will impact the
UPRR’s Nogales track facility at 22™ Street. Jay briefly outlined the 22™ Street RTA project and
the additional Nogales track over/under pass @ 22™ Street. Janice asked about the possibility of
an underpass at the Nogales track @ 22™ Strect. Jim responded that an underpass is not a fatal
flaw to the project, however, it involves much more UPRR coordination, shoofly construction,
and consequent time and budget ramifications. Jay mentioned that further discussions regarding
this facility will occur in the next year during the planning phase of 22™ Street.

An additional factor to the Nogales tracks and the 22™ Street corridor project may involve the
discussions of a Wye further north along the tracks and potential passenger train service from the
Tucson train depot along the Nogales tracks into Mexico.



22" STREET CORRIDOR
Phase I - Listening

Barrio Santa Rosa Neighborhood Association Meeting

November 19, 2007

Attended Barrio Santa Rosa Neighborhood Association meeting on Monday, November
19, 2007, at Santa Rosa Recreation Center at 6:00 p.m.

Team Attendees: Janice Cuaron, TDOT Project Manager
Jay Van Echo, DMJM Project Manager
Marcellus Rusk, Vince & Assoc., Historic Preservation
Nanette Pageau, Kaneen, Community Outreach

Barrio Santa Rosa NA leadership and neighbors in attendance — approximately 7 total.
Neighborhood President: Nicole Gonzales
Neighborhood Secretary: Yolanda Gonzales
Neighborhood Board: “Chuy” Manuel

Meeting began with introductions, update on National Registry Status, and Santa Rosa
Center Events update.

At approximately 6:20 p.m. Janice introduced the team and indicated that we were in
attendance to update the NA on the 22™ Street Corridor project.

Nanette handed out the RTA brochure and the 22™ Street Corridor Fact Sheet.
Additionally, a sign-up sheet was circulated for those wanting to receive updates on the
project.

Jay/DMIM introduced the 22™ Street Corridor project. He provided a brief update on the
Kino/22™ Interchange and east end widening. He indicated that we have a CAC and
have held several open houses — that portion of the project is approximately 18 months
ahead of the west section.

He talked about the west section from Kino Parkway to I-10 and indicated that we were
in the initial stages of the project and primarily wanted their input, ideas, concerns, etc.
We are calling this the “listening” phase. Janice explained that we would be coming
back to the neighborhoods in the spring of 2008 with Phase 2, the Corridor Planning
phase. During that phase, a Citizens Oversight Committee (COC) would be established
and that we wanted a representative from the Barrio Santa Rosa Neighborhood to serve
on the COC. This was met with very positive feedback.



Throughout the course of our presentation, various questions and comments were made.
Those items are captured below:

e Safety — Fatalities on 22™ Street have occurred frequently — primarily at night -
perhaps bad lighting.

¢ Don’t displace families! (This was discussed a little later in the meeting, and it
was clarified that if a property owner participated in the process, understood the
issues and opportunities, and chose to relocate, the neighborhood would support
that. They just don’t want someone forced out.)

e Don’t allow traffic cutting through into the Barrios, but provide access for the
neighbors to get out.

e The apartments on the north side of 22“d, west of 6™ Avenue, are too close to 22
Street — very dangerous! Not a good situation.

e Keep the Barrios “open”, not “gated” and closed off.

o Speeding occurs badly on 19" Street and Rubio Avenue area. (Especially since
traffic calming was installed on 18" Street in Armory Park.)

e Please translate the Fact Sheet completely into Spanish. More accessible for
some of the residents.

nd

Janice thanked everyone for their time and attention. She indicated that we would be
back after the first of the year with another update and more information about the
Citizens Oversight Committee.

The team brought two large maps to the presentation. At this point the meeting broke up
and everyone went to the map tables. One map was for each attendee to mark where they
live in relationship to the project. Some individuals live farther south than the map
allowed and simply put dots in the border areca of the map.

The second map was for them to mark issues or arcas of concern that they wanted the
design team to make special note of. Those comments were as follows:

» 19" Street — East and West Bound Speced Tables
e  West and East Bound Spced Tables along 19" Street — Heavy Traffic!

The meeting ended at 7:30 p.m. (An Agenda of the neighborhood association meeting is
attached to this summary.)

Following the meeting, we took the opportunity to schedule a presentation with the

Barrio Viejo Neighborhood President, Pedro Gonzales, at the January 8" neighborhood
association meeting.

*Notes compiled by Nanette Pageau with input from the Team in attendance.



22" STREET CORRIDOR
Phase I - Listening
ADOT Meeting

November 26, 2007

Attended meeting with Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) on Monday,
November 26, 2007, at ADOT’s office, 1221 South 2nd Avenue, 9:30 a.m.

Team Attendees: Janice Cuaron, TDOT Project Manager
Jay Van Echo, DMIM Project Manager
Andrew Singelakis, TDOT
Greg Gentsch, ADOT District Engineer
Danny Granillo, ADOT Project Manager
Angela Stith, Kaneen, Community Outreach

Meeting began with introductions.
Jay introduced the 22" Street Corridor project. He provided a brief history on the
Kino/22™ Interchange and cast end widening to Tucson Boulevard. He indicated that we
formed a Citizens Advisory Committee in 2006 and have held open houses — that portion
of the project 1s approximately 18 months ahead of the west section.

He talked about the west section from Kino Parkway to I-10 and indicated that we were
in the initial stages of the project and have been meeting with neighborhoods and other
stakeholders asking for their input, ideas, concerns, etc. We are calling this the
“listening” phase. Jay explained that we would be going back to the neighborhoods in
the spring of 2008 with Phase 2, the Corridor Planning phase. During that phase, a
Citizens Oversight Committee and Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) would be
established and that we wanted a representative from ADOT to serve on the TAC. Greg
said he would be the ADOT 22™ Street corridor improvements TAC representative and
that if he was not available for discussions Danny would be available.

Angela handed out the RTA brochure and Jay handed out the 22™ Street Corridor Fact
Sheet. Jay placed a large map of the project areas on the table along with smaller maps
of the 3 interchange alternatives and the TAC recommended 22" Street east end
widening.

Throughout the course of our presentation, various questions and comments were made.
Those items are captured below:

¢ Will the Kino interchange be grade separated?
e What will be done with the traffic signal at Cherry Avenue?



e  Will there be retaining walls on 22™ Street along the slope of the bridge?

e ADOT understands that going over the Union Pacific Rail Road tracks will mean
that the 1221 South 2" Avenue ADOT office will loose the north end of the
property (most notably the old “tile” store building and the computer center)and
parking at the 633 East 22" Street Motor Vehicle Department (MVD) ADOT
office location. The 1221 South 2" Avenue office is already investigating a new
location. It would be good for the team to contact ADOT Facilities and/or the
MVD office to see if they have started thinking about a new location at the I-10/1-
19 site along La Puente lane. It may be possible for MVD to move to the 1221
South 2™ Avenue location. Greg will provide ADOT Facility and MVD contacts.
Currently at the I-10/I-19 site are several facilities including the sign shop, the
traffic operations center, and one of ADOT’s construction orgs. Combining the
other ADOT operations at this location would be in ADOT’s best interests.

e Has the team looked at utilizing the park facilities for retention basins much like
municipalities in the Phoenix area have done like along Indian Bend Wash and
the “Perimeter Soccer Field Complex” in Scottsdale which won a recent APWA
Award.

e There are major drainage dpro‘b]ems along 22" St. and into the neighborhoods
immediately south of 22" Street.

e Vagrants / displaced persons and associated activities with their presence have
been issues at the 1221 South 2™ Avenue property.

Andrew asked if there was a scheduled date for the anticipated 1221 South 2™ Avenue
district office move. Greg said that the 22" Street Corridor project would trigger the date
but it was expected to be in the next 5 years. Greg mentioned that ADOT will be ready
when the City is ready to construct, as ADOT has become aware of the potential conflicts
since the Regional Transportation Authority Plan passage in 2006.

Janice thanked everyone for their time and attention. She indicated that we would be
forming the TAC in the spring of next year.

The meeting ended at 10:00 a.m.

*Notes compiled by Angela Stith with input from the Team in attendance.



22" STREET CORRIDOR
Phase I - Listening
Tucson Parks and Recreaction Meeting

November 26, 2007

Attended meeting with Tucson Parks and Recreation on Monday, December 3, 2007, at
Public Works, 2:45 p.m.

Team Attendees: Janice Cuaron, TDOT Project Manager
Jay Van Echo, DMIM Project Manager
Andrew Singelakis, TDOT
Brooks Keenan, TDOT
Angela Stith, Kaneen, Community Outreach
Jane Duarte, Tucson Parks & Recreation
Peg Weber, Tucson Parks & Recreation
Katie Gannon, Drachman Institute
Corky Poster, Drachman Institute

Janice explained that she had originally scheduled this meeting to go over the 22™ Street
projects but after some neighborhood meetings, felt it necessary to also find out more
about the Santa Rita Park development plans Building Healthy Neighborhoods Project.
She gave a brief history of the two 22™ Street projects. Explaining the initial project for
the Kino/22™ Interchange and east end widening to Tucson Boulevard which started in
2005 forming a Citizens Advisory Committee and is currently in the alternative analysis
phase so about 18 months ahead of the west section.

She then talked about the west section from Kino Parkway to I-10 noting that it is to be a
six-lane grade separation project with a bridge for the Nogales railway tracks. Currently
we are in the initial stages of the project and have been meeting with neighborhoods and
other stakeholders asking for their input, ideas, concerns, etc. We are calling this the
“listening” phase. Janice explained that we would be going back to the neighborhoods in
the spring of 2008 with Phase 2, the Corridor Planning phase. During that phase, a
Citizens Oversight Committee (COC) and Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) would
be established. Jay noted that we would be doing a mass mailing to request COC
members and Janice added that Ward 5 Council Office would make the member
selection.

Jay handed out the 22" Street Corridor Fact Sheet. Jay placed a large map of the project
arcas on the table along with a smaller map of the Santa Rita Park area.

Throughout the course of our presentation, various questions and comments were made.
Those items are captured below:



It would seem that the possibility of moving closer to the Church is not an option
so is the widening to the north preferred or can some roadway weaving be
designed?

If 22™ Street is depressed, then could and access road be built to provide access to
the residences and preserve those homes? 1f the residences are preserved then
that will mean taking more of the Park to accommodate the residence access road.
The council has recommended that homes be preserved. The team has not yet
met with property owners along 22™ Street but will meet with them to inquire if
they want to stay or sell to the City.

Are there federal funds involved in this project? Federal funds would mean the
Park property cannot be acquisitioned. Could be an issue if project pursues
federal funds for the UPRR bridge.

The Park planning process is part of the mitigation study.

Is it possible to take away vehicle access on 3" Ave to provide more park space
and eliminate the road as a divider of the park? Can we also allow parking on the
neighboring streets such as 21* St.? The neighborhood is concerned with speed
and allowing parking on both sides of the street will narrow the driving lanes and
therefore is a calming effect.

The neighborhood doesn’t seem to have sentiment to keep the 1936 pool.

The Park is moving ahead with the skate park but some neighbors would like the
skate park to be moved. They say it takes too much land.

The master plan design must have a larger children’s play arca. The southeast
corner could be made into a children’s play area. The current location is not very
hospitable as it is next to where the homeless spend time.

Will drainage issues be addressed especially at the west end of the park? The
park had a case of \\ v est Niile virus reported so the neighbors are concerned
with the drainage at the RR tracks.

The Drachman Institute has a grant with HUD under the Building Healthy
Neighborhoods, to develop a report outlining issues are recommended
improvements to improve the area’s public health. They and the Parks
Department are presenting their research to the Santa Rita NA Wednesday,
December 5. Andrew will attend to state that we cannot do a Park right-of-way
impact at this time.

There is a concern that the widening will take a way Park land, forcing the
homeless deeper into the park. We need to include Community Services and
Police in the Park discussions because we don’t want to design the Park to try and
fix the homeless issue.

Will there be public meetings for this project?

Are there snack bars at the baseball/softball fields?

What is the neighborhood’s time expectation for the Park’s master plan
development?



Janice thanked everyone for their time and attention. She indicated that we would be
forming the TAC in the spring of next year.

The meeting ended at 3:45 p.m.

*Notes compiled by Angela Stith with input from the Team in attendance.



22" STREET CORRIDOR
Phase I - Listening

COT Historic Preservation Dept. Meeting

November 28, 2007

Attended meeting with City of Tucson Cultural Resources and Historic Preservation
Department of Urban Planning on Tuesday, November 28, 2007, at the Public Works
Building, 2:30 p.m.

Team Attendees: Janice Cuaron, TDOT Project Manager
Jay Van Echo, DMIM Project Manager
Andrew Singelakis, TDOT
Bob Vint, Vint & Associates Historic Preservation
Angela Stith, Kaneen, Community Outreach
Jonathan Mabry — COT Cultural Resources & Historic Pres. Dept.

Meeting began with introductions.
Jay introduced the 22™ Street Corridor project. He provided a brief history on the
Kino/22™ Interchange and east end widening to Tucson Boulevard. He indicated that we
formed a Citizens Advisory Committee in 2006 and have held open houses — that portion
of the project is approximately 18 months ahead of the west section. Janice added that
there were two separate projects for 22™ St.

Jay placed a large map of the project areas on the table and talked about the west section
from Kino Parkway to I-10 and went through the three phases of the 22™ St. Corridor
project explaining that we were in the initial stages of the project and are meeting with
neighborhoods and other stakeholders asking for their input, ideas, concerns, etc. We are
calling this the “listening” phase and expect it to be four months. Jay explained that we
would be going back to the neighborhoods in the spring of 2008 with Phase 2, the
Corridor Planning phase which would encompass transportation, land use and urban
planning to establish of an alignment and property impact report. During that phase, a
Citizens Oversight Committee and Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) would be
established to help during the 18 months of Phase 2. Janice told Jonathan that she would
like him to participate on the TAC. Phase 3 would take about 12 months and encompass
generation of the design and engineering drawings.

Throughout the course of our presentation, various questions and comments were made.
Those items are captured below:



B

o Jonathan said that Debbie Able, another consultant, is working on a historical
study to look at post World War II neighborhoods ranking them by integrity for
national recognition because there are many neighborhoods becoming 50 years
old so eligible to apply for national registration.

o Jonathan stated that the Barrio Santa Rita Neighborhood will soon be placed on
the National Register for nomination.

e Jonathan also noted that Demion Clinco was helping the Santa Rita Park with an
application to be placed on the National Register. Bob will contact Demion on
this.

e The project schedule was discussed. Bob said it would take him 6-8 months to
gather information and develop the Corridor History Assessment document.
Jonathan had a copy of a 1990 historic study along Grant Rd and asked that a
similar study and mapping diagram be created for 22" St. Bob agreed to do this
as part of his property inventory assessment report.

e [sthe Santa Rita Park considered historic?

e What are the study area boundaries? Because the far west end of the project is in
the historic flood plain, there will probably need to be archeological clearance.

Janice thanked everyone for their time and attention. She indicated that we would be
forming the TAC in the spring of next year.

The meeting ended at 3:30 p.m.

*Notes compiled by Angela Stith with input from the Team in attendance.
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22" STREET CORRIDOR
Phase I - Listening
Santa Cruz Church Meeting

November 28, 2007

Attended meeting with Santa Cruz Church on Wednesday, November 28, 2007, at
Church School Facilities, 3:30 p.m.

Team Attendees: Janice Cuaron, TDOT Project Manager
Jay Van Echo, DMIM Project Manager
Bob Vint, Vint & Associates Architects Inc.
Marcellus Rusk, Vint & Associates Architects Inc.
Angela Stith, Kaneen, Community Outreach

Meeting began with introductions. Janice thanked the Church for inviting the team to
meet with them. She gave a brief overview of the project goals and how it is a RTA
funded project.

Jay introduced himself and provided a brief background of his career and interest in the
project. Angela handed out the RTA brochure and Jay handed out the 22™ Street
Corridor Fact Sheet. Jay placed a large map of the project arcas on a table. He provided
a brief history on the Kino/22™ Interchange and east end widening to Tucson Boulevard.
He indicated that we formed a Citizens Advisory Committee in 2006 and have held open
houses — that portion of the project is approximately 18 months ahead of the west section.

He talked about the west section from Kino Parkway to I-10 and the goal of this project is
to improve safety, mobility and capacity and will therefore be designing an additional
lane cach way along 22™ Street. He indicated that we were in the initial stages of the
project and have been meeting with neighborhoods and other stakeholders reaching out to
them for their input, ideas, concerns, etc. We are calling this the “listening” phase. Jay
explained that we would be going back to the neighborhoods in the spring of 2008 with
Phase 2, the Corridor Planning phase. During that phase, a Citizens Oversight
Committee (COC) and Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) would be established and
that we wanted a representative from the Church to serve on the COC which would meet
for about 18 months. The COC’s role would be to represent their area, disseminate
information back to their area, and to help in the determination of where the alignment
will be. Phase IIT will last about 12 months and be focused on the design of engineering
drawings after which the project will go out for construction bid. Jay noted that the RTA
will have funding available in 2011 so that is the earliest construction would start and at
this time it is too early to say how long construction would last. He also stated that there
will be a grade separation at the Nogales railway tracks.

Bob informed the group on land use planning and development and his familiarity with
the Church’s national registration and structural issucs.



Father Pinto welcomed the project team. He noted that the Santa Cruz Church attracts
tourism to the area and is of sociological and spiritual significance to the community.
The Church is the largest adobe structure in the state and is affected by the traffic and
movement along 22™ Street. He stated that parish had met to discuss the project and had
developed a document to address their concerns and requests or concessions the Church
would like to receive from the City. He handed out copies to all in attendance. He
explained that 12 years ago there were major structural repairs made to the Church’s roof
and it is again in need of repair. A major concern is that the increased traffic and road
enhancement construction will create further damage to the Church. He continued to go
through the document and briefly discussed some of the below concessions the Church
would like to receive:

e Wall for safety and sound barrier
Install irrigation for dust control on play area
Sound proof windows for the school
Lighting for Church grounds
Additional parking. Make 23™ one way with diagonal parking
Cross walk or pedestrian bridge with light control at 6™ avenue and 22™ Street

Janice thanked the Church for taking the time to put together the report and that the
document is much appreciated and will be very helpful to the team. Jay commented that
the team would have to review the Church’s report and look at each concession item to
understand what falls with in the project abilities. He also noted that there would be a
seismic study performed.

The group was then asked if they had other questions or concerns the team could address.
Those items are captured below:

e The Church is not asking for this project to pay for the entire renovation of the
roof, but the portion that their grant does not cover. The roof truss issues have
caused the walls of the building to separate.

e Heritage fund and back to basics may be a revenue source for the roof repair.

e Santa Cruz is not a structure but a corner stone to the neighborhood. Many
parishioners have moved from the area but still return each week for services.

Abe Marques representing Ward five, Council Member Leal’s office, addressed many of
the concerns noting which may be under the project guidelines and others that should be
worked through or funded through other means such as the neighborhood. Below is a list
of the items he addressed:
e Wall surrounding Church possible under RTA road construction budget due to
potential right of way purchase.
e [rrigation of play area — possible through neighborhood project funding.
e Parking — must be addressed with neighborhood, not part of RTA road
construction project.
e (rossing signal — possible under RTA road construction budget.
e Pedestrian bridge — improbable due to significant expense and not a safety
necessity.



Janice thanked everyone for their time and attention. She indicated that we would be
forming the COC in the spring of next year and would be contacting the Church for a
representative.

The meeting ended at 4:30 p.m.

*Notes compiled by Angela Stith with input from the Team in attendance.
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22" STREET CORRIDOR
Phase I - Listening

TUSD Meeting

December 3, 2007

Attended meeting with Tucson Unified School District (TUSD) on Monday, December 3,
2007, at TUSD’s Transportation Office, 530 S. Norris Avenue, at 10:00 a.m.

Team Attendees: Janice Cuaron, TDOT Project Manager
Jay Van Echo, DMIM Project Manager
Nanette Pageau, Kaneen, Community Outreach
TUSD Transportation and Planning representatives*
TUSD Principals from three affected schools*

*See attached sign-in sheet
Mecting began with introductions.

Jay introduced the 22™ Street Corridor project. He provided a brief history on the
Kino/22" Interchange and cast end widening to Tucson Boulevard. He indicated that we
formed a Citizens Advisory Committee in 2006 and have held open houses — that portion
of the project is approximately 18 months ahead of the west section.

He talked about the west section from Kino Parkway to I-10 and indicated that we were
in the initial stages of the project and have been meeting with neighborhoods and other
stakeholders asking for their input, ideas, concerns, etc. We are calling this the
“listening” phase. Jay explained that we would be going back to the neighborhoods in
the spring of 2008 with Phase 2, the Corridor Planning phase. During that phase, a
Citizens Oversight Committee and Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) would be
established and that we wanted a representative from TUSD to serve on the TAC.

We also pointed out that the corridor is listed in the 2™ round of RTA projects, which is
due to begin in 2012. In addition, the Kino/22"™ traffic interchange may be earlier since
that project is made up of Pima County Bond funds, City of Tucson funds, and RTA
funds.

Note: Bill Ball, TUSD Transportation Director, represents TUSD on our Kino/22™
Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) and he spoke about that process and how pleased
he was with how it worked. Also, it was suggested that perhaps this project TAC should
include not only transportation representatives, but possibly the Principal from Borton
Magnet School which fronts directly on 22™.



The initial input from the TUSD representatives focused on construction impacts. Their
comments were as follows:

e Bill Ball mentioned that the TUSD buses currently do not use the 22™
Street/UPRR facility due to weight restrictions.

e Bill Ball mentioned that TUSD would be involved with the project on two fronts:
1) transportation issues, e.g. bus routes, drop-offs, transfers, etc. 2) property takes
(Borton and Drachman)

Borton Magnet School Principal, Teri Melendez, made the following comments:

e Borton has primary age student drop-off on the west side of the school with
additional drop-off on the east.

e Many Borton parents use 24™ or 25" Streets from Park Avenue to access the
school due to existing access issues along 22™ Street.

e Keep Tyndall alongside Borton School accessible for drop-offs. Borton is a
major bus transfer site for 7 — 10 schools and Tyndall Avenue is the roadway
where all this activity happens. Students actually transfer from one bus to another
at this site.

e TUSD officials may be able to look at other transfer scenarios in addition to
Borton.

e Flooding is also a big problem at Borton with sometimes knee-deep standing and
rushing waters; flooding occurs at Tyndall and Park, Tyndall @ 23", and Tyndall
@ 22™.

e The new Euclid Avenue HAWK crossing is primarily used by transients.
However, the location is better than the original crossing at Tyndall. Very few
kids use the crossing. There is no crossing guard at this location. There is also no
school zone at 22™ @ Borton as it caused too great of a traffic problem for 22
Street. The students arc bused across 22™ Street to Borton.

e The Borton school main building was built in 1927 with side wings added in
1940.

e The buildings arc showing signs of stress/failure from perhaps traffic
vibration/increases as there are significant cracks in the plaster in buildings
closest to 22™ Street.

e The team was invited to tour the structures.

Drachman Magnet School Principal, Jesus Celaya, made the following comments:

e The Drachman School site, in addition to the school, has a County Library
facility, Head Start Program, and a recreation center.

o Traffic has increased tremendously on 10" Avenue fronting Drachman with the
thought that the I-10 construction has caused much of it.

e Additionally, traffic speeds on 10™ Avenue especially in the PM when downtown
workers get off work.



Drachman has 200 students normally; currently there are 380 and peak is
estimated to grow to 400 students +/ .
Drachman needs a bus pull-out on 10" Avenue.

Carrillo School Principal, Ruben Diaz, made the following comments:

Carrillo School Principal pointed out three issues: parking, increased traffic, and
speeding.

All Principals noted that even the local neighborhood kids are being dropped off
via personal vehicle. Very few students walk to school.

All Principals and TUSD agreed to participate in any surveys that the 22
may generate for their parents/families to participate in.

Bill Ball requested representation on the corridor TAC and additionally he would
organize a smaller TUSD working group consisting of himself, the 3 local
Principals, and representation from Engineering, Facilities & Planning, and
Transportation.

d
" team

Nanette handed out the 22 Street Corridor Fact Sheet. Janice thanked everyone for their
time and attention. She indicated that we would be forming the TAC in the spring of next

year.

The meeting ended at 11:00 a.m.

*Notes compiled by Nanette Pageau with input from the Team in attendance.
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22" STREET CORRIDOR
Phase I - Listening

Barrio Viejo Neighborhood Association Meeting

January 8, 2008

Attended Barrio Viejo Neighborhood Association meeting on Tuesday, January 8, 2008,
at Santa Rosa Recreation Center at 6:00 p.m.

Team Attendees: Janice Cuaron, TDOT Project Manager
Jay Van Echo, DMJM Project Manager
Bob Vint, Historic Preservation
Nanette Pageau, Kaneen, Community Qutreach

Barrio Santa Rosa NA leadership and neighbors in attendance — approximately 9 total.
Neighborhood President: Pedro Gonzales

At approximately 6:00 p.m. Janice introduced the team and indicated that we were in
attendance to update the NA on the 22" Street Corridor project.

Nanette handed out the RTA brochure, the 22™ Street Corridor Fact Sheet, and the Kino-
22" 1/23/08 Open House postcard. Additionally, a sign-up sheet was circulated for those
in attendance and wanting to receive updates on the project.

Jay/DMIM introduced the 22" Street Corridor project. He touched very briefly on the
east end of the project and focused primarily on the [-10 to Kino Parkway section.

He indicated that we were in the initial stages of the project and primarily wanted their
input, ideas, concerns, etc. We are calling this the “listening” phase. Jay explained that
we would be coming back to the neighborhoods in the spring of 2008 with Phase 2, the
Corridor Planning phase. During that phase, a Citizens Oversight Committee (COC)
would be established and that we wanted a representative from the Barrio Viejo
Neighborhood to serve on the COC. This was met with very positive feedback.

Jay described some of the goals of the project as:

Strengthening pedestrian connections

e Creating a legacy for streetscape design

e Strengthening the character of the corridor

e Providing business assistance to keep existing businesses strong
e Enhancing the area with shade, bus stops, bicycles lanes, etc.

e Providing for more than just moving the traffic



Regi’énal k]
Yransportatio
Authority

Several comments were made by those in attendance and those items are captured below:

e Concerned about Santa Cruz Church — can’t touch it

e Believes that the business access at the southeast corner of Tucson Blvd./22"
Street (location of credit union) creates hazards at the intersection

e Pedestrian access across 22" Street, just east of I-10, is being discussed in
relationship to the City’s Greenway project. This project is only going to
widen that section. Are there options for dealing with that like tunnels, etc.?
(Jay discussed some options being used in the Phoenix area such as the
Camelback Road Pedestrian Underpass at 24" Street, between the Biltmore
Fashion Park and Camelback Esplanade.)

o Holiday Mart (convenience store located on 22™ Street at west end of the
corridor — 560 W. 22" Street) has been moved twice over the years. Pedro
hates to see them relocated again and he is going to talk with the owner, Ron,
about it.

e Pedro commented that he is very pleased about the involvement of the
neighborhoods and businesses in the project — good approach!

We completed our presentation at 6:30 p.m. and the neighborhood association meeting

continued on with other topics. (An Agenda of the neighborhood association meeting
was not provided.)

*Notes compiled by Nanette Pageau with input from the Team in attendance.
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22" STREET CORRIDOR
Phase I - Listening

Santa Rita Park Neighborhood Association Meeting

January 9, 2008

Attended Santa Rita Park Neighborhood Association meeting on Wednesday, January 9,
2008, at Sam Lena Library at 5:30 p.m.

Team Attendees: Janice Cuaron, TDOT Project Manager
Jay Van Echo, DMJM Project Manager
Nanette Pageau, Kaneen, Community Outreach

Santa Rita Park NA leadership and neighbors in attendance — approximately 13 total.
Daniel Patterson, President
Margaret Roomes, Treasurer
Oscar Rendon — unable to attend
David Beebe — elected Secretary at meeting

At approximately 5:40 p.m. Janice introduced the team and indicated that we were in
attendance to update the NA on the 22™ Street Corridor project. The focus tonight is on
the west end of the corridor.

Nanette handed out the RTA brochure and the 22™ Street Corridor Fact Sheet.
Additionally, a sign-up sheet was circulated for those wanting to receive updates on the
project.

Jay/DMIM introduced the 22" Street Corridor project. He provided a brief update on the
Kino/22™ Interchange and east end widening. He indicated that we have a CAC and
have held several open houses — that portion of the project is approximately 18 months
ahead of the west section.

He talked about the west section from Kino Parkway to I-10 and indicated that we were
in the initial phase of the project and primarily wanted their input, ideas, concerns, etc.
We are calling this the “listening” phase and it ends approximately 3/1/08. Jay explained
that we would be coming back to the neighborhoods in the spring of 2008 with Phase 2,
the Corridor Planning phase. During that phase, a Citizens Oversight Committee (COC)
would be established and that we wanted a representative from the Santa Rita Park
Neighborhood to serve on the COC. The tinal phase of the corridor project would be the
design and is expected to take 1 — 1 %2 years to complete.
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Throughout the course of our presentation, various questions and comments were made.
Those items are captured below:

[t was asked if there is Federal money in this project. No, there is no Federal
money in this project. Initially there was some Federal money, but it is now being
paid for with RTA funds.

A woman who lives in a house fronting on 22" Street indicated that the people
who live along 22™ Street range in age from 60 — 80 years. She is concerned
about having to move, not knowing if and/or when they might have to move, and
the impact on elderly people if and when that happens. Jay explained that at this
stage in the project, we do not know what right-of-way impacts will incur. The
women indicated, quite adamantly, that she just wanted the truth about this as
soon as it was possible to provide it.

Margaret asked if the City would help the older homeowners move if they needed
help. Jay provided a brief overview of the City’s relocation program and
indicated that it was an exceptional program. A gentleman, who lives behind
Garcias’s Cleaners, indicated that he knew some people who had to be relocated
by the City and that it was a very good process. He commented that he believed
property owners came through the process very well, usually better than before.
Jay talked about different methods for reducing the cross-section of the roadway
including narrower lanes, less landscape buffer areas, narrower sidewalk widths,
ete.

Damion Clinco asked if the bicycles could be routed onto a parallel street, like
was done on 3" Street near the University.

Another woman who fronts on 22" Street commented that why should the City
take 5 feet for a bicycle lane when that might mean the difference in her house
remaining. Janice explained that the bicycle lanes are a requirement that must be
met according to the RTA.

During the course of the presentation/discussion, Nanette took comments on a flipchart as
to the concerns and issues of the Association. Those points are as follows:

Will the widening eliminate the bottlenecks? Jay attempted to address this
question by discussing the fact that most of the problems occur at the railroad
crossings and this project will grade-separate those. That combined with the extra
lane in each direction should improve the bottlenecks.

Will there be rubberized overlay? Jay answered “yes”.

When will the decision be made on which way the road is widened? Jay/Janice
indicated this decision would be made in Phase 2 with the COC’s input.

Retain continuity and connectivity.

Properties will go down in value.

Knowing what properties are affected soon! Very important!

Possible motivation or incentive for residents living along the corridor

Will 22" Street be underway at the same time as Grant Road?
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e Hold off on Railroad bridge until decisions are made on whether the railroad stays
or goes. A considerable amount of discussion took place at this point about the
status of the railroad crossing and the future of the railroad near the neighborhood.
Some individuals believed it was going to relocate, some thought it might
increase its train traffic, etc. Abe Marques, Ward 5 Council Aide, indicated that
as it stands now, he believes nothing will change with the train. It will stay in
place and we should try to design the roadway with what we know to be true
today.

e What about a tunnel on 22™ Street. J ay responded that a tunnel is very expensive.

o If homes fronting on 22™ Street are removed, what happens to homes on the next
street? Jay/Janice indicated that is still up for discussion. Ideas such as
redevelopment, buffering, etc. are all possibilities.

® Doesn’t necessarily like buffer walls — they further separate neighborhoods and
neighbors.

e What about a frontage road for access to residents?

e Could bicyclists/pedestrians go to another parallel street rather than staying on
22" Street?

e  Would like to see planning/overlay zone for commercial use.

e Interested in light rail option for 22™ Street.

Corridor project should improve quality, not eliminate.

Not fond of bridge idea — prefer underpass.

Decisions should not just be based on $$$

If we have to move, don’t tell us the last minute.

Does $107 million include right-of-way? Yes

Does tratfic study include I-10 construction factor? Yes

Supports underpass at UPRR.

Our presentation ended at 7:00 p.m. Jay and Nanette remained until the meeting was
concluded so attendees could review large maps.

The team brought two large maps to the presentation. At this point the meeting broke up
and everyone went to the map tables. One map was for each attendee to mark where they
live in relationship to the project. Some individuals live farther south than the map
allowed and simply put dots in the border area of the map.

The second map was for them to mark issues or areas of concern that they wanted the
design team to make special note of. No additional comments were written on the map.

(An Agenda of the neighborhood association meeting is attached to this summary.)

*Notes compiled by Nanette Pageau with input from the Team in attendance.



Page 1 of 1
Dunker, Judy

. Frrm: Van Echo, Jay
¢ .:  Monday, March 10, 2008 12:52 PM
To: Dunker, Judy
Subject: FW: Meeting with UPRR

'lease save this in our 60028009 file in an appropriate location.

Jay Van Echo, P.E.
Vice President
MJM HARRIS
860 E. River Road, Suite 300
ucson, AZ 85718
~“rom: Schlesinger, William
ient: Monday, March 10, 2008 12:09 PM
To: Van Echo, Jay
Subject: Meeting with UPRR

say
On January 23, 2007 met with Jim Smith of Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) and Robert Travis of ADOT to discuss several project
wolving UPRR. We discussed the following items in regards to 22" Street, 1-10 to Tucson Boulevard.

o There are no special design standards for bridges over UPRR yards. The same standards that are used for regular tracks
should be followed.

o UPRR will allow either an over pass or under pass at the Nogales track. It confirmed that going under the tracks is more
complicated but would be allowable.

Jim was not aware of any proposed realignment of the Nogales track.
cet me know if you have any additional questions.
3ill

William D. Schlesinger, P .E.
Engineering Manager
JMJM HARRIS
860 E. River Road, Suite 300
‘ucson, AZ 85718
phone 520-917-4531
fax 520-299-8777

10/2/2008



Phase I - Listening

Social Service Agencies Small Group Meeting

February 27, 2008

Attended the Social Service Agencies Small Group meeting on Wednesday, February 27,
2008, at the offices of the Primavera Foundation at 3:30 p.m.

Team Attendees: Jay Van Echo, DMJM Project Manager
Bob Vint, Vint & Associates Architects
Marcellus Rusk, Vint & Associates Architects
Priscilla Fernandez, Kaneen, Community Outreach

Local leadership in attendance — 3 total.
Peggy Hutchison, Director, Primavera Foundation
Kelly Langford, CEO, Tucson Urban League
Brian Flagg, Casa Maria

At approximately 3:35 p.m. Bob introduced the team and indicated that we were in
attendance to update the local leadership on the 22" Street Corridor project. The focus
today is on the west end of the corridor.

Priscilla handed out the RTA brochure and the 22™ Street Corridor Fact Sheet.
Additionally, a sign-up sheet was circulated for those wanting to receive updates on the
project.

Jay/DMIM introduced the 22™ Street Corridor project. He provided a brief update on the
Kino/22™ interchange and east end widening. He indicated that we have a CAC that has
met regularly, and that we have held several open house’s for the general public to learn
more about the project.

He talked about the west section, from Kino Parkway to I-10, and indicated that we were
in the initial phase of the project and the team primarily wanted their input, ideas,
concerns, etc. We are calling this the “listening” phase and it ends approximately 3/1/08.
Jay explained that we would be coming back to talk with the local leaders and residents
on a regular basis during Phase 2, Corridor Planning. During the second phase, a
Citizens Oversight Committee (COC) would be established with project area
representatives. Phase 3, the final phase of the corridor project, is the design and is
expected to take 1 — 1 2 years to complete.

$:\Clients\ 100086 DMJM 22nd Street Corridor\5112 - Small Group Outreach\Meeting Summaries and Sign-Tn Sheets - PHASE I\Social Services 1
Small Group Mtg. 2-27-08.doc



Throughout the course of our presentation, various questions and comments were made.
Those items are captured below:

e We are very glad to hear that the City of Tucson is recognizing pedestrians
and bicyclists. There have been too many pedestrian/bicycle related accidents
on 22" Street.

e Brian mentioned that he had attended a Santa Rita Neighborhood meeting in
December of 2007 and that the residents/businesses north of 22™ Street had a
completely different agenda than those south of 22™ Street. He reminded us to
be cognizant of that detail.

* We are afraid of the annihilation of all the cultural families along the
alignment. Mainly by gentrification.

e We know the families on the south side of 22" Street between 4™ and 6™
Avenues. For instance, the Quiroz family, who Jay mentioned he had
personally met. Jay said that they want to know exactly what will happen and
want to know the truth. Otherwise, they know that this project is going to
happen and are fine with it.

e To give you a better understanding of the homeless population, Casa Maria
serves approximately 600 single people and 200 families.

e Is Santa Cruz Church going to be destroyed?

e Are you going to improve 22™ Street like the City did on Campbell Avenue,
between Grant Road and Speedway Boulevard?

* Peggy asked the team how they were going to address safety issues regarding
kids playing near 22™ Street and 4™ Avenue? Bob stated that there were
several different options for safety, like mid-block crossings with pedestrian
refuges or the road being depressed for a length.

* Brian asked how the team would keep from “yuppifying” the corridor.

* Peggy stated that the team needed a set of principles and values for this
project. She is not seeing this. She said that we needed to value historic
neighborhoods, and to not devalue pedestrians and bicyclists by way of
making the automobile the most important mode of transportation. She
suggested that we make it [the corridor] an optimum space for all modes of
transportation and that pedestrian crossings do not really respect pedestrians;
we should do an overpass or an underpass instead.

¢ Kelly mentioned that many people view 22™ Street as “the tracks” or
demarcation, which tends to divide social classes. Meaning, those on the south
side of 22™ Street are of a much lower income level than those of the north
side.

¢ How can we connect parks (like Quincie Douglas), neighborhoods and
transportation through this plan? More connectivity and barriers?

» Please keep the character of the neighborhoods alive.

o North 22" Street is secking national recognition for its historic buildings,
through the historic register. They want to extend gentrification.

e Kelly stated how important it was that the project team not only meets with
the neighborhoods once a year, but that they continue a dialogue more
regularly. This allows the team to gather feedback from those who didn’t
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attend their specific presentations, and if the project team schedules
presentations with the Primavera Foundation, Casa Maria and the Tucson
Urban League, they will make it possible for the poor or less educated citizens
of Tucson to be heard. All team members agreed this was of vital importance.

e Jay said that the project team walked to every business and residence between
1-10 and Tucson Boulevard, and made sure to meet with them one-on-one.
However, if there is someone you think we should meet with who will be
affected by the project, please let us know right away. We have met with the
first tier of neighborhoods, those most affected by the project, and are now
concentrating on the second tier.

* Kelly mentioned that Corky Poster is in charge of the group that coordinates
what will happen to the Army Guard building on Silverlake Road. Can the
22™ Street Corridor team be sure to communicate with them? I feel it would
be helpful to be aware of what each project is planning.

e Peggy said that she had envisioned traveling from Reid Park to Santa Cruz
River Park, in a way that is pleasant and safe, stopping at each park along the
way (bicyclists and pedestrians). She also mentioned to us that we needed
strategies in place to address gentrification.

e Brian asked if the Santa Rita Park swimming pool was going to be removed.
Kids love that pool and use it because they cannot afford to go to Breaker’s
Water Park. Council Member Leal said that he’d make sure the pool was
saved. Peggy reiterated that if the City has to take it [the pool], then they
should have principles and guidelines in place to replace the pool, somehow.

* Brian said that we needed to negotiate what the Drachman Institute is
currently doing. It holds meetings (approximately 35 attendees), which are
primarily comprised on South-Tucsonans. They have a major voice, are very
well organized, and will make themselves known when the time comes.

e Kelly asked what the next steps will be and if there was a dollar amount set
for each phase.

e Brian suggested that we needed to add Nancy Quiroz or Angie Quiroz to the
COC, and that we need to make sure there will be as many residential
representatives from south of 22" Street as there are from north of 22™ Street.
That way we’ll be sure to include everyone.

e Brian said he would be very interested in any future in-fill sites and viability
studies.

* Brian said that we needed to ask “big” because Mike Hein told us to.

Our presentation ended at 4:37 p.m.,
The team brought two large maps to the presentation.

*Notes compiled by Priscilla Fernandez and Bob Vint with input from the Team in
attendance.
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APPENDIX B — Public Involvement Techniques Matrix
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