
 

 

 
REVISED  
PUBLIC MEETING AGENDA 

 

 

Transportation Commission  
 

MEETING DATE 
Tuesday, August 18, 2020 at 7:30 a.m. 
 
MEETING LOCATION 
Join Via Cisco Webex Meeting – link below 
https://tempe.webex.com/tempe/onstage/g.php?MTID=e35dc484e1d77171eb31a5b9a90c597fc 
Event password: 7CRmMWvHA83 
United States Toll+1-408-418-9388 
Access code: 146 409 0085 
 

AGENDA ITEM PRESENTER 
ACTION or 

INFORMATION 

1. Public Appearances 
The Transportation Commission welcomes public comment 
for items listed on this agenda. There is a three-minute time 
limit per citizen. 

Brian Fellows, 
Commission Chair 

 

Information 

2. Approval of Meeting Minutes   
The Commission will be asked to review and approve 
meeting minutes from the June 23, 2020 meeting. 

Brian Fellows, 
Commission Chair 

Action 

3. Operating Budget & Capital Improvement Program (CIP) 

Budget Update.  
Staff will provide an update on the Transit Fund and 
Highway User Revenue Fund.   

Mark Day,  
Budget Office 

Information and 
Possible Action 

4. Transit Shelter Design 
Staff will present the proposed design concept for the new 
transit shelters. 

Bonnie Richardson, 
Engineering & 

Transportation Department 

Information and 
Possible Action 

5. Transit System Security Update 
Staff will make a presentation about transit security 
including statistics from FY 19/20. 

Department and Trent 
Luckow, Police Department 

Information  

6. Union Pacific Railroad Bridge Impacts to 
Traffic/Alternative Modes 
Staff will provide a verbal update on the impacts of the 
bridge collapse on vehicular traffic, bus detours and 
bike/peds. 

Shelly Seyler, Engineering & 
Transportation Department 

Information and 
Possible Action 

7. Department & Regional Transportation Updates  
Staff will provide updates and current issues being 
discussed at regional transportation and transit agencies. 

Engineering & 
Transportation Department 

Staff   

Information 

8. Future Agenda Items  
Commission may request future agenda items. 

Brian Fellows, 
Commission Chair 

Information and 
Possible Action 

https://tempe.webex.com/tempe/onstage/g.php?MTID=e35dc484e1d77171eb31a5b9a90c597fc


 

 

According to the Arizona Open Meeting Law, the Transportation Commission may only discuss matters listed on 
the agenda.  The city of Tempe endeavors to make all public meetings accessible to persons with disabilities.  With 48 
hours advance notice, special assistance is available at public meetings for sight and/or hearing-impaired persons. 
Please call 350-4311 (voice) or for Relay Users: 711 to request an accommodation to participate in a public meeting.  



 
 
 

Minutes of the meeting of Tempe Transportation Commission held on Tuesday, June 23, 2020, 7:30 a.m. via Cisco 
Webex. 
 
(MEMBERS) Present: 
Susan Conklu John Federico 
JC Porter Peter Schelstraete 
John Kissinger Brian Fellows 
Ryan Guzy Jeremy Browning 
David A. King John Christoph 
Paul Hubbell  
Christina Pucci 

Pam Goronkin             

  
(MEMBERS) Absent:  
Lloyd Thomas  Mary Harriman 
 
City Staff Present: 
Marilyn DeRosa, Engineering & Transportation Director 
Shelly Seyler, Deputy Engineering & Transportation Director 
Robert Yabes, Principal Planner 
Chase Walman, Planner II 
Joe Clements, Transportation Financial Analyst 
Vanessa Spartan, Planner II 
Julian Dresang, Deputy Engineering & Transportation Dir. 
 

Sue Taaffe, Senior Management Assistant 
TaiAnna Yee, Public Information Officer 
Laura Kajfez, Neighborhood Services Specialist 
Amanda Nelson, Public Information Officer 
Bonnie Richardson, Principal Planner 
Cathy Hollow, Traffic Engineer 
Tony Belleau, Streetcar Project Manager 

Guests Present:   
Anita Johari  Joe Struttmann   
 
Commission Chair Brian Fellows called the meeting to order at 7:32 a.m. 
 
Agenda Item 1 – Public Appearances 
Joe Struttmann spoke about the Priest Drive Bike & Pedestrian Improvements Project. Mr. Struttmann stated that he 
was not in favor of Alternative 2, which includes off street facilities.  
 
Agenda Item 2 – Minutes 
Brian Fellows introduced the minutes of May 12, 2020 meeting of the Transportation Commission and asked for a 
motion for approval.  
 
Motion:  Commissioner Paul Hubbell 
Second:  Commissioner JC Porter 
 

  

Minutes 
City of Tempe Meeting of the Transportation Commission  

June 23, 2020 
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Decision:  Approved by Commissioners 
 
Susan Conklu John Federico 
JC Porter Peter Schelstraete 
John Kissinger Brian Fellows 
Ryan Guzy Jeremy Browning 
David A. King John Christoph 
Paul Hubbell  
Christina Pucci 

Pam Goronkin             

  
Brian Fellows introduced the minutes of May 26, 2020 meeting of the Transportation Commission and asked for a 
motion for approval.  
 
Motion:  Commissioner JC Porter 
Second:  Commissioner David King 
 
Decision:  Approved by Commissioners 
 
Susan Conklu John Federico 
JC Porter Peter Schelstraete 
John Kissinger Brian Fellows 
Ryan Guzy Jeremy Browning 
David A. King John Christoph 
Paul Hubbell  
Christina Pucci 

Pam Goronkin             

 
Agenda Item 3 – Priest Drive Bike & Pedestrian Improvements 
Chase Walman and Anita Johari (Wood Consultants) presented information on the Priest Drive Bike & Pedestrian 
Improvements Project. Discussion topics included: 
 

• Background 

• Existing Conditions 

• Traffic Volumes  

• Crash Data 

• Design Considerations/Alternatives 
o Widen Existing Roadway 
o 10-foot Multi-use Path 
o Reduce a Travel Lane Between Elliot to Warner roads 
o Knox Road Crossing 

• Next Steps 
 
Discussion included right-of-way constraints, wayfinding, Level of Service (LOS), pedestrian signals, adjacent multi-
use paths, comfort level for users and traffic speeds. 
 
Agenda Item 4 – Open Streets  
Vanessa Spartan presented information on the Open Street concept. Discussion topics included: 
 

• Overview 

• Adjusting Traffic Signals 
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• Expanding Active transportation Opportunities 

• Creating Room to Queue 

• Coordination Needed 
 
Discussion included automated pedestrian signals, timeline for implementing an Open Street concept in Tempe, 
community input and Tempe Block Party process.  Brian Fellows requested that this topic be added to the September 
or October agenda for further discussion. 
 
Agenda Item 5  – Department & Regional Transportation Updates 
None 
 
Agenda Item  6 - Future Agenda Items 
The following future agenda items have been previously identified by the Commission or staff: 
 

• July 14  - CANCELED 
• August 11 

o Special Revenue Fund Operating Budget & Capital Improvements Project Update  
o Transit Shelter Designs 
o Transit System and Security Update  
o Transit Service Reduction Plan  

• September 8  
o Annual Report  
o Outreach Plan for I-10 Corridor Construction 
o Scottsdale Road Bike Lanes  
o Transportation Demand Management Association  
o Mobility Hubs  
o Bikeshare 

• October 13  
o Annual Report 
o Priest Drive Bicycle & Pedestrian Improvements Project  
o Maricopa Association of Governments Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) Study  
o Ash and University Intersection Update 

• November 10  
o Starship Project  
o Scottsdale Road Bike Lanes  
o Entitled Development Projects  
o Vision Zero Update  

• December 8  
• January 12 

o Transit Service Reduction Plan  
o Country Club Way Streetscape  
o Commission Business  

• February 9 
• March 9 
• April 13 
• May 11 

o Bike Hero 
• TBD: North/South Rail Spur MUP Phase I 
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• TBD: Commuter Rail Study 
 
The next meeting is scheduled for August 11, 2020.  
 
The meeting was adjourned at 9:20 a.m. 
 
Prepared by: Sue Taaffe 
Reviewed by: Shelly Seyler 



 

MEMORANDUM 
 

TO:   Transportation Commission 

 

FROM:    Mark Day, Municipal Budget Director 

DATE:   August 18, 2020 

SUBJECT:    Operating Budget and Capital Improvement Program (CIP) Update 

AGENDA ITEM #:  3 

     

BACKGROUND INFORMATION: 

The Municipal Budget Office will provide a brief update on FY 2020-21 operating and CIP budgets for the Transit Fund and the 
Highway User Revenue Fund (HURF) and describe the strategies and proposed budget adjustments to address the economic 
impacts of the COVID-19 pandemic. 

 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 

PowerPoint Presentation 
 







•

•

•

•





•

•

•



•

•

•

•

•



Expressed in thousands ($000) FY 18/19 FY 19/20 FY 20/21 FY 21/22 FY 22/23 FY 23/24

Actual Projected Projected Projected Projected Projected

Total Revenues 13,048                   14,511                11,051                   13,018                   13,467                   13,964                   

Expenditures (prior to adjustments) 17,411                   15,351                12,753                   13,730                   14,534                   17,280                   

Proposed Budget Adjustments

One-time Adjustments (702)                       

Recurring Adjustments (660)                       (660)                       (660)                      (660)                      

CIP Operating Impact 86                         86                         86                         86                         

Estimated Future Adjustments (470)                       (470)                      (470)                      

Total Expenditures (net of adjustments) 17,411                   15,351                11,478                   12,686                   13,490                   16,237                   

Surplus (Deficit) (4,363)                    (840)                    (427)                       332                        (23)                        (2,273)                    

Unassigned Fund Balance 4,567                     3,727                  3,300                     3,632                     3,608                     1,335                     

% of Revenue 35% 26% 30% 28% 27% 10%

Transportation (HURF) Fund Forecast -  Proposed Adjustments
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Expressed in thousands ($000) FY 18/19 FY 19/20 FY 20/21 FY 21/22 FY 22/23 FY 23/24

Actual Projected Projected Projected Projected Projected

Total Revenues 63,660                     78,440                59,825             62,838               65,044                   67,183                

Expenditures (prior to adjustments) 69,206                     87,686                76,422             80,187               80,970                   83,481                

One-time CARES Act Adjustments (21,029)            

Estimated Future Adjustments (500)                 (5,700)                (9,500)                    (9,500)                 

Total Expenditures (net of adjustments) 69,206                     87,686                54,893             74,487               71,470                   73,981                

Surplus (Deficit) (5,547)                     (9,246)                 4,932               (11,649)              (6,426)                    (6,798)                 

Unassigned Fund Balance 45,922                     36,676                41,420             29,771               23,345                   16,547                

% of Revenue 72% 47% 69% 47% 36% 25%

Transit Fund Forecast -  Impact of CARES Act Adjustments + Future Adjustments
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MEMORANDUM 

 
TO:     Transportation Commission 

THROUGH:     Steven Methvin, Deputy City Manager (480-350-8811) 
   Marilyn DeRosa, Engineering & Transportation Director (480-350-8896) 
   Shelly Seyler, Deputy Engineering and Transportation Director (480-350-8854) 

 
FROM:    Bonnie Richardson, Principal Planner  (480-209-8990)   

Eric Iwersen, Transit Manager,(480-350-8628) 

DATE:    August 18, 2020 

SUBJECT:    Transit Shelter Design Project Update 

AGENDA ITEM #:  4 

     

PURPOSE: To provide an update on the Transit Shelter Design Project, including proposed schedule, outreach and design 
process. 
 
RECOMMENDATION OR DIRECTION REQUESTED:   
Discussion and feedback on refined conceptual designs and process. 
 
CITY COUNCIL STRATEGIC PRIORITY: 

• Quality of Life 3.26  Achieve a multimodal transportation system (20-minute city) where residents can walk, bicycle, 
or use public transit to meet all basic daily, non-work needs. 

• Quality of Life 3.29  Achieve ratings of “Very Satisfied” or “Satisfied” with the “Overall Satisfaction with Transit System 
in Tempe” greater than or equal to 80% as measured by the City of Tempe Transit Survey. 

 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION: 
 
HISTORY 
 
Tempe Transit has invested in expansions of bus, rail, and neighborhood circulator service since the passage of the 1996 
Tempe Transit Tax. Today, the city has the highest ridership per capita in the state of Arizona.  As part of the strong transit 
service system, having comfortable and accessible shelters for transit riders is critical to attracting and retaining users of the 
system. Tempe’s transit system is supported by over 800 transit stops, roughly 40 percent of which have shelters. The existing 
shelters were designed in the 1990’s and, while functional and part of the transit brand for Tempe, they are limited in their 
architectural compatibility with contemporary architecture and have somewhat restricted adaptability in some of the more 
urban and/or constrained spaces in Tempe.  
 
NEW TRANSIT SHELTER DESIGNS 
 
The City of Tempe is developing a new transit shelter design as an addition to the current shelter. The goal is to have shade at 
every stop, whether it is from a shelter, trees or adjacent building. The new shelter designs will enhance more transit stops city 
wide, focusing on passenger comfort and visibility while incorporating sustainable strategies and materials. The new designs 
will encourage increased ridership and provide a new iconic Tempe identity. 
 



Transit Shelter Design Project  
 
 

 
2 

 

It is important that the new design maximizes shade for patrons that is appropriate to the solar orientation of sites. Early 
morning and late afternoon sun during summer months is particularly challenging. The design should be adaptable to compact 
sites, as well as the typical ROW sites. Importantly, the shelters should be sustainably designed, with consideration given to 
climate, materials, longevity, recycled content, recyclability and life cycle of products and manufacturing. 
 
Most of the unshaded locations have challenging site conditions, making it difficult to install the current design in the existing 
Right of Way.  Four different size options will be developed to accommodate a variety of sites and ridership capacity. 
 
Consultants on the project are TYLIN International, J2 Engineering and Environmental Design, and Lee Engineering.  
 
STEERING COMMITTEE 
 
In order to diversify our fact-gathering, a Steering Committee was established to inform the consultants and staff from a variety 
of experiences: bus patrons, bus drivers, students, sustainability experts, transit agencies (Valley Metro, ASU), planners, 
designers and residents. The first committee meeting was held on August 14, with good discussion about member 
experiences, the Tempe Transit and Valley Metro services, and new ideas. The second Steering Committee meeting, on 
November 12, included review of the initial 9 concept sketches and public input, with recommendation to further develop 3 of 
the designs. On February 3 the Steering Committee workgroup met regarding the research and grant opportunities for testing 
new cool roofing materials. The final online meeting on June 18 provided feedback on the consolidated concept designs and 
discussion of sustainability applications.  
 
SUSTAINABILITY 
 
From inception, sustainability was a key goal in the shelter design. This includes consideration for local materials and 
fabrication, modular design, interchangeable parts for inventory control and reuse, durability, flexibility, recyclability, ease of 
assembly, long life, and life cycle analysis. In an attempt to gain maximum cooling, research was conducted on cool 
pavements and new products for cool roofing. 
 
The Steering Committee was a sounding board for research into new sustainable materials. We have established a 
collaboration between the City of Tempe, ASU and 3M Corporation to test a new proprietary radiative film product on 3 of our 
existing shelters. David J Sailor, Director of the Urban Climate Research Center, ASU will be working with Professors Ariane 
Middel and Richard King to provide a thorough evaluation of the material performance, developing a full year of data testing 
for temperature & comfort. They received an internal funding grant from ASU to support this research. 3M is providing the film 
material and professional installation at no cost. Preliminary investigation suggests that radiative cooling could significantly 
reduce the temperature under the canopy and affect the surrounding area, while potentially extending the life and improving 
the performance of the roof mounted solar panels. Attached is a diagram of the radiative cooling process. 
 
PRIORITIZATION STRATEGY 
 
All transit stops without shelters will be evaluated based on the availability of sufficient space, lack of shade by building or 
trees, and special site conditions. Existing ridership, population and employment density (within 1/4 mile), are used as 
prioritization data points. Additional equity considerations include poverty and minority populations and heat vulnerability. The 
attached chart provides details of the prioritization strategy. The existing shelters will be replaced based on condition and/or 
increases in ridership, which would likely include 20-25 sites over the next 5 years. 
 
 
PROJECT STATUS  
 

• August 2019:    Research; Steering Committee Meeting #1 

• Sept. – Nov. 2019:    Public Meetings #1 & 2; development of 9 initial concept sketches;  
   Steering Committee Meeting #2 

• Dec. 2019 – Feb. 2020:   Outreach to user groups and commissions   
   Design refinements producing 3 recommended alternatives  
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   Public Meetings #3 & 4 

• Feb. 11, 2020  Steering Committee Meeting #3 

• March – April 2020:    Design incorporation of preferred elements (with 4 size alternatives)  
• April – May 2020:    Meetings postponed due to COVID-19 
• June 18, 2020:  Steering Committee Meeting #4 

• July 21, 2020:  Public Meeting #5 via Webex 

• Aug. 18, 2020:  Transportation Commission Meeting 
• August 20, 2020:  City Council IRS Meeting 
• Sept. – Dec 2020.:  Engineering plan development; cost analysis 
• Jan. – March 2021:    Finalization of plans & details 

• Spring 2021:    Prototype fabrication for public review. 

• Summer 2021:  Begin installation in accordance with Budget & Prioritization Plan  
 
 
PUBLIC MEETINGS 

 

• Initial public meetings, held on Sept. 21 and 25, 2019, included user experiences and identification of key attributes 
for the shelter designs. Meetings on Jan. 18 and 21, 2020, included discussion of concept options. Meetings 
originally scheduled for March were cancelled due to COVID-19 and rescheduled as a Webex meeting on July 21 to 
discuss consolidated concept and refinements. 

• Surveys are available at all in-person public meetings and online, for two weeks following the meetings. 

• A summary of all public responses and comments is attached.  

 
FISCAL IMPACT or IMPACT TO CURRENT RESOURCES: 
 
The goal for the new designs is to meet the needs of more transit riders by serving restricted sites with two new smaller scale 
shelters, at lesser cost that the full-sized installations. Funding for shelter designs, fabrication and installations are through the 

• Tempe Transit Tax - annual bus stop improvements; and 
• Private development community partnerships. 

 
Cost analysis of each of the 4 shelters (micro, small, medium and large) will be provided during engineering plan 
development, at 30%, 60%, and 90% reviews. Similar structures in these sizes would range from $15,000 – $35,000. A 
fabricator will be working with the team to develop a prototype for public review.  
  
 
ATTACHMENTS: 

1. PowerPoint  
2. Prioritization Strategy 
3. Public Outreach Summary 
4. Steering Committee Membership 
5. Public Involvement Plan 
6. Radiative Cooling Process 
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BUS STOP PRIORITIZATION DATA

Project Goal Data Factors Data Source Classification Breaks Points Priority Score

Transit Ridership Average weekly boardings Valley Metro Bus Ridership 2019 0 - 15 1 x .40 0.4

16 - 50 2 0.8

51 - 100 3 1.2

101 - 200 4 1.6

200+ 5 2

Transit Demand Population per Acre by Census Block 
Group

Valley Metro 1/4 mile -- American 
Community Survey -- US Census 

2.1 - 15 1 x.05 0.05

15.1 - 25 2 0.1

greater than 25 3 0.15

Employment per Acre by Census 
Block Group

Valley Metro 1/4 mile --Longitudinal 
Employer-Household Dynamics (LEHD) 
Program -- US Census 

2.1 - 12 1 x .05 0.05

12.1 - 20 2 0.1

greater than 20 3 0.15

Equity Percent Minority Population by 
Block Group (Total Population less 
White (Non-Hispanic))

Valley Metro 1/4 mile -- American 
Community Survey -- US Census

Community of Concern when 
Minority Population is 42.6% or 

higher.
2 x .15 0.3

Percent of Households Living Below 
Poverty by Block Group

Valley Metro 1/4 mile -- American 
Community Survey -- US Census

Community of Concern when 
percent in Poverty is 16.4% or 

 

2 x .15 0.3

Heat Vulnerability Heat Illness by hospitalizations High 1 x .20 0.2

Extreme 2 0.4

Prepared by Bonnie Richardson 7/20/2020



 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 Essential Very 
important 

Nice 
to 
have 

Not 
important 

Don’t 
know 

Your 
rank 

Shade 87.8% 8.1% 1.6% .8%  1 

Protection from rain 38.2% 34.1% 22.8% 4.1%  5 

Use of sustainable materials 25.2% 37.4% 26.8% 8.1% 1.6% 9 

Seating 51.2% 30.1% 14.6% 3.3%  2 

Bike racks 16.3% 29.3% 37.4% 11.4% 4.9% 11 

Scooter parking 4.1% 14.6% 39% 33.3% 4.9% 13 

Availability of route info 61% 24.4% 10.6% 1.6% .8% 4 

Resistance to vandalism 39% 31.7% 17.0% 5.7% 4.1% 10 

Visibility of oncoming traffic 54.5% 26.8% 11.4% 2.4% 1.6% 6 

Enhanced accessibility 
elements beyond required for 
ADA 

54.5% 20.3% 13.8% 4.9% 4.9% 8 

Availability of trash & recycling 47.2% 34.1% 13.8% 2.4%  7 

Lighting 56.1% 32.5% 6.5% 3.3%  3 

Public art incorporated 13% 27.6% 39.8% 16.3% .8% 12 





21.1%

26.7%

16.7%

32.2%

3.3%

Other: Google (2), both VM website & 
signage, pamphlet, I know schedule, 
all of the above, none, no need



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 



 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 



 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 



 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 





 



 



 

Topic Estimate Percent

45,191

   Hispanic 9,169 20.3%

   Non-Hispanic

      White, Non-Hispanic 27,256 60.3%

      Black, Non-Hispanic 3,189 7.1%

      Native American, Non-Hispanic 1,127 2.5%

      Asian, Non-Hispanic 2,602 5.8%

      Pacific Islander, Non-Hispanic 451 1.0%

      Other, Non-Hispanic 22 0.0%

      Two or More, Non-Hispanic 1,375 3.0%

   Minority (1) 17,935 39.7%

42,869 -

   Speak Only English 33,072 77.1%

   Speak Other Languages 9,797 22.9%

      Speak English ''very well'' 7,198 -

      Persons with Limited English Proficiency (LEP) 2,599 -

         Speak English ''well'' 1,716 -

         Speak English ''not well'' 725 -

         Speak English ''not at all'' 158 -

18,021 -

   Family Households (Families) 8,430 46.8%

      Married-couple family 4,997 -

      Female Householder, no husband present 2,138 -

         with own children under 18 years 906 -

   Nonfamily Households 9,591 53.2%

      Householder living alone 5,919 -

18,021 -

   Less than $10,000 2,041 11.3%

   $10,000 to $14,999 1,104 6.1%

   $15,000 to $24,999 1,990 11.0%

   $25,000 to $34,999 1,811 10.0%

   $35,000 to 49,999 2,701 15.0%

   $50,000 to $74,999 2,851 15.8%

   $75,000 to $99,999 2,652 14.7%

   $100,000 to $149,999 1,800 10.0%

   $150,000 to $199,999 638 3.5%

   $200,000 or more 433 2.4%

         with related children under 18 years 101 -

      Female householder, no husband present 671 -

         with related children under 18 years 612 -

      Male householder, no wife present 206 -

         with related children under 18 years   145 -

25,946 -

   Car or Truck - drive alone 18,570 71.6%

   Car or Truck - carpool 2,381 9.2%

   Public Transportation 1,227 4.7%

   Bicycle 1,543 5.9%

   Walked 545 2.1%

   Other means (taxicab, motorcycle, etc.) 619 2.4%

   Work at home 1,061 4.1%

18,021 -

   No vehicle available 1,946 10.8%

   1 vehicle available 7,362 40.9%

   2 vehicles available 6,100 33.8%

   3 or more vehicles available 2,613 14.5%

Total Area in Acres 6,816.2 -

Total Area in Square Miles 10.7 -

Selected Block Groups ACS 2012-2016 ACS 5-Year Estimates

Race and Ethnicity

Total Population

Ability to Speak English

Population 5 years and over

Households

Total Households

Household Income (in 2016 inflation-adjusted dollars)

Total Households

Commuting to Work

Workers 16 years and over

Source: United States Census Bureau, American Community Survey 2012-2016 5yr Estimates

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012-2016 American Community Survey (ACS) 5-Year Estimates. ACS data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling 

variability.  The degree of uncertainty for an estimate is represented through the use of a margin of error (MOE).  In addition to sampling variability, the ACS 

estimates are subject to nonsampling error. The MOE and effect of nonsampling error is not represented in these tables. Supporting documentation on 

subject definitions, data accuracy, and statistical testing can be found on the American Community Survey website (www.census.gov/acs) in the Data and 

Documentation section. Sample size and data quality measures (including coverage rates, allocation rates, and response rates) can be found on the 

American Community Survey website (www.census.gov/acs) in the Methodology section.  The MOE for individual data elements can be found on the 

American FactFinder website (factfinder2.census.gov).  Note: Although the ACS produces population, demographic and housing unit estimates, the 2010 

Census provides the official counts of the population and housing units for the nation, states, counties, cities and towns.  Prepared by: Maricopa 

Association of Governments, www.azmag.gov, (602) 254-6300

Vehicles Available

Occupied Housing Units

Area
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Topic Estimate Percent

45,191

   Hispanic 9,169 20.3%

   Non-Hispanic

      White, Non-Hispanic 27,256 60.3%

      Black, Non-Hispanic 3,189 7.1%

      Native American, Non-Hispanic 1,127 2.5%

      Asian, Non-Hispanic 2,602 5.8%

      Pacific Islander, Non-Hispanic 451 1.0%

      Other, Non-Hispanic 22 0.0%

      Two or More, Non-Hispanic 1,375 3.0%

   Minority (1) 17,935 39.7%

42,869 -

   Speak Only English 33,072 77.1%

   Speak Other Languages 9,797 22.9%

      Speak English ''very well'' 7,198 -

      Persons with Limited English Proficiency (LEP) 2,599 -

         Speak English ''well'' 1,716 -

         Speak English ''not well'' 725 -

         Speak English ''not at all'' 158 -

18,021 -

   Family Households (Families) 8,430 46.8%

      Married-couple family 4,997 -

      Female Householder, no husband present 2,138 -

         with own children under 18 years 906 -

   Nonfamily Households 9,591 53.2%

      Householder living alone 5,919 -

18,021 -

   Less than $10,000 2,041 11.3%

   $10,000 to $14,999 1,104 6.1%

   $15,000 to $24,999 1,990 11.0%

   $25,000 to $34,999 1,811 10.0%

   $35,000 to 49,999 2,701 15.0%

   $50,000 to $74,999 2,851 15.8%

   $75,000 to $99,999 2,652 14.7%

   $100,000 to $149,999 1,800 10.0%

   $150,000 to $199,999 638 3.5%

   $200,000 or more 433 2.4%

         with related children under 18 years 101 -

      Female householder, no husband present 671 -

         with related children under 18 years 612 -

      Male householder, no wife present 206 -

         with related children under 18 years   145 -

25,946 -

   Car or Truck - drive alone 18,570 71.6%

   Car or Truck - carpool 2,381 9.2%

   Public Transportation 1,227 4.7%

   Bicycle 1,543 5.9%

   Walked 545 2.1%

   Other means (taxicab, motorcycle, etc.) 619 2.4%

   Work at home 1,061 4.1%

18,021 -

   No vehicle available 1,946 10.8%

   1 vehicle available 7,362 40.9%

   2 vehicles available 6,100 33.8%

   3 or more vehicles available 2,613 14.5%

Total Area in Acres 6,816.2 -

Total Area in Square Miles 10.7 -

Selected Block Groups ACS 2012-2016 ACS 5-Year Estimates

Race and Ethnicity

Total Population

Ability to Speak English

Population 5 years and over

Households

Total Households

Household Income (in 2016 inflation-adjusted dollars)

Total Households

Commuting to Work

Workers 16 years and over

Source: United States Census Bureau, American Community Survey 2012-2016 5yr Estimates

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012-2016 American Community Survey (ACS) 5-Year Estimates. ACS data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling 

variability.  The degree of uncertainty for an estimate is represented through the use of a margin of error (MOE).  In addition to sampling variability, the ACS 

estimates are subject to nonsampling error. The MOE and effect of nonsampling error is not represented in these tables. Supporting documentation on 

subject definitions, data accuracy, and statistical testing can be found on the American Community Survey website (www.census.gov/acs) in the Data and 

Documentation section. Sample size and data quality measures (including coverage rates, allocation rates, and response rates) can be found on the 

American Community Survey website (www.census.gov/acs) in the Methodology section.  The MOE for individual data elements can be found on the 

American FactFinder website (factfinder2.census.gov).  Note: Although the ACS produces population, demographic and housing unit estimates, the 2010 

Census provides the official counts of the population and housing units for the nation, states, counties, cities and towns.  Prepared by: Maricopa 

Association of Governments, www.azmag.gov, (602) 254-6300

Vehicles Available

Occupied Housing Units

Area
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Topic Estimate Percent

45,191

   Hispanic 9,169 20.3%

   Non-Hispanic

      White, Non-Hispanic 27,256 60.3%

      Black, Non-Hispanic 3,189 7.1%

      Native American, Non-Hispanic 1,127 2.5%

      Asian, Non-Hispanic 2,602 5.8%

      Pacific Islander, Non-Hispanic 451 1.0%

      Other, Non-Hispanic 22 0.0%

      Two or More, Non-Hispanic 1,375 3.0%

   Minority (1) 17,935 39.7%

42,869 -

   Speak Only English 33,072 77.1%

   Speak Other Languages 9,797 22.9%

      Speak English ''very well'' 7,198 -

      Persons with Limited English Proficiency (LEP) 2,599 -

         Speak English ''well'' 1,716 -

         Speak English ''not well'' 725 -

         Speak English ''not at all'' 158 -

18,021 -

   Family Households (Families) 8,430 46.8%

      Married-couple family 4,997 -

      Female Householder, no husband present 2,138 -

         with own children under 18 years 906 -

   Nonfamily Households 9,591 53.2%

      Householder living alone 5,919 -

18,021 -

   Less than $10,000 2,041 11.3%

   $10,000 to $14,999 1,104 6.1%

   $15,000 to $24,999 1,990 11.0%

   $25,000 to $34,999 1,811 10.0%

   $35,000 to 49,999 2,701 15.0%

   $50,000 to $74,999 2,851 15.8%

   $75,000 to $99,999 2,652 14.7%

   $100,000 to $149,999 1,800 10.0%

   $150,000 to $199,999 638 3.5%

   $200,000 or more 433 2.4%

         with related children under 18 years 101 -

      Female householder, no husband present 671 -

         with related children under 18 years 612 -

      Male householder, no wife present 206 -

         with related children under 18 years   145 -

25,946 -

   Car or Truck - drive alone 18,570 71.6%

   Car or Truck - carpool 2,381 9.2%

   Public Transportation 1,227 4.7%

   Bicycle 1,543 5.9%

   Walked 545 2.1%

   Other means (taxicab, motorcycle, etc.) 619 2.4%

   Work at home 1,061 4.1%

18,021 -

   No vehicle available 1,946 10.8%

   1 vehicle available 7,362 40.9%

   2 vehicles available 6,100 33.8%

   3 or more vehicles available 2,613 14.5%

Total Area in Acres 6,816.2 -

Total Area in Square Miles 10.7 -

Selected Block Groups ACS 2012-2016 ACS 5-Year Estimates

Race and Ethnicity

Total Population

Ability to Speak English

Population 5 years and over

Households

Total Households

Household Income (in 2016 inflation-adjusted dollars)

Total Households

Commuting to Work

Workers 16 years and over

Source: United States Census Bureau, American Community Survey 2012-2016 5yr Estimates

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012-2016 American Community Survey (ACS) 5-Year Estimates. ACS data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling 

variability.  The degree of uncertainty for an estimate is represented through the use of a margin of error (MOE).  In addition to sampling variability, the ACS 

estimates are subject to nonsampling error. The MOE and effect of nonsampling error is not represented in these tables. Supporting documentation on 

subject definitions, data accuracy, and statistical testing can be found on the American Community Survey website (www.census.gov/acs) in the Data and 

Documentation section. Sample size and data quality measures (including coverage rates, allocation rates, and response rates) can be found on the 

American Community Survey website (www.census.gov/acs) in the Methodology section.  The MOE for individual data elements can be found on the 

American FactFinder website (factfinder2.census.gov).  Note: Although the ACS produces population, demographic and housing unit estimates, the 2010 

Census provides the official counts of the population and housing units for the nation, states, counties, cities and towns.  Prepared by: Maricopa 

Association of Governments, www.azmag.gov, (602) 254-6300

Vehicles Available

Occupied Housing Units

Area
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 Transit Shelter Design Steering Committee  

 

 

 Transportation Commission 
o John Federico, federico63_2000@yahoo.com 

 Sustainability Commission 
o John Kane, jfkane@architekton.com 

 Neighborhood Advisory Commission 
o Kyomi Kurooka, kkurooka@yahoo.com 
o Jonathan Gelbart (Alt.), jdgelbart@gmail.com 

 Design Review Commission 
o Michelle Schwartz, Michelle.Schwartz@rsparch.com 

 Commission on Disability Concerns 
o Katie Schmidt, kebschmidt@gmail.com 

 Arts & Culture Commission 
o Kyomi Kurooka, kkurooka@yahoo.com 

 Residents, businesses & property owners 
o ASU student – Grace Logan,  Grace_Logan@tempe.gov 
o McClintock High School student – Sophie Nelson, 

sophster.nelson@gmail.com; Shalae Clemens, 
shalae8888@gmail.com 

o Resident – Dawne Walczak, ppna.recorder@gmail.com 
 ASU Research 

o Paul Coseo, Paul.Coseo@asu.edu 
o David Hondula, David.Hondula@asu.edu 
o Christine Lee, christinelee@asu.edu 
o Magnus Feil, Magnus.Feil@asu.edu 
o Ariane Middel, Ariane.middel@asu.edu 
o Richard King, Richard.r.king@asu.edu 
o David Sailor, dsailor@asu.edu 

 Transit users 
o David Sokolowski, davidsokolowski@rocketmail.com 
o Robert Freedman, Runninginaz@aol.com 

 Valley Metro 
o Marc Lucius, mlucius@valleymetro.org 
o Alba Rodriguez, ARodriguez@valleymetro.org 
o Scott Wisner, swisner@valleymetro.org 
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 Transit Shelter Design Steering Committee  

 

 First Transit + Bus Drivers 
o Mike Jones, MJones42@hotmail.com 
o Tremeal Manley, Tremeal.Charae@gmail.com 
o We will meet with others at EVBOM 

 Downtown Tempe Authority 
o Kate Borders, kate@downtowntempe.com 

 Tempe Bicycle Action Group 
o Stevie Milne, stevie@biketempe.org 

 ASU Transit/Planning 
o JC Porter, J.Porter@asu.edu 
o Byron Sampson, Byron.Sampson@asu.edu 
o Norm Yatabe, Norman.Yatabe@asu.edu 
o Ed Soltero, Edmundo.Soltero@asu.edu

mailto:MJones42@hotmail.com
mailto:Tremeal.Charae@gmail.com
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mailto:kate@downtowntempe.com
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1. PROJECT DESCRIPTION/BACKGROUND 
 
The City of Tempe has contracted with T.Y. LIN International to redesign the existing transit 
shelters to: 

▪ Accommodate the changing transit fleet 
▪ Adapt to a variety of physical locations with a ‘kit of parts’ approach that will adjust to 

site constraints 
▪ Maximize shade, passenger visibility, airflow and amenities 
▪ Provide a unique Tempe identity  
▪ Be resistant to vandalism; easy to maintain and clean 
▪ Incorporate sustainable strategies and materials 

 
Currently, there are approximately 800 transit stops; 40 percent have shelters in place. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT: Capital improvement funds have been set aside in the budget for this project.  
 
2.  PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT OBJECTIVES 
 
The City of Tempe values public input and believes that community members should be 
engaged early on in decisions that affect them.  The purpose of the Public Involvement Program 
(PIP) is to create an open and transparent process to guide the design of a new transit shelter in 
a shared community vision.   
 
The scope of the PIP is to: 

▪ Provide objective information to assist the public in understanding the opportunity to 
provide an improved transit shelter through the redesign process. 

▪ Provide the opportunity for stakeholders to give input as to what components are most 
valued. 

▪ Seek and encourage the involvement of all community members. 
▪ Provide a variety of opportunities for the public to contribute ideas and provide 

feedback through all phases of the process. 
▪ Make the process accessible and engaging to interested community members. 

 
3. STAKEHOLDER ANALYSIS 

 
An early step in the Public Involvement Program is to identify the internal and external 
community members that have an interest in the process. 
 
Internal 

• Mayor and Council 

• City Departments 
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• Transportation Commission 

• Sustainability Commission 

• Development Review Commission 

• Mayor’s Commission on Disability Concerns 

• Arts Commission 
 

External 

• Residents, businesses and property owners  

• Transit users (adult and youth) 

• Transit drivers 

• Valley Metro 

• Tempe Bicycle Action Group 

• ASU Transit and Facilities Development 
 
4.  INVOLVEMENT TECHNIQUES & COMMUNICATION APPROACH 
 
A stakeholder committee will be assembled to help guide the design process and serve as a 
sounding board for ideas during the process.  The stakeholder group will be comprised of 
individuals from the aforementioned groups. 
 
Public involvement and communication techniques may vary depending on the phase of the 
planning efforts.  The approach will be to facilitate working directly with the public throughout 
the process to ensure that public issues and concerns are consistently noted, understood and 
considered. 
 
While traditional methods (meetings, presentations, etc.) will still play an important role in 
public engagement, social media and electronic participation and communication tools will also 
be extensively used to disseminate information and broaden outreach.   
 
The following dedicated websites, online URLs and social media handles will be used to share 
information and to collect feedback throughout the process: 
 
Website            www.tempe.gov/TransitShelters 
E-mail               neighborhoods@tempe.gov  
Facebook         http://www.facebook.com/Cityoftempe  
Twitter             @tempegov 
Newsroom      http://www.tempe.gov/newsroom  
Comments      http://www.tempe.gov/TransitShelters 
 
 
 
 

http://www.tempe.gov/
mailto:neighborhoods@tempe.gov
http://www.facebook.com/Cityoftempe
http://www.tempe.gov/newsroom
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The following methods will also be used to achieve broad and continuous public participation: 
▪ Regular meetings held with the stakeholder committee. 
▪ Documents posted on the project website.  
▪ Public meetings held to receive input. 
▪ Comment forms available at the public meetings and on-line throughout the duration of 

the project in both English and Spanish. 
▪ Presentations to stakeholder Boards and Commissions. 
▪ One on one meetings with interested stakeholders. 

 
The communication methods used will include:   

▪ Tempe Today newsletter 
▪ Tempe 11 
▪ Press release 
▪ Social media (Twitter, Facebook, NextDoor) 
▪ City online calendar 
▪ Digital screen announcements at city facilities 
▪ Project web site with online comment form 
▪ Signs on FLASH and Orbit buses 
▪ Paid online advertising – audio and static ads 

 
5. PROJECT TIMELINE  

▪ June 27, 2019: Council approval of consultant contract 
▪ August 9, 2019: Council Friday packet 
▪ August 14, 2019: Steering Committee meeting 
▪ August 30, 2019: Council Friday packet  
▪ September 10, 2019: Transportation Commission 
▪ September 21 & 25, 2019:  Public Meetings (receive initial input) 
▪ November 12, 2019: Steering Committee 
▪ November 22, 2019: Council Friday Packet 
▪ December 2, 2019: Commission on Disability Concerns 
▪ January 10, 2020: Council Friday packet 
▪ January 13, 2020: Sustainability Commission 
▪ January 14, 2020: Transportation Commission 
▪ January 21 & 28, 2020: Public Meetings (present 3 alternatives; 60% design) 
▪ February 5, 2020: Neighborhood Advisory Commission 
▪ February 10, 2020: Residents of Broadway Apartments 
▪ February 11 -14, 2020: Pop Ups at Bus Stops to survey riders 
▪ February 11, 2020: Meeting with ASU professors re potential materials 
▪ February 21, 2020: Council Friday packet 
▪ February 25, 2020: Development Review Commission 
▪ February 27, 2020: Valley Metro Accessibility Advisory Group 
▪ March 13, 2020: Friday packet 
▪ March 25 & 28: Public meetings- CANCELLED due to COVID 19 
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▪ June 18, 2020:  Steering Committee 
▪ July 17, 2020: Friday packet 
▪ July 21, 2020: Public Meetings: (present refined design) 
▪ August 18, 2020: Transportation Commission 
▪ August 20, 2020: City Council Issue Review Session 

 
 
6. PUBLIC and STAKEHOLDER MEETING SCHEDULING, LOCATION & ACCESS 
 
There will be four public meetings held; the first round in September of 2019 to inform the 
public about the project and to gather initial input. The second round of public meetings will be 
held in November/December 2019 to present three design concepts based on input received 
and select a preferred alternative.   
 
Public meetings will be scheduled at times that help maximize attendance.  Meetings will be 
held in locations accessible to persons with disabilities and will be held as near as possible to 
transit routes when possible. With 48 hours advance notice, special assistance will be provided 
for persons with sight and/or hearing impairments; a Spanish translator was available for the 
meetings.  
 
7. RESPONSIBLE DOCUMENTATION 
 
Documentation of all phases of the process will occur for future use and understanding of how 
the program worked, what comments were received and how the results of the public 
involvement were used in the development of the new transit shelter design. 
 
Documentation will include: 

▪ The Public Involvement Program 
▪ List and samples of outreach and communication documents 
▪ Database of participant contact information 
▪ All public comments made 
▪ Survey results 

 
8. PROCESS EVALUATION & CONCLUSION 
 
The City of Tempe seeks continual improvement of all of its activities. An evaluation will be 
performed throughout the public involvement process to ensure the PIP is meeting 
participation requirements mandated by state law.  Feedback opportunities related to public 
involvement techniques will be provided through the website and meetings and continuously 
reviewed. 
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This Public Involvement Plan may change as conditions change or additional resources become 
available.  The most current information about upcoming meetings and comment opportunities 
will be available on the dedicated website.   
 
For further information about the process, please contact the following City of Tempe staff: 
 
Bonnie Richardson 
Principal Planner 
480-350-8628 
Bonnie_Richardson@tempe.gov 
 
Laura Kajfez 
Neighborhood Services Specialist 
480-350-2840 
laura_kajfez@tempe.gov 

mailto:Bonnie_Richardson@tempe.gov
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MEMORANDUM 
 

TO:  Tempe Transportation Commission            

FROM:   Trent Luckow, Sergeant, 480 350 8335 

DATE:  August 4, 2020 

SUBJECT: Tempe Transit System Security Update 

ITEM #:   5 

     

PURPOSE:  
To provide the Commission with an update on the Tempe Transit Security program. 
   
RECOMMENDATION OR DIRECTION REQUESTED: 
For Information 
 
CITY COUNCIL STRATEGIC PRIORITY: 

• Safe and Secure Communities 
 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION: 
  
The safety and security of passengers, employees and contractors is the highest priority.  The public’s overall perception of 
transit system safety plays an important role to maintain and increase use of public transit. 
 
The Transportation Division- Transit provides funding for one full-time police sergeant position.  This position is a liaison 
between Tempe Transit, Tempe PD, Valley Metro Security and Phoenix, Mesa and ASU Police Departments for transit related 
police and security issues.  The Transit Sergeant works closely with Transit Facilities and Operations staff to address any 
security concerns brought forward by passengers or bus operators along with Valley Metro safety and security staff to address 
security issues related to light rail operations.  As part of the Regional Security Team, the Transit Sergeant collaborates with 
Valley Metro and partner law enforcement agencies to share and address local and regional transit issues and successes.     
 
The Transit Sergeant oversees facility security for the Tempe Transit Center (TTC) and the East Valley Bus Operations and 
Maintenance (EVBOM).  This function includes general oversight of contracted security personnel and criminal backgrounds 
of incoming contractors working in and around the facility. 
 
Transit also contributes some funding for a Police Explosives Ordinance Detection (EOD) K9.  K9 Storm was a recent addition 
to the Tempe PD K9 team, and this past year became explosives certified after completing an extensive course.  The handler 
and K9 are deployed for large special events and on an as needed basis for any transit related calls.  The K9 handler assists 
the Transit Sergeant with administrative tasks and can be a resource to patrol officers for transit related issues. 
 
Tempe utilizes off-duty Uniformed Tempe Police officers to provide a presence on the Light Rail and bus systems during peak 
service hours and late nights on weekends.  They may at times work in a plain clothes capacity or unmarked vehicle in order 
to be more effective in observing any criminal behavior.  The officers working the light rail security detail work closely with 
Valley Metro’s contract fare inspectors/security officers as security has no legislative authority to detain people, as a result 
numbers of fare inspections have continued to increase over this past year.     
 
Training 
During this past fiscal year, Tempe Transit has continued its partnership with the Tempe PD SWAT, Explosive Ordinance 
Teams and K9’s to conduct systems and scenario-based training on both Light Rail and a variety of City Buses.  K9 Storm and 
Officer Razo’s addition, after completing an explosive certification, is a welcome to the EOD and K9 teams.  In addition, 
preliminary discussions for training of the new Streetcar System has begun for security and police responders.   
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Outreach 
This past year Transit Security and Transit Facilities continued participating in weekly conference calls with Tempe Homeless 
Services (HOPE Team).  These calls discuss various transit concerns as they relate to homelessness, problem areas in 
Tempe, along with solutions and successes.  The weekly discussion reduces the amount of time a complaint or problem can 
be resolved and provides services quicker to those in need.  These discussions and problem-solving techniques also provide 
an alternative to traditional policing methods and are an invaluable tool.  The discussions and outreach have continued 
throughout the COVID pandemic.   
 
Customer Experience Coordinator’s (CEC’s) started their presence on the light rail system in August 2019.  CEC’s are a part 
of the Respect the Ride campaign and actively assist riders on the platforms with customer service-related questions, ticket 
purchases, code of conduct rules of riding the system.  CEC’s also assist in the security of the system by acting as another 
layer of observation should a security related incident occur.  During the recent pandemic the CEC’s were there to assist with 
questions regarding wearing masks and rider safety related to COVID-19.   
 
COVID-19 Challenges 
Since the outbreak of the COVID-19 pandemic and the stay at home order began in March there has been a steady decline in 
ridership on the Light Rail system, decreasing at over fifty percent for the each of the months of April, May and June.  Some of 
the factors that may have led to this include a decrease in daily commuters who are now completing work from home or a lack 
of special events throughout the region.  June 2019 compared to June 2020 saw a reduction along the Light Rail system from 
forty special events to zero.  Light rail fare violations however for the months of May and June were the two highest months of 
this past fiscal year. 
 
Due to the spread of COVID-19, off duty officers working the light rail and bus details are not riding the trains or buses, only 
boarding if the situation is necessary.  Officers are instead checking bus stops, light rail platforms and park N’ rides for any 
violations, provide an educational resource for the public and to provide a uniformed security presence.  Arrests however on 
the bus system from these work groups has decreased, likely from a reduction in officer to person contacts due to less fare 
enforcement and not accepting bus fares at the front of the bus.    
 
 
FISCAL IMPACT or IMPACT TO CURRENT RESOURCES: 
N/A 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
PowerPoint 
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Transit Security 
Update – Light Rail



Month
Fare 

Inspection
Fare   
Violation

Alcohol
Violation Trespass

Code of 
Conduct 
Warnings Warrrant

Positive 
Feedback

July '19 994 62 6 24 54 21 32

August '19 1027 99 10 26 42 24 22

September '19 1022 76 7 26 69 12 18

October '19 1058 82 7 17 48 22 18

November '19 806 54 6 35 66 22 12

December '19 851 81 11 21 68 14 22

January '20 812 46 2 12 52 10 14

February '20 864 64 4 13 57 16 8

March '20 791 46 6 21 56 20 21

April '20 412 61 8 21 45 6 15

May '20 1084 169 9 36 66 20 20

June '20 351 146 7 35 74 20 46

Total 10072 986 83 287 697 207 248



Light Rail Security Update                      
2016-2020 Comparisons



FY 19 & FY 20 Monthly Comparison
PASSENGERS

FY2019  vs  FY2020

Month FY 2019 FY 2020 Change in Ridership Change in Ridership %

Jul 1,132,145 1,102,434 -29,711 -2.6%

Aug 1,300,396 1,265,384 -35,012 -2.7%

Sep 1,290,632 1,289,552 -1,080 -0.1%

Oct 1,366,460 1,387,730 21,270 1.6%

Nov 1,300,637 1,315,355 14,718 1.1%

Dec 1,198,822 1,204,532 5,710 0.5%

Jan 1,316,749 1,283,967 -32,782 -2.5%

Feb 1,187,969 1,279,472 91,503 7.7%

Mar 1,321,957 980,537 -341,420 -25.8%

Apr 1,295,839 587,183 -708,656 -54.7%

May 1,255,510 585,091 -670,419 -53.4%

Jun 1,117,196 545,234 -571,962 -51.2%

Totals 15,084,312 12,826,471 -2,257,841 -15.0%

Year to Date 15,084,312 12,826,471 -2,257,841

Average 1,257,026 1,068,873

June year over year snapshot

Total Monthly Boardings Jun-20 Jun-19
Percent 
Change

Light Rail 545,234 1,117,196 -51.2% -571,962 -51.2%

Average Daily Monthly 
Boardings

Jun-20 Jun-19
Percent 
Change

Weekday (Light Rail) 19,153 41,508 -53.9% -22,355 -53.9%

Saturday (Light Rail) 16,647 31,573 -47.3% -14,926 -47.3%

Sunday (Light Rail) 14,319 25,834 -44.6% -11,515 -44.6%

Rail - Days

20,309Weekday 22 20 2

Saturday 4 5 -1

Sunday 4 5 -1
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MEMORANDUM 
 

TO:  Tempe Transportation Commission            

FROM:   Shelly Seyler, Deputy Engineering & Transportation Director, 350-8854 

DATE:  August 20, 2020 

SUBJECT: Future Agenda Items 

ITEM #:   8 

PURPOSE:  
The Chair will request future agenda items from the Commission members. 
 
RECOMMENDATION OR DIRECTION REQUESTED: 
This item is for information only. 
 
CITY COUNCIL STRATEGIC PRIORITY: N/a 
 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION: 

• September 8  
o Annual Report  
o Bike Share  
o Transit Service Reduction Plan  
o Traffic Mitigation Strategies  

• October 13  
o Annual Report  
o Priest Drive Bicycle Lane Design Assistance Project  
o BRT Study 
o Ash and University Intersection  

• November 10 
o Scottsdale Road Bike Lanes  
o Entitled Development Projects  
o Transportation Demand Management Association  
o Mobility Hubs  

• December 8   
o 20 Minute City Market Research Results  
o 2020 Transit Satisfaction Survey Results  

• January 12  
o Transit Service Reduction Plan  
o Country Club Way Streetscape  
o Commission Business 
o Vision Zero Update  

• February 9   
o Cool Pavement Treatment  
o Personal Delivery Devices  
o Outreach Plan for I-10 Corridor Construction 

• TBD: North/South Rail Spur MUP 
• TBD: Commuter Rail Study 
• TBD: Open Streets  

 
FISCAL IMPACT or IMPACT TO CURRENT RESOURCES: N/a 
 
ATTACHMENTS: None 
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