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AGENDA
FARMINGTON METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
POLICY COMMITTEE MEETING
June 16, 2011 1:30 PM

This meeting will be held in the Executive Conference Room, Farmington City Hall, 800
Municipal Dr., Farmington, New Mexico.

ITEM PAGE

1. Call meeting to order.

2. Approve the minutes from the April 21, 2011 Policy Committee meeting. 1

3. Adopt PC Resolution 2011-3, requesting that NMDOT take immediate action 13
concerning necessary repairs to state highways in the MPO.

4. Draft Reauthorization Proposal. 15

a. Receive a report on a proposed tier system and its impact to small MPOs.
b. Review and approve a letter to submit to US and state officials that
highlights the importance of retaining all MPOs in the new authorization.

Approve the 2011 Traffic Count Location List. 19

oo

Receive a report from NMDOT.
a. District 5 (Phil Gallegos)
b. Planning Division (Ray Matthew).

7. Review the changes made to the Census TAZ-TAD structure for San Juan 22
County.

8. Receive a status report on alternatives for the MPO Major Thoroughfare Plan 23
relating to the Northeast Farmington area and proposed regional connections.

9. Information Items 24
a. Safe Routes to School Activities
b. MPO Quarterly
c. Statewide MPO Summit
d. Other

10. Business from:
a. Chairman
b. Members
c. Staff

11. Business from the Floor

12. Adjournment

ATTENTION PERSONS WITH DISABILITIES: If you are an individual with a disability who is in need of
a reader, amplifier, qualified sign language interpreter, or any other form of auxiliary aid or service to
attend or participate in the hearing or meeting, please contact the MPO Administrative Aide at the
Downtown Center, 100 W Broadway, Farmington, New Mexico or at 505-599-1466 at least one week
prior to the meeting or as soon as possible. Public documents, including the agenda and minutes, can be
provided in various accessible formats. Please contact the MPO Administrative Aide if a summary or
other type of accessible format is needed.




MINUTES
FARMINGTON METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
POLICY COMMITTEE MEETING
APRIL 21, 2011

Policy Members Present: Sherri Sipe, City of Aztec
Pat Lucero, City of Bloomfield

Dan Darnell, City of Farmington

Gayla McCulloch, City of Farmington

Dr. Jim Henderson, San Juan County

Policy Members Absent: None
Technical Committee Members Present: None
Staff Present: Mary L. Holton, MPO Officer

Joe Delmagori, MPO Planner

Martin Lucero, MPO Associate Planner

June Markle, MPO Administrative Aide

Staff Absent: None
Also Present: Phil Gallegos, NMDOT
Ray Matthew, NMDOT

1. CALL TO ORDER

Mr. Henderson called the meeting to order at 1:30 pm.

2. APPROVE THE MINUTES FROM THE MARCH 17, 2011 POLICY COMMITTEE
MEETING

Mr. Pat Lucero made a motion to approve the minutes from the March 17, 2011 Policy
Committee meeting. Mr. Darnell seconded the motion. The motion was passed unanimously.

3. ANNUAL ELECTION OF OFFICERS

FARMINGTON METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION

Agenda Item
Subject: Annual Election of Officers
Prepared by: Martin Lucero, MPO Associate Planner

Date: April 12, 2011




BACKGROUND

= Every April the Policy Committee selects the Chair and Vice Chair from their
membership who will serve until the following annual election.

» The Chair presides over the meetings and is responsible for the other duties
outlined in the Committee Bylaws and Operating Procedures document.

» The Vice Chair presides over the meetings in the absence of the Chair.

= During the past year Dr. Henderson served as the Policy Committee Chair and
Mr. Pat Lucero served as the Vice Chair.

ELECTION

= Elections will take place to select a Policy Committee Chair and Vice Chair until
April 2012.

RECOMMENDATION

= |tis recommended that the Policy Committee accept nominations and vote to
elect the Chair and Vice Chair.

DISCUSSION: Mr. Martin Lucero stated that every April, in conjunction with local elections, the
Policy Committee selects the Chair and Vice-Chair from their membership who will serve until
the following annual election. During the past year, Dr. Henderson has served as the Chair and
Mr. Pat Lucero as the Vice Chair. All current Policy Committee members are eligible to serve.

ACTION: Mr. Darnell made a motion to retain the same slate of officers — Dr. Henderson as
Chair and Mr. Pat Lucero as Vice Chair - and to do so by voice acclamation. Ms. Sipe seconded
the motion. The motion passed unanimously.

4. APPROVE AMENDMENT #1 TO THE 2035 METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION PLAN
(MTP)

FARMINGTON METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION

Agenda Item
Subject: Amendment #1 to the 2035 MTP
Prepared by: Joe Delmagori, MPO Planner
Date: April 12, 2011

BACKGROUND or PREVIOUS WORK

» The Red Apple Transit Study was completed in January 2011 and identified
several recommendations to meet future transit needs.

= The Farmington City Council accepted the Red Apple Transit Study at their
January 25" City Council Meeting.

* As an identified work product of the 2035 MTP, Amendment #1 will incorporate
the short and long term recommendations identified in the transit study.

= The amendment will also add in maps to the 2035 MTP that illustrate a new route




structure for the Red Apple Transit system.
A formal 30-day public comment period was opened on March 6 and closed on
April 8, 2011.

CURRENT WORK

The revised Transit Plan in the 2035 MTP now includes data on greatest transit
need, short and long term recommendations, and maps illustrating the new route
structure.

Short-Term Budget Neutral Inprovements Long-Term Improvements

= Install more bus stops on local and regional = Invest in shelters at
routes new bus stops

= Convert from loop routes to two-way linear = Create an Aztec to
routes Bloomfield route

= Extend all-day service outward to Farmington *= |mprove frequencies of
City limits routes and provide

» Kirtland Bronco Route to serve CR 6100 and evening service
San Juan College West

» |dentify transfer/hub locations on publicly
owned property

= Marketing & Performance Monitoring

BACKUP MATERIAL

Revised Transit Plan for the 2035 MTP provided under separate cover to the
Policy members (also on MPO website).

RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that the Policy Committee approve Amendment #1 to the
2035 MTP.

DISCUSSION: Mr. Delmagori stated that the Red Apple Transit Study had been completed in
January 2011 and the budget neutral recommendations were accepted by the Farmington City
Council also on January 25, 2011. The MPO is now amending the long-range transportation
plan to reflect the recommendations provided in the Study so the long-range transportation plan
matches up with that identified information. Mr. Delmagori briefly reviewed the revised Transit

Plan document with the Policy Committee members.

ACTION: Mr. Darnell moved to approve Amendment #1 to the 2035 Metropolitan Transportation

Plan. Mr. Pat Lucero seconded. The motion passed unanimously.

5. FY2012-2017 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

FARMINGTON METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
Agenda Item




Subject: FY2012-2017 Transportation Improvement
Program (TIP)

Prepared by: Martin Lucero, MPO Associate Planner
Date: April 12, 2011
BACKGROUND

» The MPO updates the TIP on an annual basis.

» Staff has met with member entities, the Red Apple Transit and NMDOT to revise
project information.

= Final revisions have been made to the TIP.

» Priority lists based on funding source have been developed with the Technical
Committee for the MPO.

= A 30-day public comment period closed on April 8 and a public hearing on the
TIP was held during the Technical Committee meeting on March 24.

CURRENT WORK

* Project information for the TIP has been completed.
» Priority lists for the MPO need approval for submittal to NMDOT.

ANTICIPATED WORK

= NMDOT will approve its update to the FY2012-2015 STIP.

ATTACHMENTS

= FY2012-2017 TIP - Regionally-Significant, Non-Regionally Significant, Priority
Lists, and Unfunded project lists - provided under separate cover to committee
members and entity staff.

= Document also available on the MPO website.

= PC Resolution 2011-1.

RECOMMENDATION

= |tis recommended that the Policy Committee:
a. Review the FY2012-2017 TIP
b. Approve lists of prioritized projects as part of the FY2012-2017 TIP
c. Adopt the FY2012-2017 TIP (PC Resolution 2011-1)

DISCUSSION: Mr. Martin Lucero began by explaining the annual TIP update and the process of
reviewing each entity’s list of projects for inclusion on the Regionally Significant, Non-Regionally
Significant, and the Unfunded projects lists. From these items, the Regionally Significant Project
List was developed to include those projects that were regionally significant and had a
reasonable expectation of being funded. Mr. Lucero reviewed the Regionally Significant Project
List.



Mr. Darnell asked why a project to 5-lane Apache Street was included on the Regionally
Significant Project List. Mr. Martin Lucero explained that it is a classified road section by FHWA.
This specific project is being funded with City of Farmington monies, but because the roadway
is federally classified and eligible for federal funding, it must be tracked through the TIP process.

Mr. Martin Lucero moved the discussion to the Non-Regionally Significant Project List. The list
consists primarily of City of Farmington projects that were moved from the Regionally Significant
Project List because they are not federally classified road sections and, although they are
significant projects for the City of Farmington, they are not significant for the region. Mr. Lucero
noted that once the second entrance to Piedra Vista High School is constructed, the MPO will
seek to federally classify the road section as a collector. There are two San Juan County
projects on the list that are just outside the MPO boundary, but as a member entity they asked
to work these projects through the TIP process. Ms. McCullough asked for clarification on where
the project from Apple to Main was located. Mr. Lucero explained its location. The projects
shown on this list have an expectation of being completed within the City of Farmington’s five-
year CIP cycle.

Mr. Martin Lucero began the review of the Unfunded Project List. All the unfunded projects were
accumulated and then organized by their potential funding category. These projects were then
prioritized and listed on the Unfunded Project List by fund type: Bridge Priority, Safety Priority
(projects under $2,000,000), Surface Transportation Program Priority (largest dollar section with
various projects), and Transportation Enhancement (TPE) Priority. The final section of the
Unfunded Project List is a General Listing of the remaining unfunded projects throughout the
entire region and is shown in no specific order.

At the March 17" Policy Committee, the members asked that any decision on the prioritized
project lists be tabled until the MPO could speak with NMDOT. Mr. David Martinez with
NMDOT attended the Technical Committee meeting on March 24™ and spoke on the STIP and
specifically on the US 64 project. Mr. Martin Lucero provided a brief history of the discussion at
this Technical Committee meeting. He then elaborated that the Technical Committee members
had asked Mr. Martinez how the funding for US 64 would affect other projects within the MPO
and if there would be the possibility of obtaining other funding sources from the District for
priority projects within this area which were identified through the long-range planning process.
There were concerns on how to fund these projects so money already spent on environmental
studies was not lost and to avoid a lapse of the project. If any of these projects were to have
their environmental clearance lapse it would require the re-submittal of various critical
documents.

The Technical Committee raised these concerns with Mr. Martinez and he indicated that these
were the same concerns that NMDOT has with US 64. The US 64 corridor study was completed
in 2006 and NMDOT must continue to show progress with the project or risk having to redo the
corridor study. NMDOT has proposed six more phases of the US64 project and extending out
for an additional 8-9 years. NMDOT is committed to funding the next phase of this project during
the next fiscal STIP year of 2014-2015. A question posed to Mr. Martinez from the Technical
Committee was can we effectively find a way to fund some of the other critical projects in this
area in conjunction with US 64. Mr. Martinez told the Technical Committee that the State is
dedicated to completing US 64 and that project needed to show up somewhere on the TIP so it
could then be reflected in the STIP. Mr. Martin Lucero said the Policy Committee is being asked
to decide if the MPO should prioritize the US 64 project on the Unfunded List or accept
NMDOT’s recommendation and place the project on the Regionally Significant Project List.



Mr. Darnell stated the issue was still confusing and asked for some direction from Staff. Mr.
Martin Lucero stated that NMDOT wants the MPO to consider funding of Phase 4 of US 64 for
the next two fiscal years and place the project on the Regionally Significant Project List of the
FY2012 -2017 TIP. At the last Technical Committee meeting, members asked Mr. Martinez if
the US 64 project could be phased out for a longer period to help alleviate pressure on the
District and to allow other projects in this area to be funded and not lose their environmental
clearances (i.e.: Pinon Hills Bridge and the East Arterial). Mr. Martin Lucero added that the
Technical Committee also asked if other projects could move forward hand-in-hand with US 64,
specifically the Pinon Hills Bridge which could substantially alleviate traffic along US 64 west of
CR 350. Mr. Darnell asked if the purpose of extending the phasing was so that any excess
dollars each year could be used on other projects. Mr. Gallegos asked if he could respond to
some of the questions raised.

Mr. Gallegos stated that US 64 is not only a State route and regionally significant, but it is also
part of the National Highway System. The design on the project is 60% completed. Phase 3 is
currently programmed in the STIP and TIP and NMDOT wants to continue with Phase 4. He
said NMDOT must continue to fund this corridor project, as not to lose the environmental
document and because FHWA has invested significant amount of funding for the project. This is
an important project for FHWA as US 64 is on the National Highway System, which has a
priority ranking just behind the interstate system. Mr. Gallegos commented that reducing the
scope of the project or programming smaller segments is not feasible since each mile is now
costing $8,000,000 and NMDOT is already working in small two-mile segments. NMDOT is
proposing that the next two-mile section be programmed in the STIP and TIP, that the design be
ready, and fund them as federal funding increases. Since the US 64 project is 60% design-
ready, should additional funding become available, US 64 will be eligible for that additional
funding ahead of other projects because it has already been through the PEL process. FHWA
has asked NMDOT to stabilize their program by not shifting projects in and out of fiscal years or
changing scopes. Mr. Gallegos stated this is another reason why US 64 needs to continue to
move forward. Since other phases of this project are near or at shovel-ready, if additional
federal funds become available, US 64 could be moved forward more quickly which would then
allow for funding of other priority projects in the area.

Mr. Gallegos stated that NMDOT is targeting $27,000,000 for use District-wide and he could not
commit $22,000,000 to this area for the Pinon Hills Bridge. Mr. Gallegos said NMDOT would be
committed to funding project design phases for projects within the MPO and so he
recommended getting design phases completed. Once the designs were complete NMDOT
could evaluate and commit to construction as they get a better picture of what future
programming might be.

Mr. Darnell briefly reviewed discussion from the previous Policy Committee meeting and the
question of being able to scale back the US 64 funding over a longer period of time to allow
some of those funds to be used on other projects in the area that were on the clock. Ms. Holton
stated that the environmental document for the Pinon Hills Bridge project has not yet been
approved, so the clock has not yet started on this project although it is close. Mr. Darnell asked
if from NMDOT'’s perspective, does the US 64 project need to stay as is. Mr. Gallegos said that
was correct and that this national highway project needed to stay on schedule. Mr. Gallegos
asked if the roadway portion of the Pinon Hills project could be downsized or split into several
phases which would make programming easier. He added that over the last few years, projects
in District 5 that were ready to go have successfully been moved up in priority when projects in
other Districts were not ready. This is where funding smaller portions of these other regionally
significant projects will start. If stimulus funds were to become available, work on US 64 could

6



move forward faster because it is already 60% designed and can be shovel-ready fairly quickly.
This could then free up STIP dollars that could be used on other projects where the clock has
started. Mr. Gallegos stated that NMDOT is committed to working with the MPO on this. He
commended the MPO for doing what they have been charged with doing by identifying these
projects, and stated that from the start this MPO has been impressive in that regard.

Mr. Darnell asked when the Technical Committee met with Mr. Martinez if this had been
discussed. Mr. Delmagori replied that Staff had reviewed MPO discussions for Mr. Martinez and
then Mr. Martinez had explained NMDOT'’s position on the US 64 project and the need to keep it
moving forward. When it came down to where the next phase of US 64 was to go in terms of the
TIP priority list, Mr. Martinez said placement did not really matter since it remained a high
priority for NMDOT, but that the MPO did need to incorporate the project into the TIP. Mr.
Delmagori stated that balancing the needs of NMDOT and the MPO continues to be a
discussion item. Mr. Gallegos added that US 64 is considered an active, funded project and one
that will continue to be funded. Where it lands on the priority list, whether it is at #7, #8, or #9 on
the TIP priority list, just tells NMDOT that there are other priorities identified for the MPO.

Mr. Martin Lucero added that the TIP structure is such that if Phase 4 of US 64 is added to the
TIP it would not be on the Unfunded List, but on the non-prioritized Regionally Significant List.
He continued stating that Mr. Gallegos had noted that the District has been able to fund some
projects at fiscal year-end closeout when other Districts had not met project targets. He then
questioned if there was a way to identify these dollars earlier so they could be used to fund local
projects. Mr. Darnell asked if unspent money from other projects at the end of the Federal Fiscal
Year could to be used on shovel-ready projects within the MPO. He further asked what the
MPO has to do to have that money shifted to one of the MPQO’s high priority projects. Mr.
Gallegos stated that if the project was actually shovel-ready and ready to go out to bid NMDOT
could program a phase of the project into the TIP and STIP. He would work with the MPO to
determine the next logical step which would program a phase of one of these projects into one
of the outer years of the STIP (2015). Once the phase is in the TIP and the STIP and funds
become available, the project could be moved up. The project would need to be shovel-ready by
August 15™ in order for FHWA to approve it by September 15" and then it would have to go out
to bid that fall.

Mr. Martin Lucero stated that portions of the East Arterial which are fully engineered and
unfunded would meet the criteria, but the project just needs to be broken up into smaller
sections. He said that this would definitely help balance the needs of the MPO if some of these
smaller phases could be placed onto the Regionally Significant List and programmed for 2015
or 2016. Mr. Gallegos stated that if we move in that direction and work together on programming
phases for 2016 and 2017, NMDOT would commit to getting it programmed into the new STIP
in two years which would add the years of 2016 and 2017. We have to work to make sure we
are able to accommodate those projects into the STIP with the limited Federal funds, but
NMDOT is willing to do this and try to meet the needs of this area. Being such a large district
makes it difficult to keep up with everyone’s needs, but this is a top priority area for the District
due to the National Highway System status of US 64.

Mr. Martin Lucero stated that Staff is seeking approval of the prioritized Unfunded Project List
through Page 8. The only change to the priority list would be moving Phase 4 of US 64 out of
the Surface Transportation Program Priority section of this list and onto the Regionally
Significant Project List. Mr. Gallegos stated that this is what NMDOT is asking for and that the
TIP be amended to include Phase 4 of US 64. Mr. Darnell asked how the MPO would go about
getting the Pinon Hills Bridge and East Arterial projects onto the STIP. Mr. Martin Lucero stated

7



the best thing to do was to adopt it as is on the Unfunded Project List, and then next month
complete a TIP amendment. Staff will meet with the Cities of Farmington and Aztec to divide the
projects discussed into manageable phases and then discuss the changes with NMDOT. Once
the TIP is amended with these projects added to later years on the Regionally Significant List,
the projects will be reflected on the STIP. Mr. Gallegos recommended that US 64 be included in
the TIP on the Regionally Significant List.

Mr. Delmagori suggested approval of the Unfunded Project List as presented. The TIP
amendment will be available at the next meeting and will show the US 64 project as well as the
other projects that have been split into smaller phases.

ACTION: Ms. McCullough moved to approve the prioritized Unfunded Project List for the MPO.
Mr. Darnell seconded. The motion passed unanimously.

ACTION: Mr. Darnell moved to adopt the FY2012-2017 TIP (PC Resolution 2011-1). Mr. Pat
Lucero seconded the motion. The motion passed unanimously.

6. APPROVE THE FY2012 UNIFIED PLANNING WORK PROGRAM (UPWP)

FARMINGTON METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION

Agenda Item
Subject: FY2012 Unified Planning Work Program
(UPWP)
Prepared by: Joe Delmagori, MPO Planner
Date: April 12, 2011
BACKGROUND
= The Unified Planning Work Program (UPWP) is the fiscal year work plan for the

MPO.

= The FY2012 UPWP describes planning activities and work products to be
completed from July 1, 2011 to June 30, 2012.

= Staff met with the entities individually to discuss new activities for FY2012.

= Staff reviewed the draft UPWP with both the Technical and Policy Committees in
March.

CURRENT WORK

» Staff has developed a list of activities that are expected to be included in the
FY2012 UPWP.

» Revisions to the draft list of activities, products, and timeframes have been made.

* The draft FY2012 UPWP Budget has been developed based on funding estimates
from NMDOT.

= Staff will review the UPWP with the Policy Committee on April 21, 2011.




ATTACHMENTS

» Final Draft of the FY2012 UPWP and FY2012 budget are provided under separate
cover to the Policy Committee members.
= Document also available on the MPO website.

RECOMMENDATION

» Itis recommended that the Policy Committee approve the FY2012 UPWP.

DISCUSSION: Mr. Delmagori briefly reviewed the FY2012 UPWP for July 1, 2011 through June
30, 2012. A major addition to the document is the Data Collection and Maintenance section on
Page 23. The work item will help Staff stay on top of the census data as it comes in and to
update the traffic model and other documents as needed with this information. Additionally, Staff
will continue with byproducts of the long-range plan, in particular the onboard transit surveys.
Staff will potentially look at some corridor studies for regionally significant roads that were
identified in the long-range plan.

The MPO will also perform the federal requirement to update the Public Participation Plan which
will come due again in early 2012. Mr. Pat Lucero noted that Mr. David Martinez’s name is
shown under the Planning Coordinator section on Page 6 and asked if this was correct. Mr.
Delmagori stated that this can be updated due to learning of Mr. Martinez’s promotion today. Mr.
Delmagori then reviewed the budget section on Page 26 and the projected entity responsibilities
for budgetary match and over match.

ACTION: Mr. Darnell made a motion to approve the FY2012 Unified Planning Work Program

(UPWP). Ms. Sipe seconded the motion. The motion passed unanimously.

7. ADOPT A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE ANNUAL MPO SELF-CERTIFICATION
DOCUMENT

FARMINGTON METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION

Agenda Item
Subject: MPO Self-Certification Document
Prepared by: Martin Lucero, Associate MPO Planner
Date: April 12, 2011
CURRENT WORK

» As stated in 23 CFR 450.334, the MPO is required to complete the self-
certification process annually.

= Self-certification indicates that the MPO is addressing the transportation planning
process and the major issues within the metropolitan area.

» The self-certification document will become part of the MPO FY2012 UPWP.




ATTACHMENTS

= PC Resolution 2011-2.

= The MPO Self-Certification document, including supplemental information that
summarizes how the MPO is effectively carrying out the planning process and its
requirements.

RECOMMENDATION

= |tis recommended that the Policy Committee adopt Resolution 2011-2, finding
that the Farmington Metropolitan Planning Organization meets the requirements
for Self-Certification.

DISCUSSION: Mr. Martin Lucero stated that in accordance with 23 CFR 450.334, the MPO
must certify that they are following all Federal regulations that direct how the MPO must perform
its duties. These duties are shown on PC Resolution No. 2011-2 on Pages 22 and 23 of the
Agenda. The Self-Certification Document specifically addresses how the MPO meets these
Federal requirements.

ACTION: Mr. Darnell made a motion to adopt PC Resolution No. 2011-2 approving the annual

MPO Self-Certification document. Ms. McCullough seconded the motion. The motion passed
unanimously.

8. RECEIVE A REPORT FROM NMDOT

DISCUSSION: Mr. Gallegos reported that Mr. David Martinez has been promoted to Assistant
District Engineer of Maintenance and that he, Mr. Gallegos, will be the MPO representative until
such a time as another representative is named.

Mr. Ray Matthew commented on a new strategic 10-year plan for the State that will be
completed by a consultant. This plan will be more project-specific and will look at regional
corridors. They will also be reviewing their public involvement plan to ensure that the State is
meeting all Federal requirements. Mr. Matthew stated that after reviewing the budget, additional
planning funds have been identified for the MPO (approximately $35,000-$50,000). The amount
of available PL funds will be confirmed and the MPO will be notified next week of its additional
allocation. These additional funds can be rolled over and do not have to be used this year. Mr.
Matthew added that FHWA is pushing the District to ensure completion of projects shown on the
STIP, especially for the US 64 project which FHWA has invested significant funds.

9. INFORMATION ITEMS

FARMINGTON METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION

Agenda Item
Subject: Information Items
Prepared by: Joe Delmagori, MPO Planner
Date: April 12, 2011
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INFORMATION ITEMS |

a. 2010 Census Data. Staff will provide information about the 2010 Census to the members
during the meeting on April 21.

b. NMDOT Rail Plan Public Meeting. On March 30, the MPO hosted a public stakeholder
meeting to discuss local rail strategies for San Juan County as part of the State Rail Plan.
There were around 35 participants who included politicians, business representatives, and
entity staff.

c. MPO Major Thoroughfare Plan. The MPO has held two public meetings to receive input on
Amendment #1 to the MPO Major Thoroughfare Plan. The third meeting is scheduled for
April 28.

d. Safe Routes to School Activities. Student arrival counts have been taken at the
participating schools in Farmington to evaluate the number of students walking during the
spring semester.

e. FY2011 UPWP 3™ Quarter Report. The quarterly report that summarizes MPO planning
activities from January 1 to March 31 is available on the MPO website.

f. Quarterly Newsletter. The current newsletter is posted on the MPO website.

g. Other.

DISCUSSION:

Mr. Delmagori stated that the initial 2010 Census information is becoming available and
population increases were seen in all areas: 21% increase in Farmington; 6% increase in Aztec;
26% in Bloomfield; and a 14% increase for San Juan County. The MPO will be working on
boundaries for the census blocks and tracks, and creating traffic analysis zones and districts to
be used by the American Community Survey. This is a way to geographically define areas of
the MPO where census data can be used. Staff will also be creating the TAZ and TAD
information to present at the next Policy Committee meeting. Mr. Darnell asked if these are
smaller units than the census blocks. Mr. Martin Lucero said that some may be, and that Staff is
evaluating to see if census block boundaries are appropriate as a TAZ. Mr. Darnell asked if this
information can then be used for crime analysis or other GIS purposes, and Mr. Delmagori said
yes.

Mr. Delmagori reported that the NMDOT Rail Plan Stakeholder Meeting was well attended by
about 35 people representing government entities and businesses. Mr. William Craven and Mr.
Tim Harris from the NMDOT Rail Division were there to explain the purpose of the Rail Plan.
There was good discussion and comment on how rail could be an economic driver for industry
in the area. A summary of the meeting is available on the MPO website. This information will be
used by the NMDOT as they create the draft Rail Plan which they expect to be complete
sometime this summer. An additional stakeholder meeting may be scheduled once the draft
plan is available for review.
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The final public meeting for the Major Thoroughfare Plan will be held on April 28", Mr.
Delmagori reported that the meetings have been fairly well attended with 10-15 people at each
of the last two meetings. Most of the discussion and comments are favorable with just a few
questions. If amendments to the Major Thoroughfare Plan are necessary, at either the regional
or City of Farmington level, that will be done following the final public meeting.

Mr. Delmagori stated that Staff has been taking student arrival counts at the participating
schools in Farmington over the past couple of weeks for the Safe Routes to School Program.
This is the spring semester count to gauge how many students walk, ride the bus, or are driven
to school.

The FY2011 UPWP 3™ Quarter Report was completed earlier this week and is available on the
MPO website.

The Quarterly Newsletter was also completed and is posted on the website. Dr. Henderson
asked if hard copies of the Newsletter could be made available to Policy Committee members.
Mr. Delmagori indicated that Staff will provide hard copies by the next meeting.

Mr. Delmagori welcomed Ms. Sherri Sipe back to the Policy Committee as the representative for
the City of Aztec.

10. BUSINESS FROM THE CHAIRMAN, MEMBERS AND STAFF

DISCUSSION: There was no business from the Chairman, Members or Staff.

11. BUSINESS FROM THE FLOOR

DISCUSSION: There was no other business from the floor.

12. ADJOURNMENT

Mr. Pat Lucero made a motion to adjourn the meeting. Mr. Darnell seconded the motion. Dr.
Henderson adjourned the meeting at 2:50 p.m.

Dr. James C. Henderson, Chair June Markle, MPO Administrative Aide
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FARMINGTON METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION

Agenda Item
Subject: State Road Maintenance Resolution
Prepared by: Joe Delmagori, MPO Planner
Date: June 8, 2011

BACKGROUND or PREVIOUS WORK

MPO staff, the City of Aztec, and San Juan County met in February to discuss
improvements to NM 173.

Aztec and San Juan County suggested that the local governments pass
resolutions to illustrate the poor conditions of state-owned facilities.

A suggestion from the Policy Committee has been that the entities seek to
develop a JPA with the state in which the local governments perform the
maintenance and receive reimbursement from NMDOT.

Aztec, Bloomfield, and San Juan County have passed resolutions requesting
NMDOT to make necessary repairs to state highways within their jurisdictions.

CURRENT WORK

At the May 26 Technical Committee meeting, Miguel Gabaldon and Dave
Martinez with District 5 discussed maintenance issues with the members.
Road maintenance projects have been identified for locations in the MPO.

The members discussed developing a partnership with District 5 for maintenance

needs.
Staff has prepared a similar maintenance resolution to be passed by the MPO.

ANTICIPATED WORK

Hold a joint Policy/Technical Committee meeting in July to discuss a
maintenance partnership between District 5 and the entities.

ATTACHMENTS

PC Resolution 2011-3.

RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that the Policy Committee adopt PC Resolution 2011-3,
requesting that NMDOT take immediate action concerning necessary repairs to
state highways in the MPO.

13




FARMINGTON METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
PC RESOLUTION NO. 2011-3

A Resolution Requesting that the New Mexico Department of Transportation Take Immediate
Action Concerning Necessary Repairs to State Highways in the Farmington MPO

WHEREAS, major state maintained highways are located within the Farmington
Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO), including US 64, US 550, NM 516, NM 170, NM
173, NM 371, and NM 574;

WHEREAS, lack of highway maintenance is a threat to the safety of users of the highway
system; and

WHEREAS, improving safety on the highway and preservation of the transportation
system are federal planning factors that are required through SAFETEA-LU; and

WHEREAS, lack of highway maintenance results in increased taxpayer costs over the
service life of the highway; and

WHEREAS, many of the state-maintained roads in the MPO are in poor condition and
may require extensive work to bring them back to a condition that does not threaten the safety of
the motoring public; and

WHEREAS, all state-maintained roads in the MPO are in need of routine maintenance
including crack sealing, patching, line striping, and overlays;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE POLICY COMMITTEE OF THE
FARMINGTON METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION:
That the Farmington Metropolitan Planning Organization requests that the New Mexico

Department of Transportation take immediate action concerning necessary repairs to state
highways in the Farmington MPO.

PASSED, SIGNED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED this day of ,2011.

Dr. James C. Henderson, Chair June Markle, MPO Admin Aide
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FARMINGTON METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION

Agenda Item
Subject: Draft Reauthorization
Prepared by: Joe Delmagori, MPO Planner
Date: June 8, 2011

BACKGROUND or PREVIOUS WORK

In May, AMPO informed the nation’s MPOs about a ‘preliminary’ draft
reauthorization that describes a MPO tier system.

Tier 1 would consist of MPOs with a population of 1,000,000 or more.

Tier 2 would consist of MPOs with a population between 200,000 and 1,000,000.
Small MPOs under 200,000 would either have to demonstrate their technical
capacity to remain an MPO or develop a plan to be dissolved.

MPO planning requirements would then be assumed by the state DOT.

AMPO has developed a list of Talking Points and is requesting Congress to keep
all existing MPOs intact.

Small MPOs are being encouraged to contact their US representatives and
senators requesting that they do no support this proposal.

CURRENT WORK

MPO staff has listened in on AMPO conference calls that have discussed this
issue.

Staff has developed a letter to the state’s US legislators highlighting the
detrimental effects this proposed bill would have to the Farmington MPO.

ANTICIPATED WORK

Submit the letter to Representative Lujan, Senators Udall and Bingaman,
Governor Martinez, and Transportation Commissioner Butch Mathews.

ATTACHMENTS

Excerpt from proposed authorization that describes the MPO tier system.
FMPO Letter to US and state officials.

RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that the Policy Committee:
» Receive a report on a proposed tier system and its impact to small MPOs.
= Review and approve a letter to submit to US and state officials that
highlights the importance of retaining all MPOs in the new authorization.
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MPO Tier System -- Excerpt from the Undated USDOT Draft Reauthorization Bill
Subtitle C — Federal-Aid Highways, Part 2 — Performance Management, Section 2302 — Metropolitan Transportation Planning

"(4) TIERING.--

"(A) TIER I MPOS.--(1) MPOs operating primarily within
urbanized areas of 1.000,000 or more persons according to the
Bureau of the Census shall be designated as Tier I MPOs and shall
fully implement the processes described in subsections (h) though
(k) of this section within two years of the enactment of the Surface
Transportation Transformation Act

"(11) MPOs operating primarily within urbanized areas of
more than 200,000, but less than 1 million persons, that are
designated as Tier I MPOs as described in paragraph (B), may.
with the support of the Governor, request designation as a Tier I
MPO upon a determination by the Secretary that such MPO has
demonstrated adequate technical capacity to implement the
processes described in subsections (h) though (k).

"(B) TIER II MPOS.--(1) MPOs operating primarily within
urbanized areas of less than 1.000,000 persons but more than
200,000 persons shall be designated as Tier II MPOs and shall
follow processes set forth under subsection (1) of this section.

"(11) Existing MPOs operating primarily within urbanized
areas of less than 200,000 persons but more than 50,000 persons
prior to enactment of this section may, with the support of the
Governor, request designation as a Tier II MPO upon a
determination by the Secretary that such MPO has demonstrated
adequate technical capacity and commitment to collaborative
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transportation decision-making to implement the processes set
forth under subsection (1) of this section and the requirements of
the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7506(¢)) in nonattaliluncnt and
maintenance areas.

"(111) In the absence of such designation as a Tier II MPO,
the MPO and State shall, within 12 months of the enactment of the
Surface Transportation Transformation Act , submit, a two-year
plan to transfer the MPO’s responsibilities back to the State or to a
planning organization designated by the State. and to dissolve the
MPO.

"(1v) If the MPO is dissolved, such metropolitan planning
area shall continue to receive metropolitan transportation planning
tunds for the period of time until the MPO is dissolved. not to
exceed 24 months after enactment of this section and shall be
treated by the State as a non-metropolitan area under this title.

"(C) CONSOLIDATION.--MPOs operating within
contiguous or adjacent urbanized areas may elect to consolidate in
order to meet the requisite population thresholds necessary in order
to achieve designation as a Tier I or Tier II MPO. Nothing in this
subsection shall be construed as to require or prevent consolidation
among multiple MPOs located within a single urbanized area.



Draft Letter

. e

-

I ) Farmington Metropolitan Planning Organization

Aztec s Bloomfield s Farmington « San Juan Countys NEW MEXICO

June 16, 2011

Senator

US Senate
Address

City, State Zip

RE: Farmington MPO Concerns about Potential Authorization Bill
Dear Senator:

In May the Association of Metropolitan Planning Organizations (AMPQ) informed the
MPOs across the nation that a potential transportation authorization bill with significant
impacts to small MPOs was made public. In this draft authorization, it speaks to the
creation of a tier system for MPOs, where the first tier would consist of MPOs over
1,000,000 population and the second tier would include the MPOs with a population
between 200,000 and 1,000,000. Any MPOs under 200,000 would either be dissolved
and metropolitan planning requirements transferred to the state DOT or be required to
demonstrate technical capacity to remain an MPO.

The impact to the Farmington MPO (FMPQO) and other similar sized MPOs would be
severe. The FMPO has been instrumental in collaborating regional transportation
decisions among its entities, Red Apple Transit, and NMDOT. During its seven years as
an MPO, this organization has developed two long range plans, annual TIPs and
UPWPs, a Bicycle/Pedestrian Plan, and an Access Management Plan. In addition the
FMPO has assisted with various corridor studies and recently served as project manager
for a regional transit study. The FMPO is a transportation planning resource that on an
individual basis the local entities would not be able to provide.

The FMPO has created a long range perspective that will develop a transportation
network that will meet future needs of this area. All of its work is focused on improving
safety, mobility, and accessibility for users of all modes of travel.

Transferring MPO duties to the state DOTs poses a list of limitations. Although NMDOT
is a partner in the MPO process, they do not possess the local knowledge or the
resources to be the primary entity that makes regional transportation planning decisions
for Farmington, Aztec, Bloomfield, and San Juan County. Furthermore, this action of
transferring duties removes the voice of regional staff and elected officials. The MPO is
and must continue to be the forum for carrying out metropolitan planning requirements.
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Draft Letter

On behalf of the Farmington MPO and its entities, | respectfully request that you speak to
representatives on the House and Senate Transportation Committees and urge them to
keep all small MPOs in place. The elimination of small MPOs would be a disservice to
the areas they represent because it would remove the regional planning perspective that
is critical to fast growing population areas.

Thank you for your time and consideration of this important matter. If you have any
questions, please call me at (505) 327-1334.

Sincerely,

Dr. James C. Henderson
San Juan County Commissioner
Chairman, Farmington MPO Policy Committee

Cc: Farmington MPO Policy Committee Members
Mary Holton, Farmington MPO
Joe Delmagori, Farmington MPO
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FARMINGTON METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION

Agenda Item
Subject: 2011 Traffic Count Program
Prepared by: Martin Lucero, MPO Associate Planner
Date: June 8, 2011
BACKGROUND

MPO maintains traffic counts for 221 locations throughout the MPO boundaries.
Locations are taken according to a three year cycle and periodically change due
to the deletion or addition of various locations.

The 2011 Traffic counts are the second year of the three year cycle.

Counts that were not approved last year or were affected by road construction
will be counted in 2011.

The MPO expects to take 87 volume counts in 2011.

The MPO anticipates that speed and class count information will be provided for
27 of the 87 count locations.

The Technical Committee members reviewed the 2011 Traffic Count Location list
and identified locations that might conflict with known road construction
schedules.

The Technical Committee members recommended approval at their May 26"
committee meeting.

CURRENT WORK

The proposed location list is attached for review.

Staff will ask member entities to review the list in August for any unforeseen
conflicts with construction or other events.

The MPO anticipates taking the counts in September and October.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the Policy Committee approve the 2011 Traffic Count
Location list.
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Posted Func
TCDS_ID | MPO_ID Name Route From To Located At: Area | Class
ML | 304 30th FL439%6 Butler Knudsen Between Northridge and Carlton Farmington| MNAR
MI12 | 305 30th FL4396 Knudsen Sullivan Approximately 400" east of Knudsen Farmington| MNAR
FM 23 | Apa4 Apache FL4391 Auburn Dustin Between Behrend and Allen Farmington| MNAR
FM24 | Apas Apache FL4391 Dustin Butler East of Court Ave Farmington| MNAR
FM20 | Apa-l Apache FL4391 US 64/W Main Palmer Between Hicks and Palmer Farmington| MNAR
FM 28 | AubS-1 Auburn Ave § FL5376 | Murray Dr/ NM 5001 US 64/Broadway Between Pinon and Maple Farmington| COLL
FM36 | But3 Butler FL4387 Main St Ving/Apache Between LaPlata and Apache Farmington| MNAR
FM 37 | But4 Butler FL4387 Vine/Apache Ute North of Comanche Farmington| MNAR
AZ41 | Cha-l Chaco St FL4184 NM 516 Park Ave Approximately 300 ft west of Ash St. Aztec | MNAR
AZ42 | Cha-2 Chaco St FL4184 Park Ave US 550 Approximately 100" E of Park Ave Aztec | MNAR
FM45 | Coll College Bivd FL4390 Windsor Pinon Hills Bivd Between Windsor and Messina Dr Farmington| MNAR
FM 46 | Coop-l Cooper FL5383 Butler Sullivan Between Chaco and Laguna Farmington| COLL
S).197 | 3000-4 CR 3000 453000 (R 3100 CR 3008 Approximately 500' East of CR 3100 County | MNAR
5119 | 3000-3 CR 3000 453000 (R 350 CR3100 Approximately 1500' East of CR 350 County | MNAR
S)51 | 3504 (R 350 453500 CR 3000 NM 516 Animas River Crossing County | COLL
S)54 | 35351 (R 3535 453535 NM 516 End of Road Approximately 1200' N of NM 516 County | COLL
51199 | 5500-2 CR 5500 455500 CR5510 US 550 At CR 5315 County | MNCL
5156 | 5500-1 CR 5500 455500 US 64 (R 5510 San Juan River Crossing County | MNCL
5158 | 5580-1 CR 5580 455580 (R 5569 (R 5584 At CR 5578 County | COLL
§)202 | 6100-2 CR6100 456100 (R 6575 CR 6400 West of CR 6545 County | MICL
§)201 | 6100-1 CR6100 456100 US 64 (R 6575 At CR 6645 County | MICL
FM_208 | Dus-5 Dustin Ave. FL6530 38th Pinon Hills Bivd Between 38th and Skyline Farmington| MNAR
FM 204 | Dus-1 Dustin Ave. FL6530 Apache Ute South of Mohave Ave Farmington| MNAR
FM_205 | Dus-2 Dustin Ave. FL6530 Ute 20th Between 17th and 18th Farmington| MNAR
FM 63 | Eng-2 English FL5392 Largo NM 516/E Main St Approximately 500' S of E Main Farmington| COLL
FM_67 | FairV-2 Fairview FL5386 20th Cliffside North of 20th Farmington| COLL
FM 69 | Farm-2 Farmington Ave FL5387 20th 30th Approximately 400' S of 30th Farmington| COLL
FM_210 | Foot-2 Foothills FL5%45 Crestwood Rinconada Between Tarry Terrace and Greenwood Farmington| COLL
FM 71 | HMesa-1 Hood Mesa Tr FL5323 Pinon Hills Bivd Anasazi Trail Approximately 100" north of Pinon Hills Bivd | Farmington| COLL
FM 74 | Hut3 Hutton FL4393 Cliffside 30th Approximately 200' N of Cliffside Farmington| MNAR
FM_72 Hut-1 Hutton FL14393 Main St 20th At Lark Ave Farmington| MNAR
FM75 | Hyd-l Hydro Plant Rd FL5388 | Murray Dr/ NM 5001 | McCormick School Rd At Laguna St Farmington| COLL
FM_77 | Lake-2 Lake St FL4384 Pinon St US 64/Broadway Between Animas and Maple Farmington| COLL
AZ 81 | LIt Light Plant Road FL4190 Riverside Dr NM 516 South of NM 516 Aztec | COLL
FM 87 | Main-5 Main St FL4357 Butler Scott Approximately 100" west of Cochiti Ave Farmington| PRAR
FM 89 | Main-7 Main St FL4357 San Juan Bivd Browning Pkwy Approximately 400' east of San Juan Bvd | Farmington| PRAR
AZ 94 | MesaV-2 Mesa Verde FL4181 Chuska Blanco At Chaco St Aztec | COLL
FM 9 | Mil Miller FL4359 | Murray Dr/ NM 5001 US 64/Broadway Animas River Crossing Farmington| COLL
FM_100 | Mur3 | Murray Dr/NM5001 | AM5001 Miller US 64/Broadway Approximately 300' east of Bluffview Ave. Farmington| PRAR
$J99 | Mur2 | MurrayDr/NM5001 | NM5001 Pinon St Miller Animas River Crossing County | PRAR
FM_101 | Nave-l Navajo St E FL5398 Butler Ving Ave Approximately 600" west of Vine Farmington| COLL
FM_102 | Nave-2 Navajo StE FL5398 Ving Ave Main St Approx. 500' North of Main Farmington| COLL
FM_104 | Navw-2 Navajo St W FL5397 Municipal Dr Four Corners Airport East of McHenry Farmington| COLL
51106 | 170-2 NM 170 NM0170 Pinon Hills Bivd (R 1424 Approximately 4000' north of Pinon Hills Blvd County | PRAR
S1109 | 1732 NM 173 NM0173 (R 2950 NM 575 Approximately 2.5 mi east of US 550 County | MICL
AZ 108 | 173-1 M 173 NM0173 US 550 (R 2950 Approximately 400' west of Sabena St. Aztec | COLL
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Posted Func
TCDS_ID | MPO_ID Name Route From To Located At: Area | Cass
S0 | I 371 0371 (R 7100 Old Fruitland Hwy/ NR 36 Approximately 500 south of NR 36 County | MNAR
S| 312 M 371 NM0371 | Old Fruitiand Hwy/ NR 36| Murray Dr/ NM 5001 San Juan River Crossing County | MNAR
FM216 | 516-12 M 516 NM0516 30th Largo South of Hudson Farmington| PRAR
)17 | 5166 NM 516 NM0516 (R 350 Oliver Dr East of CR 350 County | PRAR
FM218 | 516-14 M 516 NM0516 English Pinon Hills Bivd Approximately 500’ east of Sierra Vista Dr | Farmington| PRAR
FM217 | 516-13 \M 516 NM0516 Largo Shopping Center East of Beckland Dr Farmington| PRAR
AZ 119 | 516 M 516 NM0516 Lt Plant Rd Ruins Rd Approximately 200' East of Lt Plant Rd Aztec | PRAR
FM112 | 5161 M 516 NMO516 |  Morningstar Dr Main St Animas River Crossing Farmington| PRAR
AZ 118 | 5167 NM 516 NM0516 Oliver Dr Lt Plant Rd West of Swire Aztec | PRAR
FM 219 | 516-15 NM 516 NMO516 | Pinon Hills Blvd Country Club Between Pryor and Schmitz Farmington| PRAR
AZ 120 | 5169 \M 516 \M0516 Ruins Rd Chaco St Animas River Crossing Aztec | PRAR
FMILS | 5164 M 516 NM0516 | Shopping Center English Approximately 200 west of English Farmington| PRAR
FM 215 | 516-11 \M 516 NM0516 | So Side River Rd Morningstar Dr Approximately 300' south of Morningstar | Farmington| PRAR
AZ 12 | 5742 \M 574 \M0574 (R3072 \M 516 Approximately 500' N of Lydia Rippey Rd Atec | COLL
AZ DL | 574 \M 574 \M0574 (R 3095 (R3072 AtCR 3077 Aztec | MNCL
FM_127 | PHB-2 Pinon Hills Blvd FL4356 30th Butler Approximately 4900' northeast of 30th Farmington| PRAR
FM_129 | PHB-4 Pinon Hills Blvd FL4356 College NM 516/ Main St Approximately 500 west of English Road | Farmington| PRAR
FM_126 | PHB-1 Pinon Hills Blvd FL4356 M 170 30th LaPlata River Crossing Farmington| PRAR
FM 132 | Pin-3 Pinon St FL5360 Behrend Orchard At Allen St Farmington| MNAR
FM 130 | Pinl Pinon St FL5360 Lake St Lorena Approximately 600’ east of Lake Farmington| MNAR
V131 | Pin2 Pinon St FL5360 Lorena Behrend Between Auburn and Behrend Farmington| MNAR
FM139 | San)1 San Juan Bivd FL4389 Butler Seott Approximately 600" W of Scott Farmington| MNAR
FM_150 | Sun-l Sunset Ave FL5393 20th 30th Between 25th and 26th Farmington| COLL
FM_151 | Sun2 Sunset Ave FL5393 30th Twilight South of 32nd St Farmington| COLL
SJ_155 | TwPk-3 | Twin Peaks Rd/ CR 6480 | FL5321 (R 6200 (R 6500 Between CR 6481 and CR 6479 County | COLL
BLIS§ [ 5504 US 550 US0550 (R 4900 S Rio Grande Rd Approximately 3 miles N of CR 4900 Bloomfield | PRAR
AZ 160 | 550+6 US 550 US0550 \M 516 M 173 Between N Rio Grande and Sabena Aztec | PRAR
AZ 159 | 550-5 US 550 US0550 | S Rio Grande Rd \M 516 At Zia St Aztec | PRAR
BL 155 | 550-1 US 550 US0550 Sullivan Rd US 64 San Juan River Crossing Boomfield | PRAR
SLI9 | 6414 US 64 US0064 CR 4800 (R 4785 Approximately 1 mile E of CR 4800 County | MNAR
51163 | 642 US 64 US0064 (R 6700 (R 6800 Between CR 6700 and CR 6825 County | PRAR
FM_165 | 644 US 64 US0064 | NM 489 (CR 6100) \M 170 Approximately 3000 east of CR 6100 Farmington| PRAR
BL177 | 6412 US 64 US0064 | US 550 N (First St) (R43%9 Approximately 1 mi east of US 550 (First St) | Bloomfield | PRAR
FM169 | 64Bdwy-3|  US64/Broadway | USO064 |  Butler/Pinon St Scott Ave West of Ivie Ave Farmington| PRAR
FM_I170 | 64Bdwy-4|  US 64/Broadway | USO064 Seott Murray Dr/ NM 5001 Animas River Crossing Farmington| PRAR
FMBL | Ve Ute St FL5361 Dustin Butler At Monterrey Farmington| COLL
V180 | Ute-l Ute St FL5361 Gladeview Dustin Between Allen and Orchard Farmington| COLL
BL222 | WBla-l West Blanco FL5875 Frontier St. Bergin Ln Approximately 200" West of Frontier St Bloomfield | COLL
BL 223 | WBla-2 West Blanco FL5875 | US 550 N (First St.) Frontier St Between 5th and 4th Bloomfield | COLL
FM_186 | Wing-1 Windsor Dr FL5367 College Bvd Beckland Dr Between Knollcrest and Holiday Farmington| COLL
AZ 187 | Za-l Zia St FL4180 Ash St Mesa Verde Ave Between Main Ave and Church Aztec | COLL
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FARMINGTON METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION

Agenda Item
Subject: 2010 Census and TAZ/TAD Delineation
Prepared by: Martin Lucero, Associate MPO Planner
Date: June 8, 2011

BACKGROUND or PREVIOUS WORK

U.S. DOT and the U.S. Census Bureau will obtain Census 2010 block
equivalencies for Traffic Analysis Zones (TAZs) from MPOs and State DOTs in
2011.

The 2010 TAZ geography will be added to the Census Bureau's TIGER file and
these equivalency files will be used by the ACS for the CTPP 5-year tabulation
(2006 through 2010 ACS records).

A TAZ is a basic spatial unit of analysis facilitating the ability of transportation
planners to forecast changes in commuting patterns, trip volumes, and modes of
travel, and to develop plans to meet the changing demands for transportation
facilities and capacities.

Each TAZ represents an area containing similar kinds of land use and travel
characteristics.

The Farmington MPO developed new base TAZs.

Staff also developed Census Traffic Analysis Districts (TADs). These are
aggregates of the base TAZs and must have an estimated population lower limit
of 20,000 residents.

CURRENT WORK

Staff has reviewed and has made adjustments to the base TAZ groups.

Staff met with the entities to review and verify the TAZ adjustments.

The TAZs were developed to represent homogenous residential groupings while
working within the Census requirements.

ANTICIPATED WORK

Staff will submit both the TAZs and TADs to the Census Bureau by mid June.

ATTACHMENTS

Maps depicting newly created TAZs and TADs will be provided at the meeting.

RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that the Policy Committee review the changes made to the
Census TAZ-TAD structure for San Juan County.
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FARMINGTON METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION

Agenda Item
Subject: MPO Major Thoroughfare Plan Alternatives
Prepared by: Joe Delmagori, MPO Planner
Date: June 8, 2011

BACKGROUND or PREVIOUS WORK

The Farmington City Council directed staff to hold a series of public meetings to
review alternatives for the Northeast Farmington area and its connection to proposed
regional routes.

Staff held three meetings in March and April.

The original connections and two alternatives were discussed with the public.
Comments from the public meetings have identified two additional alternatives.

CURRENT WORK

Staff will review the four alternatives with the Policy Committee:
= Alternative #1 - Run the Northern Route over the top of Foothills and connect
it to College Blvd
» Alternative #2 - Keep the connection described above but also continue the
Northern Route to intersect with Glade Road.
= Alternative #3 — Run the Northern Route over the top of Foothills to connect to
College but do not extend Foothills north to the Northern Route
» Alternative #4 — Expand upon Alternative #3 by extending the Northern Route
to Glade Road.
The MPO Major Thoroughfare Plan will be amended at the regional level once
approved by the local governments.

ANTICIPATED WORK

Seek approval of the MPO Major Thoroughfare Plan and an alternative for Northeast
Farmington by Farmington City Council in June.

ATTACHMENTS

Maps of the alternatives are available on the MPO website and will be provided at the
meeting.

RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that the Policy Committee receive a status report on the MPO
Major Thoroughfare Plan and alternatives for the Northeast Farmington area.
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FARMINGTON METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION

Agenda Item
Subject: Information Items
Prepared by: Joe Delmagori, MPO Planner
Date: June 8, 2011

INFORMATION ITEMS |

Safe Routes to School Program Activities. Student arrival counts have been taken
at the participating schools during April. The Farmington Walk and Roll program has
been awarded Phase Il funding. The award includes non-infrastructure funds in the
amount of $25,000 and infrastructure funds in the amount of $250,000.

MPO Quarterly. The Farmington MPO will host the statewide MPO Quarterly meeting
on June 22™.

MPO Summit. Las Cruces is proposing that the members of the Policy and Technical
Committees from the state MPOs meet to share planning ideas and discuss regional
transportation issues.

Other.
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