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Pursuant to A.R.S. § 38-431.02, notice is hereby given to the members of the 
Tucson-Pima County Bicycle Advisory Committee and to the general public 
that the Tucson-Pima County Bicycle Advisory Committee will hold the 
following meeting which will be open to the public: 

Meeting Date: Wednesday, October 14, 2015   
Meeting Location: Himmel Park Library, 1035 N Treat Ave Tucson, AZ 85716 
Meeting Time:   6 PM to 8 PM 
Please arrive by 5:50 PM. If a quorum of 12 members is not reached by 6:10 
PM all staff are required to leave and the meeting will be canceled. Please 
lock your bikes outside the Library. 

Agenda Projected            Duration  

1. Call to Order; approval of June 2014 meeting minutes.     5 min 

2. Call to Public           5 min 
This is the time when any member of the public may address the BAC. Due to 
time constraints, the total time allocated for this is 10 minutes. Individuals are 
allowed three minutes each. If additional time is needed to address the BAC, 
it may be considered as an agenda item for a future meeting. 

3. Law Enforcement Staff Reports from TPD and PCSD            10 min 

4. October Bike counts  Gabe Thum               10 min 

5. Letter concerning 3rd Street bike arterial                 15 min 

6. Letter to City of Tucson regarding policy for approval of intersection 
improvement on major bicycle routes                 5 min  

7. Bike share status                 10 min  

8. RTA policy banning TAP money for programatic uses            15 min 
 

9.  Church Ave. Open house announcement, Oct. 26            15 min 

9. Pizza Party for police report processing         5 min 



10. Staff Reports                   10 min 

Ann Chanecka, City of Tucson; 
Matt Zoll, Pima County; 
Nancy Ellis, Oro Valley; 
Matt Christman, Marana; 
Adelina Martin, Sahuarita 
Gabe Thum, Pima Association of Governments, 
Glenn Grafton, UA 

 
11. Subcommittee  and Related Entities Reports             10 min 

Enforcement (Colin Forbes) 
Facilities (Adam Wade/Brian Beck) 
Urban Core Facilities (Ian Johnson) 
GABA (Wayne Cullop/Eric Post) 
RTP 2045 (Ian Johnson) 
Broadway Task Force (Anne Padias) 
Living Streets Alliance (Kylie Walzak) 
SCVBAC (Tom Hausam) 
PBAA (Richard DeBernardis) 

 
12. Announcements                   2 min 

Note:  The November BAC meeting will be November 4, a week early, to 
avoid Veteran’s Day. 

14. Adjournment 

If you require an accommodation or materials in accessible format or require a 
foreign language interpreter or materials in a language other than English for this 
event, please notify the Tucson Department of Transportation Office at 791-4391 
at least five business days in advance. 

 



  
        

The  ​Tucson-­Pima  County  Bicycle  Advisory  Committee​  conducted  a  
public  meeting  on  ​September  9,  2015​  at  the  Himmel  Park  Library,    

1035  N  Treat  Ave,  Tucson  AZ.  
  

Meeting  Minutes,  NOT  YET  APPROVED  
prepared  by  Collin  Forbes  

  
1.  Call  to  Order;;  approval  of  June  2014  meeting  minutes.  
  
David  Bachman  Williams  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  6:01  p.m.  We  welcome  Ryan  Fagan  as  
a  new  member  representing  Ward  6.  
  
Motion:​  by  Brian  Beck  to  approve  the  June  minutes  as  amended.  Seconded  by  Anne  Padias.  
Unanimous  voice  vote.  
  
2.  Call  to  Public  
  
Damion  Alexander  is  planning  to  organize  a  ride  on  the  Capitol  in  January  after  Martin  Luther  
King  Day.  The  intent  of  the  ride  is  to  show  support  for  bike-­friendly  legislation  he  will  be  helping  
to  introduce.  
  
Damion  also  wanted  to  tell  us  Habitat  for  Humanity  is  doing  a  “Bike  To  the  Build”  day  for  three  
houses  they  are  building  in  Tucson.  It’ll  be  on  October  17.  
  
3.  Law  Enforcement  Staff  Reports  from  TPD  and  PCSD  
  
Sergeant  Fernandez  gave  a  brief  report  for  the  Tucson  Police  Department.  
  
In  the  previous  month  there  were  0  fatalities.  There  were  5  injury  crashes.  Of  these,  2  were  right  
hooks,  2  were  left  hooks  and  1  was  a  police  officer  hitting  a  cyclist  in  an  intersection.  
  
In  addition,  there  were  also  3  hit  and  run  crashes  involving  bicycles.  None  of  the  injuries  were  
life-­threatening.  Unfortunately,  there  were  no  good  descriptions  of  any  of  the  drivers.  
  
4.  TDOT’s  new  CTAC,  Robin  Raine  
  



A  proposal  to  restructure  the  Citizens  Transportation  Advisory  Committee  (CTAC).    They  
haven’t  had  quorum  for  a  very  long  time  and  have  not  met  in  over  2  years.  
  
CTAC  History  &  Background  

● Adopted  in  1980  with  15  members.  
● Changes  in  1998,  2007  and  2010.    Expanded  functions.    Reduced  membership  to  12  

members.    At  large  members  reduced  from  8  to  4  members.  
● Provides  Advice  on  transportation  matters.  
● Current  membership  is  7  appointed  by  Mayor  &  Council,  plus  one  from  the  Commission  

on  Disability  Issues  (CODI),  and  four  more  selected  by  applications  to  a  screening  
committee.  

  
Proposal  Goals:  

● Restructure  membership  as  a  viable  committee  with  13  members  
○ 7  from  Mayor  &  Council.  
○ 1  from  Commission  on  Disability  Issues  (CODI)  
○ 1  from  Bond  Oversight  Committee  (BOC)  
○ 1  from  Pedestrian  Advisory  Committee  (PAC)  
○ 1  from  TPCBAC  
○ 1  from  Citizens  Accountability  for  Regional  Transportation  (CART)  
○ 1  extra  appointed  by  City  Manager  

● Provide  citizen  advisory  forum  to  deal  with  issues.    
○ Currently  listed  as  an  advisory  committee  for  Mayor  &  Council.  The  CTAC  really  

should  advise  TDOT.    Not  everything  needs  to  go  to  Mayor  &  Council.  
○ Maintain  CTAC  representations  on  Park  Tucson  Commission  and  Transit  Task  

Force  (4  positions)  
● Ensure  appointment  of  members  

○ Allow  of  appointment  by  city  manager  if  other  transportation  bodies  don’t  select  a  
member.  

● Provide  a  chair  for  any  project  specific  Citizen  Advisory  Committee  formed  in  the  future.  
● Provide  an  opportunity  for  potential  combining,  reorganizing  or  sun-­setting  of  various  

advisory  bodies  to  save  committee  member  time  and  resources.  
  
8  Year  Maximum  Membership:  

● Appointed  by  Mayor  &  Council:  Coterminous  with  elected  official.  
● Other  advisory  body  members  and  the  City  Manager  appointed  members  are  8  years  as  

well.  
  
Keep  current  functions  with  the  following  changes.  

● Advise  City  Transportation  Department  instead  of  governing  body  
○ Transportation  Matters  
○ Annual  Transportation  Improvement  Program  
○ Annual  Operating  Budget  



○ Provide  recommendations  to  Mayor  and  Council  as  needed  or  requested.  
○ Provide  chairperson  for  any  project  advisory  committee.  

  
Next  Steps…    

● Inform  and  ask  for  feedback  on  Proposal  
● Consider  feedback  and  revise  proposal  
● Present  revised  proposal  to  Mayor  and  Council  for  consideration  for  possible  action.  

Tentatively  December  2015.  
  
If  we  have  something  that  doesn’t  rise  to  the  level  of  a  letter,  we  can  streamline  things  by  
bringing  it  as  an  agenda  item  to  the  CTAC  instead.  
  
Robin  Raine  said  the  BAC  Representative  will  need  to  live  in  the  city  and  should  be  appointed  
by  Mayor  &  Council.  This  will  exclude  BAC  members  appointed  by  Pima  County.  Robin  
Steinberg  is  interested  and  lives  inside  the  city  limits  but  the  Pima  County  exclusion  could  keep  
her  from  participating.  We  note  the  TPCBAC  member  is  to  act  as  a  bridge  between  the  CTAC  
and  the  TPCBAC,  not  to  represent  his  or  her  ward  in  the  city.  
  
Ian  Johnson  pointed  out  that  different  appointers  have  different  ideologies.  The  council  
members  are  sometimes  looking  for  something  specific  from  the  appointee.  The  County  Board  
of  Supervisors  are  less  hands  on  about  the  appointments.  The  CTAC  is  a  city  committee  and  
having  the  city  appointed  member  is  the  right  thing  to  do.  
  
5.  Bicycle  and  other  traffic  routes  around  Banner  Health  (UMC)  
Presenters:  Stephen  Brigham  and  Kristian  Watkins  from  Banner  Health.  
  
The  name  of  the  hospital  is  now  Banner  University  Medical  Center.  UMC  was  a  state  
corporation,  and  Banner  Health  is  a  private  corporation,  for  the  benefit  of  the  UA.  Because  they  
are  a  private  agency,  they  are  going  through  the  zoning  process  for  their  hospital  improvements.  
  
In  the  past,  the  hospital  didn’t  pay  much  attention  to  bicyclists  because  they  weren’t  expecting  
patients  to  ride  to  the  hospital.  They  do  a  good  job  to  accommodate  staff  who  want  to  commute  
to  the  hospital  by  bike.  Still  they  can  do  things  to  improve  access  and  improve  parking.  
  
In  their  proposal,  the  Elm  Street  entrance  will  be  a  proper  public  entrance  for  the  hospital.  
Banner  likes  to  have  a  proper  “front  door  of  the  hospital”  and  the  Elm  Street  entrance  will  lead  
directly  to  the  new  front  door  of  the  hospital  after  construction.  Ambulances  will  be  coming  into  
the  Emergency  Room  from  the  back  using  Cherry.  An  ambulance  coming  from  the  north  side  of  
town  will  need  to  travel  an  additional  half  mile  to  get  to  the  emergency  room.  
  
Among  the  new  changes,  they  will  be  creating  bike  routes  with  striped  shoulders  on  Ring  Road.  
Ring  Road  will  be  the  only  way  through  the  hospital  grounds.  There  will  be  a  Green  zone  north  



of  the  hospital  with  a  Shared  Use  Path  from  Campbell  around  to  Martin  and  then  connecting  to  
Lester.  
  
However,  the  bike  lanes  are  going  to  end  part  way  through  Ring  Road.  It  would  be  better  to  
bring  them  to  the  parking  garage  where  there  will  be  bike  lockers.  We  had  concerns  about  the  
speed  of  traffic  on  Ring  Road.  There  will  be  free-­flowing  turn  lanes  from  Campbell  onto  Ring  
Road.  Having  raised  pedestrian  crossings  could  help  slow  traffic  to  safe  speeds.  
  
Tom  Hausam  asked  about  having  new  showers  in  the  new  hospital  to  attract  bicycle  riders  as  
staff.  The  locker  rooms  in  most  of  the  departments  will  have  shower  facilities.  Right  now  they  
have  a  lot  of  temporary  facilities  and  they  are  looking  forward  to  the  new  facilities.  
  
6.  The  new  Bicycle  and  Pedestrian  Diversion  Program    
  
Jessica  Hersh-­Ballering  couldn’t  make  it  to  the  meeting  for  her  presentation.  Gabe  Thum  said  
they  held  an  input  session  for  BAC  and  PAC  members  on  September  3.  It  was  about  3  hours  of  
questions  and  answers  with  a  lot  added  to  the  curriculum.  
  
7.  Pima  County  Bonds  Presentation,  Damian  Alexander  
  
There  will  be  a  Bond  Election  this  coming  fall.    It’s  an  $800  million  ask  from  Pima  County.  The  
bonds  were  created  by  a  panel  of  25  members  from  all  across  the  county.  Damion  said  it  was  
the  most  diverse  group  of  people  in  Southern  Arizona  all  working  together  and  it  will  be  a  great  
investment  in  the  future.  
  
Cost:  It’s  going  to  cost  the  average  homeowner  about  $17  per  year.  70%  of  the  homes  in  Pima  
County  fall  into  that  group.  
  
Highlights  of  99  projects  split  into  17  bonds:  

● Road  &  Highway  Improvement.  Obvious  benefit  to  cyclists.  $335  million  needed  in  road  
repairs.    Divided  equally  in  regions  based  on  taxes  paid  

● Libraries  and  Workforce  training  
● Tourism  Promotion.    The  investment  will  bring  additional  money  into  the  region.  
● Parks  &  Recreation.  $3.5  million  dollars  for  Velodrome.    Need  to  raise  additional  $1.5  mil  

after  that.  Also,  BMX  parks  and  Splash  Parks.  Bike  rides  can  stop  at  each  splash  park.  
Loop  connectivity  to  add  spokes  to  the  wheel.  We  want  to  be  able  to  go  across  town  
rather  than  just  around  town.  

● Public  Health,  Welfare  &  Safety.    Walkability  package.  
● Natural  Conservation.    Connectivity  and  trailheads  to  the  various  pieces  of  conservation  

land  around  the  county.  
● Flood  Control  and  Drainage.  Benefits  to  users  of  The  Loop.  New  flood  control  projects  

usually  add  miles  to  The  Loop.  
  



Robin  Steinberg  asked  if  the  money  for  the  roads  is  for  new  roads  or  repair.    Damion  said  it  was  
mostly  about  repair.  There  is  some  widening,  but  not  much.  Lots  of  it  will  be  about  fixing  
potholes.  
  
Damion  addressed  a  common  objection  that  Pima  County  has  more  debt  that  all  the  other  
counties  in  Arizona.  Because  of  this  people  may  say  “Our  taxes  are  off  the  charts.”  About  35%  
of  people  in  Pima  County  live  in  unincorporated  Pima  County.  In  Maricopa  County,  people  live  
in  the  various  cities  which  each  provide  their  own  infrastructure.  This  makes  the  cost  of  running  
Maricopa  County  much  lower  than  Pima  County.  
  
8.  “Begin  right  turn,  yield  to  bikes”  sign  at  Green  Valley  Hospital  
  
There  is  a  “Right  Turn  Only”  lane  off  I-­19  to  the  Green  Valley  Hospital.  In  this  lane,  there’s  a  
bike  route  that  moves  to  the  left  with  a  transition  area,  but  there’s  not  a  lot  of  signage  warning  
motorists  to  yield  to  bikes.  We  should  have  the  MUTCD  sign  there  which  says  “cars  yield  to  
bikes”.    This  sign  is  already  used  by  ADOT,  Pima  County  and  City  of  Tucson.  
  
Bill  Adamson  approached  ADOT  about  the  sign  and  the  local  ADOT  engineers  turned  them  
down  and  said  it  would  be  too  confusing.  Instead,  they  passed  the  buck  and  suggested  that  
Pima  County  could  apply  for  a  permit  and  install  the  sign.  
  
Wayne  Cullop,  acting  for  CASA  wrote  to  the  director  of  ADOT  outlining  the  importance  of  this  
sign  with  the  turn  lane.  Having  the  sign  will  help  clarify  things.  
  
9.  Letter  to  City  of  Tucson  regarding  policy  for  approval  of  intersection  improvement  on  
major  bicycle  routes  
  
In  May  we  had  a  rough  draft  letter  about  3rd/Treat,  but  things  were  derailed.    
  
Instead,  want  to  proceed  with  a  letter  to  the  city  about  regional  bike  routes.    The  Third  Street  
Bike  Route  connects  Craycroft  to  Campbell  and  beyond.  Because  these  routes  are  on  
residential  streets,  it’s  very  easy  for  local  residents  to  stop  the  changes.  The  intent  of  the  letter  
is  to  provide  support  to  the  city  council  if  TDOT  comes  asking  for  changes  to  the  policy.     
  
Aaron  Lien  asked  whether  Arizona  has  anything  similar  to  the  Idaho  Stop  law.  Eric  Post  said  it  
didn’t  even  make  it  to  the  transportation  committee.  Many  pieces  of  bicycle  legislation  never  
even  gets  to  the  transportation  committee.  The  bills  just  disappear  from  the  agenda.  
  
Matt  Zoll  added  that  he  had  a  meeting  with  with  police  chiefs  a  few  years  ago.  Some  huge  
differences  between  Idaho  and  Arizona,  especially  in  the  metropolitan  areas.  In  particular,  
Children  can’t  perceive  distance/speed  as  well  as  adults.  Also,  how  do  you  deal  with  stop  signs  
where  a  residential  street  comes  up  to  a  collector  or  a  main  arterial  streets.  It’s  better  to  design  
the  streets  well.  For  instance,  Seattle  builds  traffic  circles  on  residential  streets  and  doesn’t  use  
any  signs  other  than  street  name  signs.    



  
David  Bachman-­Williams  pointed  out  the  letter  wasn’t  in  the  packet.  We  should  wait  for  the  next  
meeting  because  not  everybody  will  have  seen  the  letter.     
  
10.  Review  of  Broadway  Corridor  Concept  Map  
  
David  Bachman-­Williams  had  a  map  of  the  Broadway  alignment.  They  are  going  to  have  free  
right  turns  for  the  turn  from  Broadway  to  Euclid  and  this  creates  freeway-­type  conditions  which  
aren’t  very  good  for  cyclists  and  pedestrians.  Instead  of  having  a  curve,  they  still  could  have  an  
angled  corner  with  a  stop.  
  
The  additional  lane  is  also  going  to  be  a  long  stretch  of  transition.  The  lane  starts  just  west  of  
Tyndall  and  goes  all  the  way  to  Euclid.  Cyclists  will  have  buses  on  their  right  and  cars  on  their  
left!  
  
Anne  Padias  said  the  Broadway  Citizens  Task  Force  has  not  met  since  May  and  she  hasn’t  
heard  any  news  from  them.  The  30%  design  milestone  is  expected  in  2016,  but  nothing  new  
until  then.  Robin  Steinberg  said  she  has  been  working  with  the  Broadway  Coalition  and  they  
don’t  want  to  wait  until  30%  because  changes  after  that  are  minor  and  smaller  as  they  go  
further.  The  battle  that’s  being  fought  right  now  is  about  lane  widths.  To  get  them  down  10  foot  
lanes  if  possible.  
  
11.  Staff  Reports  
  
Ann  Chanecka  (TDOT)  

● TDOT  is  moving  forward  with  a  traffic  study  for  a  Road  Diet  on  5th/6th  Street.    The  BAC  
had  written  a  letter  about  it  last  year.  

● Regarding  the  wooden  bridge  on  Aviation  Bike  Path,  she  has  recommended  to  PAG  for  
their  bridge  deficiency  funding.    It  needs  to  be  approved  by  committees  first.  

● The  Bike  Parking  Program  got  a  favorable  mention  on  BicycleTucson.com  recently.  
● Bike  HAWKs.  Broadway/Treat  will  be  finished  next  month.  Euclid/5th  will  be  turned  on  

next  Wednesday.  
● There  will  be  a  “Light  The  Night”  event  at  3rd  Ave/University  Blvd  on  September  22.  

  
Matt  Zoll  (PCDOT)  

● Education  is  going  strong  with  Elaine  &  Ignacio.  They’ve  hired  an  additional  part  time  
person  to  work  as  an  ambassador.  

● Distributed  about  70  new  bikes  to  city/county  schools  on  bike  training  program  
● Great  partnership  with  wheels  for  kids,  schools  and  boys/girls  club  
● Loop  Outreach.  Trying  to  spread  it  out  all  around  the  loop.     
● Pima  County/UA  Bike  Station  going  strong  5  days  a  week.  6  people  working  it  every  day.  

They’ve  moved  over  by  the  Bike  Valet  for  better  visibility.  
● Working  SAV  and  Sheriff’s  department  for  Loop  Security  and  Safety.  7  or  8  bikes  have  

been  stolen  from  racks  near  Dodge  on  the  Rillito.  



○ Darlane  Santa  Cruz  asked  what  can  we  do  about  bike  theft:  Better  posting  to  bike  
shops?  Stolen  Bikes  coming  into  BICAS  aren’t  being  donated,  it’s  from  people  
who  have  bought  a  stolen  bike  and  want  to  fix  their  flat  or  need  a  park.  

● New  Bike  Path  from  Harrison  Road  through  Fantasy  Island,  paving  in  about  two  weeks.  
Project  won’t  be  done  for  awhile  though.  

● Hughes  Access/Alvernon  is  going  to  construction  soon.  It’ll  be  a  nice  wide  Bike  Lane.  
● Working  on  updating  the  Pedestrian  Share  the  Road  Guide  
● International  Walk  or  Bike  to  School  Day  is  set  for  October  30.     

  
Adelina  Martin,  Town  of  Sahuarita  

● September  24,  there  will  be  a  Grand  Opening  ceremony  for  Sahuarita  Road.  It  was  
expanded  and  widened.    

  
12.  Subcommittee  and  Related  Entities  Reports  
  
Facilities,  Adam  Wade:  

● Working  on  the  free-­right  turn  lanes  on  Tanque  Verde  and  how  to  slow  down  traffic.  
● Normally  would  meet  next  week,  going  to  push  next  meeting  to  the  23rd.  

  
Urban  Core,  Ian  Johnson:  

● They  did  a  site  visit  at  Grant/Mountain  to  look  at  ways  to  reduce  right  hook  crashes.  
Hopefully  the  city  will  be  able  to  put  in  separated  bollards  to  keep  cars  from  encroaching  
on  the  bike  lanes.     

● The  Light  The  Night  event  conflicts  with  their  next  meeting,  Tuesday  the  22nd  at  6pm.  
  
GABA,  Eric  Post  

● Next  meeting  will  have  the  UA  racing  team  to  talk  about  what  it’s  like  to  be  in  a  race.    
● The  next  meeting  is  the  last  meeting  at  their  old  location  at  Pima  Medical  Society,  new  

meetings  will  be  elsewhere  and  it’ll  be  a  permanent  move  for  GABA.  
  
CASA,  Wayne  Cullop  

● With  Eric’s  help  they  are  going  to  proceed  with  a  vulnerable  road  user  law  template.  
They  are  going  to  push  for  it  at  the  county  and  our  local  municipalities.  Then  pursue  this  
with  the  ride  to  the  Capitol  in  January.  

  
Santa  Cruz  Valley  BAC,  Tom  Hausam  

● A  new  Bike  Lane  completed  on  Esperanza.     
● Working  on  extending  bike  lanes  past  the  hospital.  
● Going  to  put  new  bike  lanes  in  front  of  the  casino  at  Pima  Mine  Road.  

  
PBAA,  Elaine  Mariolle  

● Doing  Bike  Safety  Education  with  after  school  programs  at  Dietz  and  Doolin.  Hoping  to  
have  bike  programs  during  school  as  well.    



● This  week  is  Bike  Fest  at  Columbus  Library.  Bikes  are  being  stolen,  they’ll  do  a  clinic  on  
bike  locks  and  safety.  

● Cochise  Classic  is  coming  up.  It’s  dedicated  to  Andy  Clark,  formerly  of  LAB.  He’s  agreed  
to  meet  with  the  platinum  committee.  

● They  have  picked  the  El  Tour  Dedication  Recipients:  Gabrielle  Giffords  and  Mark  Kelly  
for  their  commitment  to  our  country,  community  and  bicycling.  

● The  El  Tour  Rider  bags  are  coming  out  soon.  If  you  want  to  put  something  into  the  bags  
let  them  know.  

  
Platinum  Committee,  David  Bachman-­Williams  

● Working  through  their  E’s.  They’ve  been  through  Enforcement,  Education  and  
Encouragement.  Still  need  to  do  Engineering  and  Evaluation.     

● A  special  meeting  with  Andy  Clark  will  help  refine  the  application.  
  
13.  Announcements  
  
Our  November  meeting  will  be  on  November  4.  November  11  is  Veteran’s  Day  and  the  library  
will  be  closed.  
  
14.  Adjournment  —  8:06  p.m.  
  
  
Attendance:  
Josefina  Ahumada,  South  Tucson  
David  Bachman-­Williams,  Pima  County  
Brian  Beck,  Pima  County  
Ray  Copenhaver,  Marana  
Wayne  Cullop,  Pima  County  
Ryan  Fagan,  Ward  6  
Collin  Forbes,  Pima  County  
Tom  Hausam,  Pima  County  
Ian  Johnson,  Ward  2  
Aaron  Lien,  Mayor’s  Rep  
Elaine  Mariolle,  Pima  County  
Anne  Padias,  Ward  5  
Eric  Post,  Pima  County  
Darlane  Santa  Cruz,  Ward  1  
Robin  Steinberg,  Pima  County  
Adam  Wade,  Oro  Valley  
Kylie  Walzak,  Ward  3  
Ed  Yasenchack,  DMAFB  
  

Audience:  
Ann  Chanecka,  TDOT  
Damion  Alexander,  YES  on  Pima  County  
Bonds  
Gija  Mulders,  Aspiring  Member  
Matt  Zoll,  PCDOT  
Ken  Shelor,  Bike  Rider  
Sgt  D  Fernandez,  TPD  
Adelina  Martin,  Town  of  Sahuarita  
Gabe  Thum,  PAG  
Howard  Strause,  Cactus  Cycling  Club  
Alan  Yanahan,  University  of  Arizona  
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* Denotes Changes Page 1 of 3 September 28, 2015 

 
 Office of the City Clerk 
 BOARDS, COMMITTEES, COMMISSIONS 

 Tucson-Pima County Bicycle Advisory Committee (TPCBAC) 
 
 Appointor (Classification) Member Appointment Expiration 
 

 Davis-Monthan Air Force Base Edward G. Yasenchack 3/7/2013 3/29/2016 
 9415 E. Grapevine Spring Place 
 Tucson, AZ 85710 
 Cell Phone: 817-688-3781 
 edward.yasenchack@dm.af.mil  

 
 Ex-Officio Ann Chanecka 6/10/2010 
 Ex-Officio (Non-Voting) 
 TDOT, Bicycle & Pedestrian Program 
 201 N. Stone 
 Tucson, AZ 85701 
 Work Phone: 837-6691 
 Cell Phone: 444-1187 
 Ann.Chanecka@tucsonaz.gov  

 
 Ex-Officio Matt Zoll 1/1/2004 
 Ex-Officio (Non-Voting) 
 Pima County Transportation Systems 
 Bicycle & Pedestrian Program Manager 
 Tucson, AZ 85701 
 Work Phone: 520-740-6403 
 matt.zoll@dot.pima.gov  

 
 Mayor Aaron M. Lien 9/8/2015 12/7/2015 
 3826 E. Calle Fernando 
 Tucson, AZ 85716 
 Home Phone: 626-2873 
 alien@email.arizona.edu  

 
*  Pima County David Bachman-Williams 9/15/2015 9/30/2017 

 Chairperson 
 350 E. 15th St. 
 Tucson, AZ 85701 
 Work Phone: 622-6992 
 bachmanwms@gmail.com  

 
 Pima County Brian D. Beck 7/7/2015 7/31/2017 
 1514 N. Cloverland 
 Tucson, AZ 85712 
 Work Phone: 795-3000 x113 
 Home Phone: 326-9587 
 Message Phone: 326-9587 
 coyotes@cox.net  
 
 Pima County Wayne Cullop 7/7/2015 7/31/2017 
 3925 N. Pantano Road 
 Tucson, AZ 85750 
 Home Phone: 290-4321 
 Cell Phone: 977-3018 
 
 
 



* Denotes Changes Page 2 of 3 September 28, 2015 

 
 Appointor (Classification) Member Appointment Expiration 
 

*  Pima County Collin Forbes 9/15/2015 9/30/2017 
 Secretary 
 3465 N. Richland Dr. 
 Tucson, AZ 85719 
 Message Phone: 222-6681 
 collin.forbes@gmail.com  
 
 Pima County Tom Hausam 7/7/2015 7/31/2017 
 575 E Bent Branch Place 
 Green Valley, AZ 85614 
 Work Phone: 724-8126 
 Home Phone: 777-8800 
 thaus01@aol.com  
 
 Pima County Elaine Mariolle 6/2/2015 10/31/2016 
 7301 E Ina Rd. 
 Tucson, AZ 85743 
 

*  Pima County Eric Post 9/15/2015 9/30/2017 
 Law Office of Eric Post 
 651 N. Swan Rd. 
 Tucson, AZ 85711 
 Cell Phone: 870-3987 
 
 Pima County John Rossman 6/2/2015 9/30/2015 
 8129 E. Renaud Lane 
 Tucson, AZ 85710 
 
 Pima County Robin Steinberg 7/7/2015 7/31/2017 
 5810 E. 3rd Street 
 Tucson, AZ 85711 
 nibor2@cox.net  
 
 Pima County 1 Vacant Position(s) 

 
 Town of Marana Raymond Copenhaver 12/16/2014 12/16/2018 
 7805 N. Via Atascadero 
 Marana, AZ 85743 
 Work Phone: 789-7103 
 Home Phone: 744-2126 
 Cell Phone: 289-5200 
 ray.copenhaver@gmail.com  
 
 Town of Oro Valley Adam Wade 10/7/2014 12/31/2015 
  13037 N. Woosnam Way 
 Oro Valley, AZ 85755 
 Home Phone: 308-5833 
 aofog5256@gmail.com  
 
 Town of South Tucson Josefina Ahumada 3/3/2015 3/2/2019 
 340 N. Commerce Park Loop #250 
 Tucson, AZ 85745 
 Work Phone: 884-5507 Ext. 20601 
 Home Phone: 327-3532 
 Cell Phone: 481-3532 
 josefina.ahumada@asu.edu  
 
 University of Arizona Glenn Grafton 4/23/2013 4/22/2017 
 The University of Arizona, Parking and 
 Transportation, 1117 E. 6th Street 
 Tucson, AZ 85721 
 Work Phone: 626-2458 
 ggrafton@email.arizona.edu  
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 Appointor (Classification) Member Appointment Expiration 
 
 Ward 1 Darlane E. Santa Cruz 8/13/2014 12/7/2015 
 868 W. Calle Carasol 
 Tucson, AZ 85713 
 Home Phone: 520-440-6950 
 darlane.santacruz@gmail.com  

 
 Ward 2 Ian Johnson 12/13/2011 12/7/2015 
 Vice Chairperson 
 776 South 9th Ave. 
 Tucson, AZ 85701 
 Home Phone: 248-9810 
 ian@moiagroup.com  

 
 Ward 3 Kylie Walzak 12/3/2013 12/4/2017 
 232 N. Melrose Ave. 
 Tucson, AZ 85745 
 Cell Phone: 891-9094 
 Kwalzak@gmail.com  

 
 Ward 4 John Cousins 12/5/2011 12/7/2015 
 7861 S. Tarbela Ave 
 Tucson, AZ 85747 
 Home Phone: 982-6115 
 jcousins@innsuites.com  

 
 Ward 5 Anne Padias 2/4/2014 12/4/2017 
 457 E. Downtown St. 
 Tucson, AZ 85701 
 Home Phone: 850-7293 
 annepadias@gmail.com  

 
 Ward 6 Ryan Fagan 8/31/2015 12/4/2017 
 2649 E. Drachman St. 
 Tucson, AZ 85716 
 Work Phone: 262-6718 
 rpfagan@gmail.com  



 

DRAFT 
!
October!14,!2015!
!
To:!Mayor!Rothschild!and!Tucson!City!Council!members,!!
!
Re:!Pavement!request!for!Third!St.!from!Tucson!Boulevard!to!Country!Club!
Boulevard!
!
Greetings!from!your!Tucson!Pima!County!Bicycle!Advisory!Committee.!!We!are!
requesting!that!you!consider!repaving!Third!Street!from!Tucson!Blvd.!to!Country!
Club!Blvd.!!This!is!the!most!heavily!traveled!bicycle!route!in!our!city.!!This!segment!
is!in!very!poor!condition!and!in!need!of!repaving!now.!!It!is!extremely!
uncomfortable!to!ride!this!stretch!on!a!bicycle.!!A!bicyclist!bounces!around!enough!
to!make!it!not!just!unpleasant!but!also!of!the!edge!of!dangerous.!!A!person!without!a!
firm!grip!on!their!handlebars!could!have!the!control!of!their!bicycle!knocked!out!of!
their!grasp!creating!the!danger!of!falling!if!the!front!wheel!bounces!the!wrong!way!
on!a!bump.!
!
We!do!wish!to!thank!you!and!the!Repaving!Commission!for!the!decision!to!repave!
Third!Street!from!Campbell!Avenue!to!Tucson!Blvd.!!This!improvement!is!wonderful!
but!brings!attention!to!the!next!segment!to!the!east.!
!
Please!consider!that!our!very!successful!repaving!bond!project!of!major!arterials!has!
been!very!well!received!all!over!town!for!good!reason.!!People!who!use!arterials!
appreciate!the!noticeable!improvements.!!The!key!word!here!is!arterials.!!Third!
Street!is!exactly!that,!a!bicycle!arterial.!!The!thousands!of!people!who!use!it!daily!
deserve!the!same!consideration!that!motorized!vehicle!users!have!received.!!The!
segment!that!was!repaved!was!funded!from!the!residential!streets!portion!of!the!
bond!fund.!!!But!this!is!not!simply!a!residential!street!anymore!than!Broadway!
Boulevard!from!Alvernon!to!Swan!is.!!Third!Street!east!of!the!University!of!Arizona!
is!an!arterial!and!deserves!the!same!attention!that!all!the!other!arterials!receive.!
!
Sincerely,!
!
David!BachmanRWilliams,!
TPCBAC!president!
!



 
CC:!!Mr.!Daryl!Cole,!TDOT!Director!



Tucson-Pima Bicycle Advisory Committee

DRAFT
Thursday, August 13, 2015

Daryl Cole
201 North Stone
Tucson, Arizona 85701

Dear Mr. Cole,

I am writing to you today on behalf of the Tucson-Pima County Bicycle Advisory committee to urge you 
to consider developing a new policy to streamline safety and functionality enhancements along major 
bicycle corridors. We feel that the current process of local neighbor notification and approval is making 
relatively minor upgrades difficult or even impossible, and that a very small number of objecting citizens 
can derail traffic safety improvements that can benefit thousands of bicycling commuters.

This issue can be seen most clearly in the case of the Third Street and Treat intersection. TDOT traffic 
engineers with the city have attempted to improve the functionality for the majority of traffic on this very 
heavily used bicycle corridor by changing the intersection from a four-way stop to a 2-way stop as the 
automotive traffic at this intersection does not warrant the current four way stop. Along any arterial for 
cars, this would likely be a matter of engineers making an educated professional determination about 
safety or functionality improvements, then implementing the required changes. 

Because 3rd street is currently classified as a residential street, however, and because there is no specific 
policy in place for a “regional bicycle arterial” designation, the change must ratified through the a public 
review process intended for local neighborhoods streets, which involves ensuring a certain number of 
neighboring residents who have been notified do not protest. The practical effect is that TDOT staff 
members spend an inordinate amount of time working to convince a handful of nearby residents of the 
benefits of changes warranted by engineering standards.  Worse, just a few neighbors can effectively 
block safety and efficiency improvements that would benefit literally hundreds if not thousands of 
bicycle-riding citizens each day. 

We are asking you to consider creating a new policy for major bike routes and designated “bicycle 
arterials” (perhaps based on the Bicycle Boulevard Master Plan) that would streamline this process and 
allow TDOT staff to use engineering standards to make safety and functional improvements without 
having to go through the current neighborhood review process. We feel that making such a change would 
acknowledge the reality of certain streets serving many, many more residents than just those living along 
the corridors themselves, save a good deal of staff time, and result in better facilities throughout the city 
to serve citizens who choose to bicycle.



Thanks, as always, for your help in making the Tucson area safer and more attractive for residents who 
choose to bicycle.

Sincerely, 

Ian Johnson
Urban Core sub-committee chair

David Bachman-Williams
Chair, TPCBAC

cc: Michael Ortega, Tucson City Manager, Steve Kozachik, Ward 6 Council member



October 14, 2015

DRAFT
To: Ramon Valadez, Chair PAG Regional Council

Re: New restrictions on TAP funding

We, the Tucson-Pima County Bicycle Advisory Committee, are writing you today to 
express our deep concern and disagreement with a recent decision made by PAG/RTA 
staff regarding Transportation Alternatives Funding (TAP) funding. We feel that 
arbitrarily excluding programs from this funding and instead only allowing construction 
projects to apply is unfair, arbitrary, and not what the voters intended when approving the 
RTA in 2006.

Federal TAP funding is one of the few dedicated sources of funding for programs and 
improvements for biking and walking. It has historically been the primary source of 
funding for popular and successful programs such as Safe Routes to School — working 
with school children to teach them to how to use bicycling as a form of transportation, 
which improves their health, confidence, and sense of autonomy. These programs reach 
thousands of students throughout the region every year. Last year’s TAP funding provided 
funds to Safe Routes programs in both the City of Tucson and Pima County (both of 
which work with schools regionally), and also provided the initial funding for the City of 
Tucson’s future Bike Share program.

We understand that this decision to limit funding was made in an effort to speed 
completion of the promised projects in the RTA ballot language. But this money was not 
part of the sales tax, and it doesn’t follow that voters would have approved sweeping this 
funding based on this rationale. In no place in the ballot were voters asked “are you 
willing to sacrifice popular bicycle/pedestrian programs funded by scarce federal sources 
if our local sales tax falls short?” If staff feels there is a defensible and compelling 



rationale for this decision, then we feel they should have brought it to the Bicycle 
Pedestrian Subcommittee for an open and transparent debate.

We are aware of the decision made at Regional Council to use federal funds to backstop 
RTA shortfalls for road construction projects starting in 2019, and we appreciate that this 
was made in an open, public meeting. But this more recent decision regarding the TAP 
funds accelerates this timeline by several years earlier than anticipated, throwing local 
jurisdictions for a loop when planning their budgets for these valuable programs. 
Moreover, we feel the argument for prioritizing road construction projects based on the 
the RTA project list makes more sense than sweeping scarce federal bicycle and 
pedestrian funding.

Eliminating eligibility in this round of funding threatens the viability and sustainability of 
these programs. We also feel that allocating this amount of funding to construction 
projects provides far less benefit to the residents of Pima County than they would receive 
from the normal, flexible guidelines that were abruptly suspended last month by staff’s 
decision. We ask that you consider directing staff to remove these arbitrary restrictions 
and re-open the call for projects.

Thanks, as always, for your continuing efforts to make cycling a safe and attractive 
transportation option for Tucson residents.

Sincerely,

David Bachman-Williams,
TPCBAC Chair

CC: Farhad Moghimi, Executive Director PAG/RTA 
 Sam Sanford, Staff Liaison for PAG/RTA Bicycle Pedestrian Subcommittee



Wed,  Aug  19  2015  
FACILITIES  SUBCOMMITTEE  

OF  THE  TUCSON/PIMA  COUNTY  BICYCLE  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  
  

  
  
The  ​FACILITIES  SUBCOMMITTEE  ​will  conduct  a  meeting  at  ​6:00  P.M.,  Wed,  Aug  19th,  
2015  ​at  the  JOEL  VALDEZ  LIBRARY  at  101  N.  Stone  Avenue  in  the  Third  floor  Tucson  
conference  room  in  downtown  Tucson,  Arizona.  
  
AGENDA  
1.Call  to  Order  /  Roll  Call  /  Call  to  the  Public    Adam  Wade,  Andy  Bemis,  Brian  Beck,  Ken  
Shelor,  David  Bachman-­Williams,  Diahn  Sharwtz,  Matt  Zoll  
  
2.  Approval  of  Minutes  (July  2015)  Biran  moved  David  seconded  approval  of  minutes,  
Unanimous  approval  
  
3.  Update  and  Review  of  Projects    CDO  at  La  Cañada  the  underpass  multiuse  is  being  
installed.    Further  progress  is  waiting  for  the  hawk  that  is  being  planned  there.    It  is  being  
given  top  priority.    However,  optimistically  this  would  be  early  next  year.     
  
4.  10.5  foot  lane  study  David  moved,  Brian  seconded  that  we  write  a  letter  to  all  the  
jurisdictions  asking  that  they  create  a  policy  that  all  future  urban  lanes  be  10.5  foot  wide.  
This  would  apply  to  all  repaving/restriping  and  new  facilities.    Unanimously  passed.    We  
should  research  the  where  10  and  10.5  lanes  have  been  successful.    We  should  show  the  
safety  statistics  on  those  sections.    David  will  write  the  letter.    Matt  will  send  info  to  David.  
  
5.  Oro  Valley  Facilities  Letter    response    We  had  a  positive  response  on  the  multiuse  skip  
striping.    Adam  moved  Brian  seconded  that  we  write  the  next  letter  to  Mayor  and  Council  
of  Oro  Valley.    Adam  wants  to  show  more  photos  of  places  where  it  makes  all  the  sense  in  
the  world  to  put  bike  markings  (and  not  labeling  it  as  a  bike  lane).    Unanimously  passed.  
  
6.  Tanque  Verde  Road  overpass  updates  Diahn:    Trap  lanes:  the  standard  treatment  is  to  
have  a  zone  where  there  is  no  broken  or  continuous  stripe  for  cyclists.    The  cyclist  is  ‘on  
there  own’  to  get  from  the  right  of  the  trap  lane  to  the  left  of  the  trap  lane.    David  asked  if  it  
would  be  possible  to  eliminate  the  lane  that  becomes  the  trap  lane.    Diahn  says  this  would  
depend  on  a  volume  study.    Question:  Can  there  be  something  done  with  the  speed?  
Answer,  not  likely,  this  is  a  case  where  enforcement  would  be  a  better  answer  than  
engineering.    Matt  suggested  one  thing  that  could  be  done  would  be  to  have  a  longer  that  
50  foot  bike  lane  to  the  left.    The  idea  being  to  give  a  longer  shift  area.    Further  east  where  
there  is  a  maintenance  proMatt  said  that  the  project  manager  managed  to  have  some  
bicycle  space  during  construction.    Diahn  said  she  will  ask  Mr.  Cole  if  there  would  be  a  
possibility  of  assigning  some  staff  time  to  considering  getting  ride  of  the  lane  and  replacing  
it  with  a  simple  right  turn  lane  much  closer  to  the  intersection.    Counts  are  coming  up  in  the  
fall.    Hopefully  the  city  can  make  sure  that  the  counts  help  in  studying  this  issue.     



  
Eastbound  Tanque  Verde  at  Pio  Decimo:  Diahn  said  that  the  ‘quick  “kerb”  has  been  out  
there  a  long  time  and  is  probably  not  relocate-­able  due  to  age.    It  would  be  more  
expensive  to  replace  with  new.    Matt  asked  if  some  could  be  removed  leaving  a  wider  lane  
for  bicyclist  and  just  not  replace  it.    Diahn  said  she  would  look  at  it.    Matt  said  he  would  
look  into  the  county  paying  for  the  new  quick  “kerb”.    Brian  asked  if  we  could  ask  the  city  to  
remove  the  quick  kerb  on  the  Tanque  Verde  side.    We  agreed  that  we  recommend  to  the  
city  to  take  out  the  left  row  of  quick  ‘kerb’.    Brian  will  email  Diahn  about  this  suggestion.  
  
7.  Permissive  left  turns  There  is  a  state  level  group  that  is  going  to  recommend  that  all  
jurisdictions  in  the  state  stop  allowing  permissive  lefts.    When  that  comes  out  it  would  
make  sense  to  write  a  letter  as  the  BAC  supporting  it.    So  we  are  tabling  this  for  now.     
  
8.  Topics  for  future  agendas    Campbell  bridge  area.    We  still  like  connecting  bike  lanes  
from  north  of  River  to  the  Loop  on  Campbell.     
  
9.  Staff  Reports  and  Announcements    Harrison  road  Catalina  to  Sabino  HS  construction  
will  start  soon.    Manzanita  elementary  Safe  Routes  to  School  bids  came  in  too  high  so  it  
will  have  to  be  scaled  back.      Coronado  Middle  School  Safe  rousts  project  is  under  
construction.    Summit  View  Elementary  and  Old  Vail  Middle  School  projects  are  close  to  
completion.  
  
10.  Adjournment  7:41  
  
  



!

URBAN&CORE&FACILITIES&SUBCOMMITTEE&OF&THE&&
TUCSON/PIMA&COUNTY&BICYCLE&ADVISORY&COMMITTEE&

Tuesday,&August&18,&2015&

DRAFT!MEETING!MINUTES!

The&URBAN&CORE&FACILITIES&SUBCOMMITTEE!conducted!a!mee8ng!at&6:00&P.M.,&Tuesday,&August&18,&
2015!that!STARTED!at!the!intersec8on!of!Mountain!Ave.!and!Grant!Road.!
!!

1. Call!to!Order!/!Roll!Call!/!Call!to!the!Public! 
 
David!Bachman!Williams,!Ian!Johnson,!Ann!Chanecka,!Andy!Bemis,!James!McKenzie!

2. Intersec8on!Improvements!at!Mountain/Grant 
 
Lots!of!issues!at!this!intersec8on!—!on!north!side!the!poor!signage!and!lack!of!bollards!causes!
many!drivers!to!use!as!a!turn!lane!and!turn!on!red.!Worse,!they!oSen!will!veer!into!bike!lane!to!
go!around!cars!wai8ng!to!make!the!leS!turn.!On!south!side,!right!hooks!are!a!real!issue,!and!also!
some!drivers!pull!into!bike!box!while!queuing!to!make!rights.  
 
RSA!was!done;!recommenda8ons!included!adding!bollards!to!separate!the!bike!box!and!make!it!
impossible!to!drive!into,!also!causing!drivers!to!slow!down!when!making!the!right.!Also,!ensure!
that!both!north!and!south!side!of!intersec8on!are!handled!in!iden8cal!fashion. 
 
Bollards!had!been!placed!years!ago,!but!were!quickly!destroyed;!the!new!technology!is!much!
beXer!and!should!be!less!problema8c!from!a!maintenance!perspec8ve.  
 
Ann!laid!out!the!bollards!as!a!demo!to!see!how!it!would!work;!we!all!agreed!it!would!be!best!to!
cluster!them!a!bit!near!the!stop!bar,!then!space!them!out!further!back. 
 
Ann!will!work!with!Diahn!to!come!up!with!a!final!plan,!and!they!should!be!able!to!implement!
shortly.!

3. Approval!of!minutes!from!previous!mee8ngs  
 
Ian!moves,!David!seconds,!all!in!favor.!

4. Improving!pavement!on!3rd!street!from!Tucson!to!Country!Club!and!on!9th!from!4th!Ave.!to!
Campbell  



 
Issue!will!be!addressed!at!future!mee8ng.!

5. Storm!Grates!on!Grant!near!I^10 
 
Streets!has!resolved!this!issue,!and!will!provide!photographs.!

6. Gender!Ra8o!Bike!Count:! 
hXps://www.bicyclenetwork.com.au/general/for^government^and^business/3533/  
 
Issue!will!be!addressed!at!future!mee8ng.!

7. Staff/Member!Updates! 
 
Add!men8oned!work!on!the!Hifi!sidewalk!as!an!opportunity!to!get!a!beXer!bike!route!connec8ng!
the!firemen!to!the!bike!lane!down!the!sidewalk.!We’ll!need!to!look!at!this!soon.!

8. Topics,!Date!and!Loca8on!for!Next!Mee8ng!  
 
Next!mee8ng!is!september!15.!

9. Adjournment!!



URBAN&CORE&FACILITIES&SUBCOMMITTEE&OF&THE&TUCSON/PIMA&

COUNTY&BICYCLE&ADVISORY&COMMITTEE 

Tuesday,&September&22,&2015 

!The!URBAN&CORE&FACILITIES&SUBCOMMITTEE&conducted!a!meeting!
at!6:00&P.M.,&Tuesday,&September 22,&2015&that!was!held!at!Time!
Market,!444!E.!University!Blvd. 

AGENDA 

1. Call!to!Order!/!Roll!Call!/!Call!to!the!Public!!Present:!Ian!Johnson,!
Colby!Henly,!Ken!Shiler,!Andrew!Bemis,!Robin!Steinberg,!Ann!
Chanecka,!Kylie!Walsack,!Aaron!Lien!

2. Approval!of!minutes!from!previous!meetings!!David!moved,!Ian!
seconded!approval!of!the!August!18,!minutes.!Unanimous.!

3. Improving!pavement!on!3rd!street!from!Tucson!to!Country!Club!
and!on!9th!from!4th!Ave.!to!Campbell:!!Ian!suggested!we!write!a!
letter!to!the!Bond!Oversight!Commission,!cc!D.!Cole!explaining!
why!we!believe!this!needs!to!happen.!!There!is!no!money!so!it!
would!be!hard!to!find!a!source.!!David!moved!we!write!the!letter!
to!above!named!and!Mayor!and!council.!!Robin!seconded,!!
Unanimous!approval.!

4. Bike!boulevard!master!plan!update:!!Andy:!!where!we!are,!we!
have!identified!the!routes!and!priority!of!work.!!Prioritization!
method:!!network!generated!by!demand!model,!bicycle!
generators,!vulnerable!users,!current!bike!and!walking!rates.!!!
This!created!scores,!and!costs!factors!were!added.!!Ranking!of!
blvds!was!based!on!this.!!So!on!the!list!it!begins!with!those!done,!
in!pipeline,!those!with!funding!now!and!then!prioritized!after!
that.!!Then!the!map!was!checked!for!connectivity!and!it!was!
noticed!that!some!were!too!close!to!each!other.!!Example!Dodge!
and!Palo!Verde.!!Costs!listed!include!signage!and!traffic!calming,!
landscaping,!but!not!pavements.!!Ann!noted!that!intersections!



and!traffic!calming!are!the!expensive!parts.!!!David!cautioned!
that!not!considering!pavement!is!a!potential!problem.!!If!a!route!
has!horrible!pavement!it!could!make!it!marginally!useful!as!a!
bike!boulevard.!!Ann!acknowledged!that!that!is!important!but!is!
hoping!that!this!could!help!these!streets!to!make!it!to!the!
repavement!list!sooner.!!Ann!wants!to!do!a!presentation!to!the!
whole!BAC!in!November.!!!Ian!noted!that!El!Con!does!not!have!a!
first!or!second!round!BB.!!This!brought!in!to!question!whether!
commercial!destinations!deserved!different!treatment!than!the!
pedestrian!model!from!PAG!that!was!used.!!!Goal!is!to!get!this!
before!Mayor!and!Council!for!final!preliminary!and!final!
approval!sometime!soon.!

5. Broadway!Boulevard,!Euclid!to!downtown!discussion!!!Ann:!!
Noting!that!the!current!Arroyo!Chico!ends!on!Park!in!the!Lost!
barrio!and!that!there!is!a!lot!of!right!of!way!north!side!of!
Broadway!from!Park!to!Euclid,!therefore:!!think!about!a!two!way!
cycle!track!from!Park!to!the!Cadence.!!Also!considering!the!
remake!for!the!Aviation/Broadway!intersection!maybe!make!the!
cycle!track!can!be!diverted!to!join!the!Aviation!shared!use!path!
instead!of!having!the!cycle!track!continue!from!Aviation!to!
Euclid.!!This!would!probably!include!a!dedicated!bike!phase!in!
the!Broadway/Aviation!traffic!light.!!Ann!noted!that!the!design!
of!!aviation!to!Euclid!would!need!to!be!worked!out.!!There!was!
general!agreement!to!not!have!the!two!way!cycle!track!from!
Aviation!to!Euclid!and!have!the!alternate!route!instead.!!!

The!pork!chops!at!Broadway!and!Euclid!and!both!locations!at!
Broadway/Campbell:!!Problem!is!some!folks!are!concerned!
about!free!rights!at!these!locations.!!!David!noted!that!we!need!
to!keep!hearing!that!it!is!not!free!rights.!

6. Bike!share!station!locations:!!Ann:!!Been!given!the!notice!to!
move!to!next!stage!of!bike!share:!!Drafting!RFP!for!
manufacturer,!start!of!environmental!statements,!etc.!!Ann!
wants!us!to!look!at!the!phase!one!locations!and!give!feedback:!!



Technical!!group!gave!feedback!that!the!chosen!locations!were!
too!concentrated!on!the!streetcar.!!So!the!new!location!map!
spreads!out!more,!to!South!Tucson!on!south,!Country!Club!on!
east,!Silverbell!on!west!and!just!north!of!Grant!(Copper)!on!the!
north.!!!Ian!suggested!a!stronger!concentration!around!U!of!A.!!
robin!likes!it!more!spread!out.!!First!round!choices!were!
motivated!by!many!factors,!like!employment,!density,!etc.!!
Second!phase!locations!would!add!density!of!locations!more!
than!anything!else.!!If!some!private!entity!wants!to!sponsor!a!
location!for!phase!one!they!can!take!phase!two!locations.!!Ian!
wanted!to!know!whether!we!are!going!to!have!smart!lock.!!Ann!
said!there!is!a!preference!for!docking!stations!but!that!the!
option!to!smart!lock!instead.!!Colby!suggested!considering!9th!
and!Park!rather!than!8th!and!park,!and!an!additional!location!to!
the!east!in!Sam!Hughes.!!Andy!noted!that!low!stress!is!important!
but!destinations!are!more!important.!!Ann!says!we!will!have!the!
power!to!move!stations!around!since!they!will!be!hooked!to!
solar!power!which!is!much!more!mobile!than!tying!into!the!grid.!!
It!is!important!that!they!be!very!visible!so!people!are!more!likely!
to!use!them.!!Aiming!for!10,000!uses!per!year.!!!Compare!Salt!
Lake!City!which!has!11,500!per!year!now.!!Ian!also!noted!it!might!
be!good!to!have!another!station!on!4th!just!north!of!Speedway.!

7. New!RTA!restrictions!on!programs!with!TAP!funding:!!Ian!says!
that!TAP!is!federal!money!and!is!hard!to!use!for!infrastructure.!!
It!is!hard!to!spend!that!way.!!But!now!the!RTA!has!said!now!that!
it!cannot!be!used!for!program!money.!!For!instance!Safe!routes!
to!school!which!has!always!depended!on!this!would!now!not!be!
eligible.!!Because!of!the!trouble!with!spending!this!on!
infrastructure!fast!enough!and!the!importance!of!the!
programmatic!side!this!becomes!a!problem.!!Ian!moved!that!we!
write!a!letter!to!the!regional!council!protesting!the!imposed!
limitation!and!ask!that!it!be!reconsidered.!!David!seconded!it.!!
Passed!unanimously.!



8. Staff/Member!Updates!!!Church!Ave!(road!diet!and!separated!
bike!lanes)!design!is!well!underway.!!There!will!be!a!Open!house!
to!talk!about!it!Monday,!October!26.!!Important!that!people!get!
to!this!open!house.!!Location!to!be!determined.!

9. Topics,!Date!and!Location!for!Next!Meeting!!

10. Adjournment!!

!



!

651 North Swan Road 
Tucson, Arizona 85711 

October!6,!2015!

Board!of!Supervisors!
!
Honorable!Mayors!and!Council!Members!
!
Subject:))Vulnerable)User)Ordinance)
)
Dear Mayors, Council Members, and Supervisors,  

 
CASA, the Cycling Advocates of Southern Arizona, write to you with an urgent request regarding the 
safety of the members of our community on our roadways.   
 
Many people in our community use our public travel ways and right-of-ways that should have a better 
protection for their personal safety.  These are folks who are not in vehicles with metal and airbag 
protection.  They are our roadway workers, pedestrians, cyclists, disabled in wheel chairs and many 
others.  Sadly, the pedestrian and cyclist fatality rate has been increasing in our region. 
 
Nine States in the U.S. have already adopted vulnerable user laws: Oregon, Connecticut, Vermont, 
Delaware, Florida, Hawaii, Maine, Utah and Washington. 
 
The League of American Bicyclists in Washington D.C. has drafted a simple model vulnerable user 
ordinance / code that will help on a local level.  Attached as Exhibit 1. 
 
The incorporated local governments of Eastern Pima County have enjoyed the prestige of being a Gold 
Rated Bicycle Friendly Community and the only Gold level region in the U.S.A.  In February of 2016, 
that rating is due for renewal.  The Tucson – Pima County Bicycle Advisory Committee is working on 
the application.  One of the questions asks if we have any vulnerable user laws and the current answer is 
“no.”  CASA believes that the answer of “yes” will increase our ability to maintain that Gold statutes 
and possibly help elevate to a Platinum Rated Bicycle Friendly Community. 
 
Therefore, we urge you to adopt this vulnerable user law.  To the Pima County Board of Supervisors, 
City of Tucson, City of South Tucson, Town of Marana, Town of Oro Valley, and Town of Sahuarita – 
we ask that you create an agenda item for an upcoming Council and Board meeting to review and vote 
for adoption of the attached proposed ordinance / code. 
 
As always, thank you for your concern and if you have any questions or concerns, please feel free to 
contact us. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Wayne Cullop, CASA Chair 
(520) 977-3018 



Exhibit!1!

INFLICTION)OF)SERIOUS)INJURY)OR)DEATH)TO)VULNERABLE)ROAD)USERS)
!
Section!1:!As!used!herein,!the!term!“vulnerable!road!user”!includes:!
!
(a)!a!pedestrian,!including!those!persons!actually!engaged!in!work!upon!a!highway,!or!in!work!upon!utility!
facilities!along!a!highway,!or!engaged!in!the!provision!of!emergency!services!within!the!rightLofLway;!or!
(b)!a!person!riding!or!leading!an!animal;!or!
(c)!a!child!under!the!age!of!15;!or!
(d)!a!person!lawfully!operating!or!riding!any!of!the!following!on!a!public!rightLofLway,!crosswalk,!or!shoulder!of!
the!highway!or!sidewalk:!
!
!!!!A!bicycle,!tricycle,!or!other!pedalLpowered!vehicles;!
!!!!A!farm!tractor!or!similar!vehicle!designed!primarily!for!farm!use;!
!!!!A!skateboard;!
!!!!Roller!skates;!
!!!!InLline!skates;!
!!!!A!scooter;!
!!!!A!moped;!
!!!!A!motorcycle;!
!!!!An!animalLdrawn!wheeled!vehicle,!or!farm!equipment,!or!sled;!
!!!!An!electric!personal!assistive!mobility!device;!!
!!!!A!wheelchair;!or!
!!!!A!play!device.!
!
Section!2:!
!
A!person!who!operates!a!motor!vehicle!in!a!careless!or!distracted!manner!or![commits!an!existing!violation!
under!state!law]!and!causes!serious!physical!injury!or!death!to!a!vulnerable!road!user!shall!be!guilty!of!infliction!
of!serious!physical!injury!or!death!to!a!vulnerable!road!user.!
!
Section!3:!
!
A!person!issued!a!citation!under!this!section!shall!be!required!to!attend!a!hearing!before!a!court!of!appropriate!
jurisdiction.!
!
Section!4:!
!
A!person!found!to!have!committed!an!offense!under!this!statute!shall!be!required!to!either:!
!
(a)!!!have!his!or!her!driving!privileged!suspended!for!a!period!of!no!less!than!6!months;!and!one!or!more!of!the!
following:!
(1)!pay!a!monetary!penalty!of!not!more!than!$2,000!(Two!Thousand)!dollars;!and/or!
(2)!serve!a!period!of!incarceration!which!may!not!exceed!thirty!days;!and/or!
(3)!participate!in!a!motor!vehicle!accident!prevention!course;!and/or!
(4)!perform!community!service!for!a!number!of!hours!to!be!determined!by!the!court,!which!may!not!exceed!two!
hundred!hours.!
!
(b)!![Receive!a!penalty!equivalent!to!or!greater!than!the!state’s!A.R.S.!28L672,!675,!676]. 



Arizona approved for first border-to-border interstate for bicycles 

Posted: Oct 09, 2015 8:12 AM MST Updated: Oct 09, 2015 1:48 PM MST  
By Ashley Schauble 
Connect 
 

  

(Source: American Association of State Highway and 
Transportation) 
PHOENIX (KPHO/KTVK) -  

The first U.S. bicycle route that will run through Arizona from border to border has been approved. 

The American Association of State Highway and Transportation officials gave an application submitted by 
the Arizona Department of Transportation a thumbs up. 

It connects a national system of bike routes. 

U.S. Bicycle Route 90 is a designated 573-mile-long route that runs along existing state highways, local 
streets and shared-use paths, so building a new infrastructure is not necessary. 

It begins along Interstate 10 at the California state line and runs through Phoenix and Tucson, to end along 
State Route 80 at the New Mexico state line. 

U.S. Bicycle Route 90 winds through many of Arizona's historic, cultural and tourist destinations, such as 
Bisbee, Tombstone, the San Pedro Riparian National Conservation Area and Saguaro National Park. 
Bicyclists are able to tour the sprawling cities and small towns of the Grand Canyon State with mountains 
and cacti in viewall diverse attractions that offer something for everyone and can be accessed on two 
wheels. 

"This route directs bicyclists along a combination of comfortable bikeways through a scenic Arizona 
landscape," said Michael Sanders, ADOT's bicycle and pedestrian program coordinator. "Arizona is 
considered a destination state when it comes to experiencing it by bike. Our state's ideal weather, new 
infrastructure and numerous bicycling events continue to lure cyclists from all over the country and around 
the world to experience riding through Arizona's scenic backdrops. This new intrastate bike route makes it 
all that much easier for cyclists to tour our state from one border to the other." 

The ADOT Multimodal Planning Division led the effort for the application process for U.S. Bicycle Route 
90, a process that required the input and involvement of stakeholders, local and state agencies, and bicycle 
advocacy groups. In order for Arizona's bicycle route to move forward, it required the concurrence of all 
local entities that it passes through. Maps and turn-by-turn directions were also submitted with the 
application to AASHTO. 



The designation of U.S. Bicycle Route 90 does not involve building new infrastructure, as the route follows 
existing state highways and local streets and paths.  

AASHTO and Adventure Cycling Association are the two main agencies leading the national effort for the 
U.S. Bicycle Route system. AASHTO's Special Committee on U.S. Route Numbering most recently 
approved 2,141 miles of new U.S. Bicycle Routes in five states: USBR 90 in Arizona, USBR 7 in Vermont, 
USBR 21 in Georgia, USBR 35, 36 and 50 in Indiana, and USBR 76 in Kansas. The U.S. Bicycle Route 
System now encompasses 11,053 miles of routes in a total of 23 states and the District of Columbia.   

Adventure Cycling Association has developed detailed maps and other information about Arizona's route 
and the rest of the route system to support bicyclists as they ride across Arizona and the rest of the states. 
For more information, visit adventurecycling.org. A map of the U.S. Bicycle Route System can be found 
here: 
www.adventurecycling.org/default/assets/File/Media/PressRelease2016/CorridorPlan_15_10%20(1).pdf 

For more information on ADOT's Bicycle and Pedestrian Program, visit azbikeped.org.  

 
Read more: http://www.kpho.com/story/30225388/arizona-approved-for-first-border-to-border-interstate-
for-bicycles#ixzz3oGgpQeDC 
!



Here$is$a$great$clip$on$protected$intersections.$$The$basic$idea$is$how$to$have$streets$
with$protected$cycle$tracks$cross$in$such$a$way$as$to$make$the$cyclists$feel$as$safe$in$
the$intersections$as$they$feel$in$the$protected$cycle$tracks$themselves.$
$
http://hereandnow.wbur.org/2015/09/30/protectedCintersectionCbicycles.$



From:&Hollie&Chlup&(hchlup@amphi.com)&[mailto:mailer@mail2.clubexpress.com]&
Sent:&Wednesday,&September&16,&2015&6:30&PM&
To:&president@bikegaba.org&
Subject:&Bicyclist&not&following&the&rules&of&the&road&
&
Message&from&the&website&contact&page&P&From:&Hollie&Chlup&(hchlup@amphi.com)&
&
Dear&Mr&Post,&
I&am&the&Safety&Coordinator&for&Amphi&Transportation&Dept&and&we&have&very&
difficult&time&with&cyclist&running&our&stop&arms&when&we&are&stopped&picking&up&
and&dropping&off&students.&Our&District&is&spread&over&Tucson,&Pima&County&and&Oro&
Valley.&And&already&since&school&started&we&have&had&Oro&Valley&PD&following&our&
buses&because&the&cyclists&refuse&to&stop&when&we&put&our&stop&arms&out&and&we&
have&a&several&incidences&where&the&cyclists&have&come&up&on&the&right&side&of&the&
bus&and&if&not&for&quick&action&by&our&driver&to&stop&the&students&there&could&have&
been&a&serious&accident.&
&
My&condolences&go&out&to&the&gentleman&that&was&killed,&but&by&the&description&of&
the&incident&it&was&cyclist&being&impatient&that&caused&the&accident.&
The&cycling&community&ask&motorist&to&be&aware&of&them&and&follow&all&road&rules&to&
keep&them&safe.&Them&I&as&a&motorist,&who&also&drives&children&to&school&ask&that&
they&do&the&same.&
A&bus&with&flashing&lights&and&a&stop&arm&extended&means&you&stop,&two,&four&even&
18&wheelers.&
&
I&thank&you&in&advance&for&anything&you&might&be&able&to&do&to&being&a&solution&to&
what&we&already&know&is&a&deadly&problem.&
&
Sincerely,&
Hollie&Chlup&
Safety&Coordinator&
Amphitheater&School&District&
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TODD LITMAN's blogBLOG POST

Responding to Bike Improvement Skeptics

Blogger

Monday, October 12, 2015 - 9:00am PDT by TODD LITMAN

Transportation

According to my analysis, bicycling is the most cost-effective travel
mode for many trips; that is, its total costs, including vehicle and
fuel (yum!) expenses, road and parking facility costs, health impacts
(accident risk offset by physical fitness benefits), and environmental
damages are lower per mile travelled than driving and walking, as
illustrated in the following graph.

Comparing Total Costs of Car, Bike and Pedestrian Travel
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Of course, these costs vary depending on preferences and conditions: some people

spend far more on their bikes and shoes than required for functional purposes, some

cyclists and pedestrians are safer or faster than others, and because travel time is

such a large portion of active transport costs, their total costs are highly affected by the

value assigned this time. Walking and cycling are costly for people who dislike using

those modes, but for people who enjoy these activities or appreciate their health

benefits, so time spent walking and cycling substitutes for special time that must be

spent exercising, walking and cycling can be very cost effective.

Cycling cannot serve all travelers or travel, but in communities that support it with

suitable facilities, it can serve 5-15 percent of total trips  (reported mode share data

often only reflect commute trips, which is useful for comparisons but tends to

significantly undercount cycling trips since cycling is particularly common for errands

and social trips) and allows many households to reduce their vehicle ownership, which

provides a cascade of additional savings and benefits. There is evidence of significant

latent demand: where cycling conditions are improved, people tend to cycle more for

both recreation and transportation. 
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A good case study is Davis, California. In the 1960s, a progressive city council
established the city's bike program that included some of the first North American
bicycle lanes and other innovative treatments. Today, Davis has over 50 miles of on-
street bike lanes and over 50 miles of off-street bike paths. According to the FHWA’s
Highway Statistics Report, it also has one of the lowest vehicle miles travelled per
capita (15.1 average daily VMT, about half the U.S. average), plus very low traffic
fatality rates (about 2.5 deaths per 100,000 residents, about a quarter of the U.S.
overall). Of course, when Davis city councillors initially voted for significant cycling
improvements, they had no economic analysis to justify their investments; they
understood intuitively that cycling provides savings and benefits, and so is a worth
investment.

Not everybody agrees. Despite numerous successful examples, bicycle facilities are
often controversial, particularly when existing road space (such as parking lanes) is
converted into bike lanes. The debates are often emotional rather than rational. Critics
argue that bike lanes are part of a "war on cars." Let there be peace!  Motorists benefit
from improved cycling conditions and other complete streets  policies that reduce traffic
and parking congestion, increased safety, and reduced chauffeuring burdens.

The New York region's Tri-State Transportation Campaign recently posted  good
examples of bike lane criticisms. These critics are often their own enemies—some of
their comments seem foolish, but it is important to respond with solid arguments and
data. Below are some good sources of information on the economic value of cycling
improvements.

"The Complete Business Case for Converting Street Parking Into Bike Lanes
An Annotated, Chart-Filled Review Of 12 Studies From Around The World," City Lab.
This terrific column by Eric Jaffe summarizes various studies of the local economic
benefits of bike lanes.

Bikenomics: Measuring the Economic Impact of Bicycle Facilities on Neighborhood
Business Districts. This thesis by University of Washington student Kyle Rowe includes
a comprehensive review of research on bicycle facility impacts on local economic
activity, and used retail sales data (based on sales tax receipts) to analyze the impacts
that development of bike lanes, and the resulting loss of some on-street parking
spaces, had on local business districts in Seattle, Washington neighborhoods. The
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results indicated substantial (up to 400%) increases in sales volumes after bicycle lane
installation.

300 South Progress Report: Broadway Protected Bike Lane, Salt Lake City Department
of Transportation. This downtown Salt Lake City street was transformed in 2014 with
the addition of a protected bike lane, median islands, pedestrian crossings, planters,
artwork and colored pavements. Data reported to the Utah State Tax Commission by
businesses along that roadway indicate that Gross Receipts on 300 South increased by
8.79 percent from pre-project to post-project, based on the first six months of 2013
compared to 2015.  

Good For Busine$$ - The Benefits Of Making Streets More Walking And Cycling
Friendly, Heart Foundation South Australia. This study evaluated the local economic
impacts of commercial street walking and cycling improvements. It found that
streetscape enhancements that improve walking and cycling conditions tend to increase
property values and rents, attract new businesses, and increase local economic activity.
The analysis indicates that bicycle parking tends to provide much more retail spending
than the same space devoted to car parking, and that a larger proportion of retail
expenditure comes from local residents and workers, many of whom walk or bicycle,
than car-borne customers.

"Bikes Mean Business: Building A Great Cycling (And Walking) City," Greater Victoria
Cycling Coalition. This survey found that only 23 percent of downtown Victoria
customers arrived by automobile, compared with 31 percent who walked, 26 percent
who took public transit, and 17 percent who biked, and motorist tend to spend less per
month than shoppers who arrive by other modes.

Neighborhood Business District Access Intercept Survey, Seattle Department of
Transportation. The Seattle Department of Transportation and Office of Economic
Development partnered with neighborhood businesses to conduct a survey of
customers. Approximately 1,400 intercept surveys were completed   in six commercial
neighborhoods districts throughout the City (Admiral, Ballard, Capitol Hill, Columbia
City, Fremont and Othello). It found that:

Most residents (61 percent) either walk or take transit to get to neighborhood
districts
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Most residents identified their local neighborhood district as their primary

neighborhood for shopping and dining

Convenience is the top reason for choosing a particular mode of travel

Discretionary activities (dining/socializing rather than grocery shopping) make up a

significant amount of visits

Rethinking Streets: An Evidence-Based Guide to 25 Complete Street Transformations,

University of Oregon's Sustainable Cities Initiative. This is an attractive and information-

rich document concerning the impacts and benefits of several street projects.

Reallocation of Road Space, Research Report 530, NZ Transport Agency

Neighborhood Business District Access Intercept Survey. This comprehensive study

describes many examples of commercial districts that experienced increased economic

activity after the implementation complete streets planning.

What have I overlooked? Please let me know if you have other good evidence of active

transportation economic benefits.

Todd Litman is the executive director of the Victoria Transport Policy Institute.
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