Tempe

PUBLIC MEETING AGENDA
Transportation Commission

MEETING DATE
Tuesday, June 9, 2026 at 7:30 a.m.

MEETING LOCATIONS
Microsoft Teams

Join the meeting now

Meeting ID: 292 972 337 589 46
Passcode: cP9hi7nm

Dial in by phone

+1 480-498-8745..433440979# United States, Phoenix

Find a local number
Phone conference ID: 433 440 979#

In Person

200 E. Fifth Street, 2™ floor
Don Cassano Community Room
Tempe, AZ 85281

ACTION or
AGENDA ITEM PRESENTER INEFORMATION
1. Public Appearances Dawn Hocking, Information
The Commission welcomes public comment. Commission Chair
There is a three-minute time limit per citizen.
2. Approval of Meeting Minutes Dawn Hocking, Action

The Commission will be asked to approve meeting
minutes from the April 28, 2026 and May 12,
2026 meetings.

Commission Chair

3. Tempe’s Parking Ordinance
A final draft of the ordinance will be presented.

Michelle Dahlke,
Community Development

Information and
Possible Action

4. College Ave Traffic Calming Update

Staff will provide traffic speed and volume data as
reported after installation of speed cushions
along the corridor.

Cory Steele, Transportation
and Sustainability Department

Information and
Possible Action

5. City Traffic Calming Device and Tool Requests
A presentation will be made regarding the City’s
process for installing speed cushions and other
traffic calming devices and tools.

Cory Steele, Transportation
and Sustainability Department

Information and
Possible Action

6. Department & Regional Transportation
Updates

Transportation and
Sustainability Department

Information



https://teams.microsoft.com/meet/29297233758946?p=VUM8il2Z6Av63LiTD3
tel:+14804988745,,433440979
https://dialin.teams.microsoft.com/ac234527-241c-4b52-9ff3-f6356640720e?id=433440979

Staff and Commission members will provide
information on relevant meetings and events.

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

Dawn Hocking,
Commission Chair

Information and
Possible Action

According to the Arizona Open Meeting Law, the Transportation Commission may only discuss matters
listed on the agenda. The City of Tempe endeavors to make all public meetings accessible to persons with
disabilities. With 48 hours advance notice, special assistance is available at public meetings for sight
and/or hearing-impaired persons. Please call 350-2775 (voice) or 350-8400 (TDD) to request an

accommodation to participate in a public meeting.




Minutes

City of Tempe Meeting of the Transportation Commission

April 28, 2026

Tempe

Minutes of the meeting of Tempe Transportation Commission held on Tuesday, April 28, 2026, at 7:30 a.m. via Teams and at the
Tempe Transportation Center located at 200 E. Fifth Street, Tempe AZ 85281.

Members Present
David Sokolowski
Amanda Nelson
Roy Peterson
Anthony Strait
Kelsey Files
Samuel Thiele
Dawn Hocking

(MEMBERS) Absent:
Mark Richwine

City Staff Present:

Lisette Camacho, Deputy City Manager

Eric Iwersen, Transportation & Sustainability Director
Riley DeGroot, Transportation Maintenance Manager
Cathy Hollow, Principal Civil Engineer

Lindsay Post, Senior Transportation Planner
Michelle Beckely, Senior Civil Engineer

Mitchell Willard, Transportation Planner

Alex Phillips, Transportation Planner

Sue Taaffe, Admin

Guests Present:
John Federico
Katie Boligitz

Sasha Pachito
Chris Watts
Jacob Cox
Kendra Flory
Stevie Milne
Andrea Chalmers
Claire Lauer

Robert Baer, Municipal Budget Director

Shauna Warner, Neighborhood Services Director
Shelly Seyler, Deputy Transportation & Sustainability
Director

Chase Walman, Principal Transportation Planner
Sam Stevenson, Transit Manager

Morgan Kennedy, Neighborhood & Community
Engagement Specialist

Carla Sidi, Management Assistant

Commissioner Dawn Hocking called the meeting to order at 7:31 a.m.



Agenda Item 1 - Public Appearances
Katie Boligitz spoke on behalf of TBAG in support of agenda item # 3, proposed reduction of speed limits.

Agenda Item 2 - Transit Tax
Lisettee Camacho and Robert Baer made a presentation about the proposal to advance a .1% tax increase to voters in November
2026. Topics included:
o Strategies for Financial Stability to Replace State Legislative Revenue Loss
State Legislative Revenue Losses
Transit Fund Operating Cost
Potential Transit Fund Scenario
2025 Community and Business Surveys
Funding
Proposed Sales Tax Increase
Food for Home Consumption (Food Tax)
Timeline

Discussion included
e Survey results
Public involvement process
Streetcar budget and funding
Smith Road and other bicycle and pedestrian project costs
Prop 479 funding
1% sales tax increase revenue
Definition of “muti-modal”
1996 Transit Tax ballot language
Rental tax
Bus operations cost increases
Publicity pamphlet
Ballot initiative public education
Budget deficit
2% sales tax increase proposal
Deferment of tax increase until 2028
Parking studies
Proposal to include maintaining and operating current services
Efficiency in service, i.e., Express Bus
Valley Metro Bus Network Redesign

A motion was made to support the proposed transit tax increase with updated ballot language to define multimodal, including
pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure.

Motion: Commissioner Dawn Hocking
Second: Commissioner Anthony Strait



Decision: Approved by Commissioners

Dawn Hocking Kelsey Files
Kendra Flory Samuel Thiele
Andrea Chalmers Chris Watts
Anthony Strait

Nay:

David Sokolowski Roy Peterson
Claire Lauer Stevie Milne
Abstained:

Jacob Cox Amanda Nelson

Motion did not pass.

NOTE: It was determined that three Commissioners (Roy Peterson, Stevie Milne and Claire Lauer), intended to vote in favor of
Motion 1 on Agenda ltem #2. Subsequently another meeting was scheduled for April 30 for a revote.

A motion was made to delay the proposed transit tax increase election until 2028.

Motion: Commissioner David Sokolowski
Second: Commissioner Amanda Nelson

Decision: Approved by Commissioners
Amanda Nelson David Sokolowski
Roy Peterson

Nay:

Dawn Hocking Kelsey Files
Kendra Flory Samuel Thiele
Andrea Chalmers Chris Watts
Anthony Strait Claire Lauer
Abstained:

Jacob Cox Stevie Milne

Motion did not pass.

Agenda Item 3 — Speed Limits

Eric lwersen provided an update of the final speed limit reduction proposal along specific corridors. Topics included:
» Reason for proposal
o City Council Priorities
* Proposed Speed Limit Changes

McKellips Road

Miller Road

Veterans Way/Fifth Street

Broadway Road

Roosevelt Street




= Priest Drive
= Guadalupe Road
Outreach and Public Engagement
Survey Responses
Data Considerations
Example: 5th St/Veterans Way Characteristics
Crash Data

Discussion included when the last time speed limits were adjusted in Tempe in 2024.

A motion was made to support the proposed speed limit reductions.

Motion: Commissioner Amanda Nelson
Second: Commissioner Kendra Flory

Decision: Approved by Commissioners

Amanda Nelson Claire Lauer

Roy Peterson Stevie Milne
Anthony Strait David Sokolowski
Kendra Flory Kelsey Files
Andrea Chalmers Chris Watts
Samuel Thiele

Motion passes.

Agenda Item 4 — Department & Regional Transportation Updates

None

Agenda Item 5 — Future Agenda ltems

The following future agenda items have been previously identified by the Commission or staff:

May 12
o Prop 479 - Maggie Wong, MAG
o Bike Hero
June 9
o College Ave Traffic Calming Update (including results from the speed cushion installation)
o City Speed Cushion Process/Traffic Calming Tools
July 14
August 11
o Tempe Transportation Plan 2050
September 8
October 13
o Tempe Transportation Plan 2050
November 10
o Annual Report
o Tempe Transportation Plan 2050



o December 8
o Commission Business — acknowledge outgoing commissioners
o Transit Survey Results — WestGroup Research

e January 12
o Commission Business — elect Chair and Vice Chair and welcome new commissioners
o February 9

e March9
e TBD: 5" and Mill Crosswalk Update

The next meeting is scheduled for May 12, 2026. The meeting was adjourned at 9:06 a.m.

Prepared by: Sue Taaffe
Reviewed by: Shely Seyler



Minutes

City of Tempe Meeting of the Transportation Commission

May 12, 2026

Tempe

Minutes of the meeting of the Tempe Transportation Commission held on Tuesday, May 12, 2026, at 7:30 a.m. via Teams and at
the Tempe Transportation Center located at 200 E. Fifth Street, Tempe AZ 85281.

Members’ Present
Jacob Cox

Kelsey Files
Kendra Flory

Dawn Hocking
Claire Lauer

Stevie Milne
Amanda Nelson

Members’ Absent:
Sasha Pachito
Andrea Chalmers

City Staff Present:

Eric Iwersen, Transportation & Sustainability Director
Shauna Warner, Neighborhood Services Director
Riley DeGroot, Transportation Maintenance Manager
Cathy Hollow, Principal Civil Engineer

Greg Bacon, Lieutenant

Brianne Fisher, Sustainability Division Manager
Emily DelRoss, Principal Planner

Mary Kate Nacke, Public Information Officer

Brendan Wagner, Transportation Planner

Sue Taaffe, Admin

Guests Present
Kate Boligitz

John Federico
Patrick Stone, MAG
Mike James, CivTech

Roy Peterson
David Sokolowski
Anthony Strait
Samuel Thiele
Chris Watts

Mark Richwine

Robert Baer, Municipal Budget Director

Shelly Seyler, Deputy Transportation & Sustainability
Director

Chase Walman, Principal Transportation Planner
Sam Stevenson, Transit Manager

Morgan Kennedy, Neighborhood & Community
Engagement Specialist

Mitchell Willard, Transportation Planner

Kevin DiDomenico, Budget & Finance Analyst



Julie Cameron
Rachel Andrews, MAG

Commissioner Dawn Hocking called the meeting to order at 7:31 a.m.

Agenda Item 1 — Public Appearances
None

Agenda Item 2 — Approval of Meeting Minutes
Dawn Hocking introduced the minutes of the April 14, 2026 meeting of the Transportation Commission and asked for a motion for
approval.

Motion: Commissioner Kelsey Files
Second: Commissioner Amanda Nelson

Decision: Approved by Commissioners

Jacob Cox Roy Peterson
Kelsey Files David Sokolowski
Kendra Flory Anthony Strait
Dawn Hocking Samuel Thiele
Claire Lauer Chris Watts
Stevie Milne Mark Richwine

Amanda Nelson

Dawn Hocking introduced the minutes of the April 30, 2026 meeting of the Transportation Commission and asked for a motion for
approval.

Motion: Commissioner Sam Thiele
Second: Commissioner Jacob Cox seconded with the following amendment:

Deputy City Manager Lisette Camacho addressed the Commission following the vote noting that the recent (April 28) Transportation
Commission Meeting discussion and two failed motions was shared with the City Council and caused some concern and she
encouraged the Commission to apologize and make amends to Council and staff and that if they were in favor of the initiative

to attend the Council meeting and speak to the Council.

Decision: Approved by Commissioners

Jacob Cox Roy Peterson
Kelsey Files David Sokolowski
Kendra Flory Anthony Strait
Dawn Hocking Samuel Thiele
Claire Lauer Chris Watts
Stevie Milne Mark Richwine

Amanda Nelson

Commissioners Cox stated that he did not appreciate the Commissioners being bullied and coerced at the April 30 meeting. He
believes that the public comment was solicited and the closing comments made by Deputy City Manager Lisette Camacho were
inappropriate. He also expressed concerns with the roll out of this process and questioned the purpose and values of the
Commission. Commissioner Milne agreed with Commissioner Cox’s statements.

Commissioner Nelson stated that the Commissioners all support public transportation and that there were varying reasons for
dissent at the April 28 Commission meeting including funding and intent.



Commissioner Sokolowski reiterated that the purpose of the Commission is to be an independent voice, not to be pressured into
making recommendations.

Agenda Item 3 — Proposition 479 Update
Patrick Stone with the Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) provided an update on Proposition 479. Topics included:
» Background
o 40-year legacy of regional transportation investments
« Regional transportation network: Pre-1986
* Regional transportation network: Proposition 300 (1986 — 2005)
* Regional transportation network: Proposition 400 (2006 — 2025)
Investment Plan Overview
Project Implementation
Study Schedule
Freeway Overview
Prop 479 Arterial Overview
Prop 479 Transit Overview
Budget
Next Steps

Discussion included the widening of Rural Road Bridge at Salt River, rail and bus investment, legislative involvement in ballot
language, locally funded financial match, bus rapid transit, jurisdictional equity, performance-based model, and regional and
federal funding.

Agenda Item 4 - Budget Update
Robert Baer provided a budget update related to Transportation. Topics included:
e Transit Fund

o Operating
o Forecast

e Transportation Fund
o Operating
o Forecast

o Capital Improvement Program

Discussion included highway user revenue funds (HURF), pavement preservation, Tempe’s daytime population and pass through
city status, what other cities are doing to address HURF shortfall, and transit investment.

Agenda Item 5 — Bike Hero
Commissioners were provided with the list of Bike Hero nominations for 2026.

A motion was made to select Nancy Puffer as the 2026 Bike Hero.

Motion: Commissioner Amanda Nelson
Second: Commissioner Sam Thiele



Decision: Approved by Commissioners

Jacob Cox Roy Peterson
Kelsey Files David Sokolowski
Kendra Flory Anthony Strait
Dawn Hocking Samuel Thiele
Claire Lauer Chris Watts
Stevie Milne Mark Richwine

Amanda Nelson

Agenda Item 6 — Department & Regional Transportation Updates
This agenda item was skipped.

Agenda ltem 7 — Future Agenda ltems

Commissioner Nelson requested that the Commission receive a budget update twice a year. Commissioner Sokolowski
expressed his concerns that the Commission is not voting on enough topics but instead getting information only. Specifically, he
asked how Commissioner opinions are communicated to the City Council.

Commissioners Files asked how agenda items are determined including timing and how Commissioners can assist in the process
including working with ASU.

The following future agenda items have been previously identified by the Commission or staff:
e June9
o College Ave Traffic Calming Update (including results from the speed cushion installation)
o City Speed Cushion Process/Traffic Calming Tools
o July 14
o August 11
o Tempe Transportation Plan 2050
e September8
e October 13
o Tempe Transportation Plan 2050
o November 10
o Annual Report
o Tempe Transportation Plan 2050
o December 8
o Commission Business — acknowledge outgoing commissioners
o Transit Survey Results — WestGroup Research
e January 12
o Commission Business — elect Chair and Vice Chair and welcome new commissioners
February 9
March 9
April 13
May 11
TBD: 5% and Mill Crosswalk Update

The next meeting is scheduled for June 9, 2026. The July 14 meeting has been cancelled. The meeting was adjourned at 9:08
a.m.

Prepared by: Sue Taaffe
Reviewed by: Shelly Seyler



Transportation Overlay District (TOD) - Proposed
Zoning and Development Code Text Amendment

June 9, 2026
Transportation Commission

Wl

Tempe




Agenda

= Overview of Proposed Changes to the Zoning and
Development Code

= Parking Comparisons and Examples
* Project Timeline
= Question & Answer



City Center District/Downtown

Per Section 4-607 of the ZDC (Downtown
Parking Standards), the CC district shall be
exempt from the TOD Reductions of
Minimum Parking Requirements.

N CORmE
Mill Avenu@g

i T The proposed reductions to the TOD
cCy minimum parking requirements do not

include the TOD areas of the CC district
in accordance with Section 4-607.




Section 5-602 (Boundaries)

B. Properties are within a station area if any portion of the parcel or development is:

1. Adjacent to a public right-of-way located within eight hundred (800) linear feet of a light rail
station platform, measured along the center of any public right of way and including only properties
adjacent to the public right-of-way.

C. THERE ARE SEVEN (7) STATION AREAS LOCATED WITHIN THE TRANSPORTATION

OVERLAY DISTRICT:

1.

MILL AVENUE AND THIRD STREET;

. VETERANS WAY AND COLLEGE AVENUE;

. UNIVERSITY DRIVE AND RURAL ROAD;

. DORSEY LANE AND APACHE BOULEVARD;

. MCCLINTOCK DRIVE AND APACHE BOULEVARD;

o o [» [0 |

SMITH-MARTIN AND APACHE BOULEVARD; AND

7.

PRICE-101 AND APACHE BOULEVARD.

C. D. If any portion of a property falls within the boundaries established above, the balance of the
property shall comply with these standards. For the purposes of determining development standard
within the District, any property not within a station area is referred to as being in the corridor.
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Section 5-603 (Applicability)

C. Amendments:

Zoning map amendments for a property that results in changes to zoning districts that are currently exempt
from the Overlay, will require an amendment to this Overlay, in order to include the property.

Subdivision plat amendments for a property that is within, or adjacent to, the Overlay will require an
amendment to this Overly OVERLAY to either include or exclude the property, depending on whether the
new parcels are inside or outside of the defined boundaries of the Overlay.

A property that is outside the overlay district may be added to the overlay if it is adjacent to a
property, OR A PROPERTY SEPARATED BY A PUBLIC STREET OR ALLEY, that is within the
boundaries of the overlay, AND WITHIN 800 FEET OF THE CENTERLINE FOR AREAS WITHIN A
FUTURE STREETCAR ALIGNMENT. The property owner must obtain a zoning map amendment
pursuant to section 6-304 zoning map amendments and code text amendments.



https://library.municode.com/az/tempe/codes/zoning_and_development_code?nodeId=ZONING_DEVELOPMENT_CODE_PT6_APREPR_CH3_AP_S6-304ZOMAAMINOVDICOTEAM
https://library.municode.com/az/tempe/codes/zoning_and_development_code?nodeId=ZONING_DEVELOPMENT_CODE_PT6_APREPR_CH3_AP_S6-304ZOMAAMINOVDICOTEAM
https://library.municode.com/az/tempe/codes/zoning_and_development_code?nodeId=ZONING_DEVELOPMENT_CODE_PT6_APREPR_CH3_AP_S6-304ZOMAAMINOVDICOTEAM

Section 5-612 (Pedestrian Oriented
Design Standards)

A. Purpose. Since all trips begin and end as pedestrian trips, the quality of the pedestrian environment and the nature of the pedestrian
linkages between land uses and transportation modes play a large role in the success of this multi-modal transportation system. {The
purpose of this section is to require a quality of urban design that attracts and encourages pedestrian activity, creates a safe, accessible,
comfortable and pleasant environment for people and minimizes conflicts between vehicles and pedestrians.




Section 5-612 (Pedestrian Oriented
DeS|gn Standards)

M.J. Sidewalk Standards. Public sidewalks within the Transportation Overlay
District shall have a minimum width of eight (8) feet, unobstructed by light poles,
parking meters, street furniture, plant materials, fences, fire hydrants, or other
obstructions. EXCEPTIONS MAY BE MADE ON NEIGHBORHOOD OR
LOCAL STREETS SUBJECT TO TRAFFIC ENGINEERING APPROVAL.

Note: Section 5-612 Items M through S will be re-lettered to accommodate the removal of
parking-related items from the Pedestrian Oriented Design Standards.



Section 5-612 (Pedestrian Oriented
Design Standards)

O.L. Loading, Delivery, and Service Entrances. Site design must accommodate loading needs while
preserving accessibility, mobility and safety for all other users.

1. Provide sufficient space for safe maneuvering and ingress and egress of larger
vehicles. Through-access solutions should be provided to minimize or eliminate turning within
parking lots and minimize the amount of needed hardscaped area for maneuvering.

2.Provide signs at entrance and exit points for loading and delivery, and provide audible signal
when vehicle approaches pedestrian paths where appropriate. Understandable right-of-way
signage shall be provided where truck, auto, pedestrian and bike conflicts may occur.

3. Delivery vehicles should access loading from alleys or side streets where possible to
minimize conflicts along heavy traffic areas.

4 .Deliveries during daylight off-peak traffic hours are preferred (when noise is not in conflict with
residential uses).

5. DROP OFF AND PICKUP SPACES FOR PASSENGER RIDE SHARE SHALL NOT
OCCUPY REQUIRED PARKING OR TRAVEL LANES AND SHALL BE CLEARLY
VISIBLE AND ACCESSIBLE TO DEVELOPMENT ENTRANCES.




Section 5-613 (Parking Standards )

THE PURPOSE OF THIS SECTION IS TO PROVIDE AN OPTIONAL REDUCTION IN PARKING TO
DEVELOPMENTS WITHIN THE OVERLAY DISTRICT; THIS MAY BE DONE AT THE TIME OF
DEVELOPMENT OR PLANNED INTO A FUTURE PHASE TO ASSURE PARKING AVAILABILITY. THE
MINIMUM NUMBER OF REQUIRED PARKING SPACES, AS PROVIDED IN SECTION 4-603, IS
REDUCED FOR USES THAT MEET THE CRITERIA IN TABLE 5-613A. THE OTHER METHODS OF
PARKING REDUCTION (SHARED PARKING, PARKING DEMAND MODEL) PROVIDED IN SECTION 4-
604 SHARED PARKING, ARE ALSO AVAILABLE FOR USE IN THE TRANSPORTATION OVERLAY
DISTRICT.

USES IN THE TRANSPORTATION OVERLAY DISTRICT SHALL CONFORM TO THE MAXIMUM
PARKING RATIOS IN SECTION 4-603 (E).

ON-STREET PARKING. WHEN ALLOWED WITHIN THE STREET RIGHT-OF-WAY, ON-STREET
PARKING ALONG THE LOT FRONTAGE SHALL COUNT TOWARDS THE PARKING REQUIREMENT
FOR USES ON THE LOT.

FOR MIXED-USE DEVELOPMENTS, THE MINIMUM NUMBER OF PARKING SPACES SHALL BE THE
SUM OF THE REQUIRED PARKING PER USE WITHIN THE DEVELOPMENT, BASED ON TABLE 5-
613A.

5



Section 5-613
(Parking
Standards)

TABLE 5-613A - TRANSPORTATION OVERLAY DISTRICT REDUCTIONS TO MINIMUM PARKING

STATION AREA - _r ! |

Mill Avenue and
Third Street
Veterans Way
(5th Street) and
College Avenue

University Drive
and Rural Road
Dorsey Lane and
Apache
Boulevard

McClintock Drive
and Apache
Boulevard
Smith-Martin and
Apache
Boulevard
Price-101 and
Apache
Boulevard

WITHIN CORRIDOR

Single-Family Uses

Refer to Section 4-607 -
Downtown Parking
Standards

1 space per unit + 0.1
unrestricted guest
spaces per unit !

1 space per unit + 0.1
unrestricted guest
spaces per unit!

1 space per unit + 0.2
unrestricted guest
spaces per unit?

Multi-Family

Refer to Section 4-607 -
Downtown Parking
Standards

0.4 spaces per
bedroom + 0.1
unrestricted guest
spaces per unit !

0.5 spaces per
bedroom + 0.1
unrestricted guest
spaces per unit !

0.5 spaces per
bedroom + 0.2
unrestricted guest
spaces per unit’

All types of
commercial uses,
including retail,
restaurant, bar, office,
and
conference/assembly,
excluding hotels
lassembly

Refer to Section 4-607 -
Downtown Parking
Standards

1 space per 500 SF

1 space per 500 SF

1 space per 500 SF

Refer to Section 4-607 -
Downtown Parking
Standards

0.5 spaces per hotel
unit, + commercial.

First 5,000 SF waived
for commercial; 1 space
per 500 SF thereafter

0.5 spaces per hotel
unit, + commercial.

First 5,000 SF waived
for commercial; 1 space
per 500 SF thereafter

0.5 spaces per hotel
unit + commercial

Unrestricted guest space means parking accessible to visitors or customers without reservation or restriction, including on street, and
does not preclude parking for a fee such as gated, commercial or park and ride lots.

11



Comparison of Current and Proposed Minimum
TOD Parking Requirements

Current TOD Parking Requirements (Minimum)

Use

Comidor

Station Area

Prepesed TOD Parking Re:quiremenh; {Minimum)

Use

Comidor

Station Area by &

SINGLE-FAMILY

Mone specified

Mone specfied

SINGLE-FAMILY

1 space per unit + .2
unresincted guest spaces per
unit

1 and 2- Refer to Downtown
Parking Standards

3 through T: 1 space per unit +
0.1 unresiricted guest spaces
per unit

MULTI-FAMILY

(1.1 spaces per bedroom plus
guest parking

(1.1 spaces per bedroom phas
guest parking

MULTI-FAMILY

(5 spaces per bedroom + .2
unrestricted guest spaces per
unit

1 and ¢ Refer to Downiown
Parking Standards

Jand4: 04 spaces per
bedroom + .1 unrestricted
guest spaces per unit

5 through T: 0.5 spaces per
bedroom + (1.1 unresincted
guest spaces per unit

RETAIL SALES AND SERVICE
USESICUSTOMER SERVICE
OFFICES/ENTERTAINMENT USES
(EXCLUDING THEATERS)

Parking wanved for 25% of floor
area not to exceed 10,000 SF
of fioor area

Parking waived for 5% of floor
area not to exceed 30 000 SF

of floor area

COMMERCIAL (ALL TYPES OF

COMMERCIAL USES INCLUDING

RETAIL, RESTAURANT, BAR,
OFFICE AND
CONFERENCE/ASSEMBLY)

1 zpace per 500 SF

1 and 2- Refer o Downtown
Standards

3 through 7- 1 space per 500
SF

THEATERS

Parking wanved for first 5
fo 16

Parking waived for first 150

seals

REFER TO COMMERCIAL USES

(ALL TYPES)

RESTAURANTS/EARS AND
CLUBS

Parking wanved for 25% of floor
area, not to exceed 1250 5F of
floor arsa

Parkang wanved for B0% of floor
area not fo exceed 2 500 SF of
floor area

REFER TO COMMERCIAL USES

(ALL TYPES)

HOTEL

Mone specified

Mone specified

HOTEL

0.5 spaces per hotel unit +
commercial

1 and 2- Refer to Downiown
Parking Standards

3 through T: 0.5 spaces per
hotel unit, + commeroial. First
5,000 5F waived for
commercial; 1 space per 500
SF thereafter

CUTDOOR DINING AREA

Mo standard

Mo standard

OUTDOOR DINING

Mo Standard

Mo Standard

Station Areas: 1. Mill Avenue and Third Street, 2. Veteran's Way and College Avenue, 3. University Drive and Rural Road, 4. Dorsey Lane and Apache Boulevard, 5. McClintock Drive and Apache
Boulevard, 6. Smith-Martin and Apache Boulevard and 7. Price 101 and Apache Boulevard




Project Examples — Existing V. Proposed
TOD Minimum Parking Requirements

Project Name

Zoning
Designation

Total & of
Units

Total # of
Bedrooms

Minimum #
of Parking
Spaces
Required per
ZDC

Minimum #
of Parking
Spaces
Required
with
Proposed
TOD

Percent
Difference
Between
Current and
Proposed
Minimum TOD
Parking
Requirements

# of Residential

Parking Spaces

Approved with
Project PAD

College and 7™
712 5. College

CC/TOD
(Corridor)

117*

N/A

Apache Rock
1935 E. Apache

MU-3/TOD
(Station Area 6)

71

66%

Apache and
McClintock
1734 E. Apache

MU-4/TOD
(Station Area 5)

59%

*Per Downtown Parking Standards Due to Location in the City Center District




Project Timeline

April 28, 2026: Development Review Commission Study Session

May 6, 2026: Neighborhood Advisory Commission

May 12, 2026: Development Review Commission Recommendation to City Council
June 4, 2026: City Council 1st Hearing/Introduction

June 9, 2026: Transportation Commission

June 25, 2026: City Council 2"d Hearing/Final Action
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Thank you!

STAFF CONTACTS

Ryan Levesque
Ryan_Levesque@tempe.gov

Michelle Dahlke
Michelle Dahlke@tempe.gov

15



Downtown Parking — Minimum Requirements

Table 4-607A: CC District Parking Standards

Use Vehicle Parking Minimums Bicycle Parking Minimums

Commercial (all types): bar, first 5,000 sf waived. See Table 4-603E
clinic, club, entertainment,

office, restaurant, retail, 1 space per 500 sf thereafter

fitness center, theater, etc.

Commerda" outdaor __

Church/place of worship 1 space per 300 sf for See Table 4-603E

sanctuary + school, etc.

Conference/assembly First 10,000 sf waived for
hotels, 1 space per 300 sf

thereafter

Hotel/motel 0.3 spaces per unit + See Table 4-603E

commercial, conference, etc.

__
Multi-family (all types) _ See Table 4-603E

0.1 per unit (without

commercial)

Per Section 4-607 of the ZDC (Downtown
Parking Standards), the CC district shall be
exempt from the TOD Reductions of Minimum
Parking Requirements.

The proposed reductions to the TOD minimum
requirements does not include the downtown
area of Tempe

Table 4-607A: CC District Parking Standards

Vehicle Parking Minimums Bicycle Parking Minimums

School 1 space per 300 sf of See Table 4-603E

classroom + office

16



College Avenue Updates

Transportation Commission
August 12, 2025

Wl

Tempe




r||:' Apache to UPRR Railroad - Results

Tempe

-

Before Count
April 2023

Northbound: 33 mph
Southbound: 37 mph

~

-

After Count
January 2026

Northbound: 26 mph
Southbound: 25 mph




Tempe

Apache to Railroad Tracks:
October 2025

Broadmor Dr: Mill to College
October 2025

Alameda to Southern:
May 2026

iz

ot

Recent Speed Cushion Installations

o |
’M

Alameda Drive: College to Rural
May 2026




r||:' Grant Award - College and Southern

Tempe

ﬁ-lighway Safety Improvement Prograrr“
(HSIP) Grant
Grant includes left turn arrows and signal
equipment upgrades at Southern and
College

\_ Expected completion in 2028 -/

~_ ‘\

< | 9 e é
1 T

S College Ave



r||:' Staff Evaluation - College and Encanto

Tempe

Staff Observations
« Wednesday afternoon in Jan.
2026, and throughout the spring
 3:30to 5:30 PM
* Observations and informal
conversations with VRUs

Properties on frontage under
construction, so no traffic
observed using this access road

Observed several
crossings at the
crosswalk

Observed Orbit
flagged stops both
north and south of

Encanto

Informal interviews Did not observe

with 1 cyclist and 1 any wide or

pedestrian living in unusual turning
the area — both movements

said they did not
have intersection
concerns

Observed several
rideshare and
delivery vehicles
stopping in bike lane




r.r Crash Summary - Updated Data
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« All crashes along College from Apache to US60

* Most recent data from ADOT is through 2025

Property Minor/ Serious VRU Total
Damage Possible Injury/ Involved Crashes
Only Injury Fatality

2022 17 7 2(8%) 2(8%) 26

2023 8 6 1(7%) 2(13%) 15

2024 10 5 2(12%) 5(29%) 17

2025 12 13 0(0%) 5(20%) 25

« At Broadway Intersection
« 34% (28 total) of all the crashes listed occurred here
« 40% (2 total) of all the Serious Injury/Fatality crashes occurred here
« At Southern Intersection
« 37% (31 total) of all the crashes listed occurred here
« 20% (1 total) of all the Serious Injury/Fatality crashes occurred here
» 9 total crashes (11% of all listed) involved left-turns from Southern to College



Contact information/ Z

Ellie Volosin (signal timings, vision zero); Ellie_Volosin@tempe.gov

Cory Steele (neighborhood traffic calming); Cory_Steele@tempe.gov
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Neighborhood Traffic Calming

Transportation Commission — June 9", 2026

Wl

Tempe




I
|l' Traffic Calming Overview
Tempe

* Neighborhood Traffic Calming is a community-driven program.

 Traffic Engineering administers the program an advises on feasibility
of potential solutions.

e Residents make the decision.



|l' What is Neighborhood Traffic Calming?

Tempe
Is Neighborhood Traffic Is Not Neighborhood Traffic
Calming Calming
e Speed Cushions e Stop Signs
e Traffic Circles e New Signals or Signal
e Chicanes Improvements
e Bulb-Outs e Crosswalks
e Access Restrictions * Adaptive Streets (art)
e Medians e Streetscapes

*Traffic Engineering has other methods to evaluate
improvements; however, they are not eligible for
neighborhood traffic calming funds.



.l' Neighborhood Traffic Calming Guide

Tempe
Tempe Neighborhood
* Approved by City Council Traffic Calming Guide -
e Qutlines process and criteria for y \ T

investigation and installation of traffic
calming in neighborhoods.

‘v

L. W

LT

» L, "

* First traffic calming features installed
in 1999 under the program.



.I' Traffic Calming Guide - Outline

Tempe

* Steps for Neighborhood Traffic Calming
Program:

1.

Request is received by Traffic
Engineering

City Staff Review
Residents Decide on How to Proceed

Public Meeting and Testing (Large-
Scale Only)

Voting
Installation

Tempe Neighborhood
Traffic Calming Guide

Revised May 2023 i
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.l' Step 1 - Request is Received

Tempe

How do Residents make request?
1. Traffic Calming Request Form
Tempe 311

Email/Phone Call

Public Meetings

A

Resident outreach to City leadership



.l' Step 1 - Request is Received

Tempe

* Before performing a study, Traffic engineering staff will contact the
resident to understand their concerns and visit the neighborhood to
observe and drive the street.

* Some concerns can be addressed through other methods, so its
critical we understand the root problem.



‘[ Step 2 - Staff Review

Tempe
1. Is the land use primarily Residential?
2. Is the street a Local or Collector street?
3. Isthe speed limit 30 mph or less?
4. What is the 85t percentile speed?

* 6 miles per hour (mph) over the speed limit
* 4 mph over the speed limit near parks, school, or Bikelt routes

5. Number of vehicles that use the street in a typical day?



‘[ Step 2 - Staff Review

Tempe

If street passes staff review, residents are required to submit a traffic
calming request for to proceed - Staff needs to know that this is a

neighborhood concern.

Neighborhood Traffic Calming Request For

m

We, the undersigned, request a traffic study at the location identified. The following signatures, representing six households in the
neighborhood, indicate our commitment to follow the City of Tempe's Neighborhood Traffic Calming Guide.

Print Name

Address

Signature

Phone

Ivolunteer to
assist with
traffic calming.

Ooojoo;|o

[= 0 LT - R S

Contact Name:

Phone:

Address:

Neighborhood Name
(if applicable):

Location of concern:

What traffic concerns
doyou have at this
location?

Email the completed forms to TrafficCalming@tempe.gov. Attach additional pages if necessary.




.l' Step 3 - Residents Decide

Tempe
Large Scale Small Scale
* Traffic Circles * Speed Cushions
e Road Closures/Cul-de-sac * Sighage and Markings

* Diverters (Semi, Star, diagonal)  Enforcement
* Chicanes

* Hold a neighborhood meeting (optional)

* Medians

A

* Small Scale - implemented when sufficient neighborhood 5up|[::u::tr“cwi
is documented

» Large Scale - tested before permanent installation y

N
* Streets with proposed devices

SOLETUEN ¢ Nearby streets
Boundary A




.I' Step 4 - Testing

Tempe

* Only Required for Large Scale Traffic Calming
* City staff schedules public meeting to discuss potential changes.
* If 51% of residences approve, the project will enter testing phase

K

* 90-Day test period.




.I' Step 5 - Voting

Tempe

e Staff determines which resident’s access will be affected.

o Affected residents and homeowners are sent mailers and have 45
days to vote

* Renters and Owners may both vote

* For Traffic Calming to Pass:

Support from 100% of votes _
Adjacent Parcels must support**
Support from Other At least 70% of votes At least 60% of votes

Parcels must support must support



.l' Step 6 - Installation

Tempe

If voting passed:
 Traffic Engineering will identify locations and installation details

* Public Works Department (Engineering) will procure contractor and
oversee installation.

* Typical installation time is around 6 months after voting is complete —
we are hoping to shorten it.



|l' How is Traffic Calming Funded?
Tempe

Capltal Improvements Program

Neighborhood Traffic Calming
Citywide
This project will provide the Transportation Division with resources to strengthen its ability
to address neighborhood traffic concerns with the installation of traffic calming devices.
b Staff continues to receive requests from residents to install speed cushions to help in

. C a I ta | I m rove m e n t P ro ra m addressing neighborhood quality of life issues impacted by speeding and cut-through. The
cost of speed cushions project depends on the total number to be installed, but average
about $12,000 apiece (including signing and marking). The number of speed
humps/cushions varies by the length of the street, with most projects including three or

- ye a r four cushions. Staff has an ongoing list of residents interested in having speed cushions
' installed. Staff has been reaching out to the residents to determine if they are still

interested and the list has been narrowed down to 30 locations. Residents are also
submitting requests for devices other than speed cushions. In addition, the City continues

. .

. to receive multiple resident requests for a comprehensive neighborhood traffic calming.
The design funding in FY 23-24 is for a neighborhood that has submitted a formal request
for study and mitigation per the Neighborhood Traffic Mitigation Manual

become their own CIP project

Primary City Council Priority and Performance Measure Addressed
Safe & Secure Communities 1.08Achieve a reduction in the number of fatal and serious injury crashes to zero.

Priority Type Project Number Estimated Start Estimated Completion
° ° Public Health and Safety 5408051 Ongoing Ongoing

Ot h e r‘ F u n d I n O t I O n S o Estimated Project Costs 2023-24 2025-26 2026-27 2027-28 2027-28 Total 5 -Year
g p L] Legal / Administration $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 S0
Land Acquisition $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
. Permit / Agency Fees $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
o Maryanne CO rder Nelgh borhood Water / Sewer Development Fees $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Design & Engineering $100,000 $75,000 $75,000 $75,000 $75,000 $400,000
Survey / Staking $0O $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Inspection & Construction Management $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
ra n t S Geotech / Material Testing $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Contingency $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $O
Construction / Installation / Improvement $585,618 $225,000 $225,000 $225,000 $225,000 $1,485618
. b Furnishings / Equipment $0 $0 so $0 $0 Ko}
. D eve O p e r CO n t r I u t I O n S Utility Relocation Fees/Undergrounding $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $O
ADA Accessibility $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Archeological Monitoring/Reporting $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 S0
. ITD / Telecommunications $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
[ ) Re S I d e nt F u n d e d Non-G.0. Bond Eligible Costs $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Other Project Costs $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Total $685,618 $300,000 $300,000 $300,000 $300,000 $1,885,618

Funding Sources 2023-24 2025-26 2026-27 2027-28 2027-28 Total 5 -Year
Highway User Revenue $685,618 $300,000 $300,000 $300,000 $300,000 $1,885.618
Total $685,618 $300,000 $300,000 $300,000 $300,000 $1,885,618

Operating Impacts 2023-24 2025-26 2026-27 2027-28 2027-28 Total 5 -Year

None



I
|l' Program Overview
Tempe

Recent Speed Cushion Installations:

* College Avenue — Southern Avenue to Alameda Drive

* College Avenue — Apache Boulevard to UPRR Railroad crossing
* Alameda Drive — College Avenue to Rural Road

* Hayden Lane — McClintock Drive to Smith Road

* Broadmor Drive — Mill Ave to College Avenue

* Beck Ave/Cornell Dr — Baseline Road to Hardy Drive

e Watson Drive — McClintock Drive to Country Club Way

e Libra Drive — Los Feliz Drive to Country Club Way



I
|l' Program Overview
Tempe

Upcoming Speed Cushion Installations:

e 15t Street — Hardy Drive to Farmer Avenue
* River Drive — University Drive to Orange Street
* Country Club Way — Oxford Drive to Watson Drive

Large Scale Traffic Calming
* Hardy Drive — Baseline Road to Guadalupe Road




For additional information
Cory Steele, P.E., PTOE

Senior Civil Engineer
Transportation and Sustainability

cory_steele@tempe.gov




MEMORANDUM

TO:
FROM:
DATE:

Wl
i
Tempe

Tempe Transportation Commission
Shelly Seyler, Deputy Transportation & Sustainability Director
June 9, 2026

SUBJECT: Future Agenda ltems

ITEM #:

7

PURPOSE:
The Chair will request future agenda items from the Commission members.

RECOMMENDATION OR DIRECTION REQUESTED:
This item is for information only.

July 14 - cancelled
August 11

1. Tempe Transportation Plan 2050

2. Introduction of Proposed Ordinance Changes to Transportation Commission Membership
September 8

1. Proposed Ordinance Changes to Transportation Commission Membership
October 13

1. Tempe Transportation Plan 2050

2. Transportation Budget Update
November 10

1. Annual Report

2. Tempe Transportation Plan 2050
December 8

1. Commission Business — acknowledge outgoing commissioners

2. Transit Survey Results — WestGroup Research

3. All Pedestrian Phase Crosswalk & the Intersection of Fifth and Mill
January 12

1. Commission Business — elect Chair and Vice Chair and welcome new commissioners
February 9

1. Transit Security Update

2. Transportation Budget Update
March 9
April 13
May 11
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