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OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK

COUNCIL MINUTES

October 19, 2023

The City Council of the City of Mesa met in a Study Session in the lower-level meeting room of the Council
Chambers, 57 East 1st Street, on October 19, 2023, at 7:30 a.m.

COUNCIL PRESENT COUNCIL ABSENT OFFICERS PRESENT
Francisco Heredia John Giles Christopher Brady
Jennifer Duff Holly Moseley

Mark Freeman Jim Smith

Alicia Goforth
Scott Somers
Julie Spilsbury

1-a.

Vice Mayor Heredia conducted a roll call.
Vice Mayor Heredia excused Mayor Giles from the entire meeting.

(Items on the agenda were discussed out of order, but for the purpose of clarity will remain as
listed on the agenda.)

Hear a presentation, discuss, and receive an update on Mesa's Balanced Housing Plan.

Development Services Director Nana Appiah introduced Senior Economic Development Project
Manager Jeff Robbins and Consultant Susan Becker, Vice President of Zion Public Finance, and
displayed a PowerPoint presentation. (See Attachment 1)

Mr. Appiah illustrated the continued growth in Mesa which makes it challenging to provide housing
and basic needs for the community and the population. He explained the Balanced Housing Plan
(BHP) and how it will assist Mesa plan for future growth. He said that the data obtained will be
used to create policies that align with the housing supply and demand, as well as the 2050
General Plan housing element. (See Pages 2 and 3 of Attachment 1)

Mr. Appiah described the status of land development as of 2022, indicating that 74% of the land
in Mesa is developed. He pointed out the 12% of available land that is scattered throughout Mesa.
(See Pages 4 and 5 of Attachment 1)

Responding to a question from Vice Mayor Heredia, Mr. Robbins explained that the county
islands, which are shaded in gray on the map, are included in the numbers on the graphic.

City Manager Christopher Brady clarified that the existing county islands are all fully built out and
do not impact the development planning area numbers.
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Mr. Appiah gave a detailed explanation of the status of land development, with a breakdown of
the current land use allocations. He pointed out that 47% of land is being used for residential
housing and the importance of having a balanced allocation of land use. He stated that 63% of
the residential units in Mesa are currently single-family residences (SFR) and that the trend is
changing based on the approvals that are currently in the pipeline. (See Pages 6 through 8 of
Attachment 1)

Mr. Appiah provided statistics from the Census Population and Housing Unit Estimates from 2022
which indicate that 65% of homes are owner occupied and 35% are renter occupied. He explained
that Mesa is in line compared to the rest of the county and other cities in the area. He said that
Mesa has one of the lowest median home prices in Maricopa County. He remarked that compared
to other cities in the area, the rents in Mesa are the lowest and that could be a reflection of Mesa
having a lower median income. He noted that the Economic Development Department has been
working on ways to raise the median income in Mesa. (See Pages 9 through 13 of Attachment 1)

Mr. Appiah spoke about the distribution of income throughout Mesa, adding that families living in
Mesa who make 100% of the area median income (AMI) spend 30% of their income on housing.
He said that Mesa does not have enough housing stock available for people that want to rent or
buy based on their income and provided examples of limited inventory in areas based on median
income levels. He discussed the efforts being made by City departments to provide assistance
for those that do not meet the lowest income category.

Mr. Brady commented on the limited stock of housing for the two-income workforce in Mesa. He
mentioned that Mesa is bringing in businesses; however, the workforce will likely reside elsewhere
due to lack of housing choices.

Mr. Appiah discussed the housing demand and supply for Mesa, noting that the current supply
exceeds the demand for the upcoming years. He stated that while there is excess supply there is
still an affordability gap indicating housing is available, but not everyone can afford it. (See Pages
14 through 16 of Attachment 1)

Mr. Appiah reviewed the Mesa housing analysis by AMI. He clarified that the housing demand
and supply includes permitted units that have been approved, but the housing analysis by AMI
does not. (See Page 17 of Attachment 1)

Responding to a question from Councilmember Goforth, Mr. Appiah said that the attainable
housing gap is the difference between the household affordability and what is available.

Mr. Brady advised there is no housing available at an income of $25,000 or less. He stated that
costs have increased but the income has not, which compounds the gap.

Mr. Appiah summarized the key observations from the statistics that were discussed. (See Page
18 of Attachment 1)

Mr. Robbins explained the Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA) is considered the Maricopa Metro
Area. He indicated that the construction completions are reaching pre-recession levels. He
commented that newly constructed apartment rent is 15% higher in the Phoenix MSA and
provided rent statistics from 2001 to present. He highlighted the pipeline of Housing Development,
showing active and platted units year to date. He mentioned that construction has shifted to multi-
family development due to its higher return for investors. He identified the locations of multi-family
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residence building permits issued in Mesa from 2020-2023. (See Pages 20 through 24 of
Attachment 1)

Mr. Robbins continued by providing Housing Development Pipeline statistics for 2021 and 2023
year-to-date. He said that the Phoenix MSA sales transactions under $300,000 have decreased
73% since 2011, indicating a dramatic rise in housing prices. He acknowledged a limited supply
of rental units listed under 35% of the median renter income, adding that the multi-family rental
vacancy rate has increased to 9.5%. He summarized the presentation with key observations,
noting that the demand will remain strong for permits and the mix between multi-family and single-
family construction will remain steady. (See Pages 25 through 29 of Attachment 1)

Mr. Appiah detailed the next steps for the Balanced Housing Plan. He stated that staff will present
a draft plan with policy recommendations to Council, noting that the General Plan will guide the
housing decisions. (See Page 30 of Attachment 1)

Vice Mayor Heredia thanked staff for the presentation.

Hear a presentation, discuss, and provide direction on establishing a speed limit on Williams Field

Road between Crismon Road and the east City limits, and a speed limit on Williams Field Road
between Ellsworth Road and Crismon Road, staff's recommendation and Transportation Advisory
Board's recommendation.

Transportation Director RJ Zeder introduced Assistant Transportation Director Erik Guderian and
displayed a PowerPoint presentation. (See Attachment 2)

Mr. Zeder provided an overview and stated that the staff is asking for Council direction on
establishing a speed limit on Williams Field Road. He noted Mesa City Code requires that speed
limits be established by approval from the City Council and adoption of an ordinance. (See Pages
2 and 3 of Attachment 2)

Mr. Guderian outlined the approach the City uses to set speed limits and the factors considered.
He reported that research shows that drivers will travel at the speed they feel comfortable with
based on the setting, rather than follow the posted speed. He pointed out the section of Williams
Field Road under discussion, which the City of Mesa (COM) will maintain and illustrated the newly
constructed roadway. He explained that City staff has broken the road into two segments;
Segment 1 goes from Ellsworth Road to Crismon Road and Segment 2 goes from Crismon Road
to the east City limits. (See Pages 4 and 5 of Attachment 2)

City Traffic Engineer Ryan Hudson provided details and characteristics of both segments of the
road. He mentioned that Segment 1 has three different curves, which were designed as
recommended in the alignment study. He said the design is meant to interact with the land uses
on both the north and south sides of the road. He discussed the elevation of the curves, indicating
that the design speed is 45 miles per hour (mph) and does not require additional elevation. He
pointed out that this stretch of road runs beside the Legacy Sports Park, which can create different
traffic patterns during events. He said the recommendation for Segment 1 is to establish a speed
limit of 40 mph which would be less than the City Code and current speed limit of 45 mph. (See
Pages 6 and 7 of Attachment 2)

Mr. Hudson said that Segment 2 goes from Crismon Road to the east city limit and advised that
this section has no curves, adjacent street network, or planned future development. He said that
the recommendation is to continue with the existing speed limit of 45 mph. He spoke about the
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horizontal geometry which is the key factor of the speed limit recommendations. (See Page 8
through 10 of Attachment 2)

Mr. Zeder summarized the staff recommendations, noting that the Transportation Advisory Board
(TAB) did not support staff recommendations and provided the rationale behind the board
decision. He reiterated that staff is looking for Council direction of which speed to use on the
ordinance that will be presented at a later date. He reviewed the next steps in the process. (See
Pages 11 and 12 of Attachment 2)

Responding to a question from Councilmember Goforth, Mr. Guderian explained that there are
sections of the road that are complete and have bike lanes. He said that the speed of 45 mph is
consistent with the rest of the arterial network in the city. He stated that staff is working on
addressing the existing roadway network speeds in the Transportation Master Plan and will
consider changing some of the standards in certain locations.

Additional discussion ensued regarding the speed limit recommendation.

Mr. Brady said that the area between State Route 24 and Williams Field Road is residential, and
the goal is to create safe roads and protection for the citizens. He expressed his opinion that when
roads are long and straight, people will naturally drive faster than the posted speed.

Mr. Appiah commented that because this section of road was already constructed, land use is
coming in after the street network was already laid out. He reiterated that the staff is working on
adjusting the speed limits in the General Plan to make sure the roads are safe for people to walk
and bike.

Responding to a question from Councilmember Spilsbury, Mr. Zeder stated that staff has not
requested community input but said that citizens are invited to the TAB meetings. He said that
this is the first time there has been a recommendation from TAB that differs from staff.

Councilmember Somers pointed out that the streets in this area are designed for cars; however,
the large residential area nearby invites many people riding bikes on this road on the weekends.
He reported that he did an informal poll and by a margin of 8 to 1, citizens would like to see a 45
mph speed limit in that area.

Responding to a question from Councilmember Duff, Planning Director Mary Kopaskie-Brown
explained the land zoning in that area.

Additional discussion ensued regarding the existing zoning and potential future zoning in the area.

Responding to a question from Councilmember Freeman, Mr. Hudson confirmed that a traffic
count and historic speed data has been collected specifically in the area from Crismon Road to
the east city limits. He reported the average speed in this section of road was approximately 55
mph and that the average speed on other sections of the road was about 50 mph.

Councilmember Freeman stated that he will support the staff recommendation but hopes to see
another presentation in the future about possible safety options for multi-modal transportation.

Responding to a question from Councilmember Goforth, Mr. Zeder explained that when setting
the speed on a roadway, staff reviews the characteristics of the road. He indicated that the
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Transportation Master Plan is referenced to identify the type of development in the area and use
of the streets.

Mr. Brady explained that the plan for the main roads, such as Williams Field Road, are intended
to move large volumes of traffic to the nearby highway and that the pedestrian plans are centered
in the communities with multi-modal transportation to the parks and basins.

Additional discussion ensued about the safety of the bike lanes at the 45 mph speed limit.

Vice Mayor Heredia said that the larger discussion should be how to use the larger arterial roads
like Crismon Road to connect more people to the nearby neighborhoods while incorporating multi-
modal transportation.

Mr. Brady explained that this topic will be covered in the General Plan with the goal of improving
connectivity of the neighborhoods and increasing safety.

Vice Mayor Heredia noted that it was the consensus of the Council that staff move forward with
the recommendation.

Vice Mayor Heredia thanked staff for the presentation.

Acknowledge receipt of minutes of various boards and committees.

2-a.  Economic Development Advisory Board meeting held on September 5, 2023.

2-b.  Housing and Community Development Advisory Board meeting held on September 7,
2023.

It was moved by Councilmember Spilsbury, seconded by Councilmember Duff, that receipt of the
above-listed minutes be acknowledged.

Upon tabulation of votes, it showed:

AYES —Heredia—Duff—Freeman—Goforth—Somers—Spilsbury
NAYS — None

ABSENT - Giles

Vice Mayor Heredia declared the motion passed unanimously by those present.

Current events summary including meetings and conferences attended.

Mayor Giles and Councilmembers highlighted the events, meetings and conferences recently
attended.

Scheduling of meetings.

City Manager Christopher Brady stated that the schedule of meetings is as follows:

Thursday, October 26, 2023, 7:30 a.m. — Study Session
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5. Adjournment.

Without objection, the Study Session adjourned at 9:56 a.m.

HOLLY MQBELEY, CITY CLERK

| hereby certify that the foregoing minutes are a true and correct copy of the minutes of the Study Session
of the City Council of Mesa, Arizona, held on the 19th day of October 2023. | further certify that the
meeting was duly called and held and that a quorum was present.

2l INMente.

HOLLY MOSELEY, CITY CLERK

sr
(Attachments -2)
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Status of Land
Development in Mesa
Planning Area (2022 Data)

Total Developed Land: 86.2%
Total Undeveloped Land: 13.8%

Development Status
Developed Land -- 74.23% —H
Indian Communities and BLM -- 1.23% _”uw_ i
Open Space and Military -- 10.77% _ w E
Developable Land -- 12.22% i <
State Trust Developable Land -- 1.55% y _\—_[\g
' : _ 0 15 3 6
J F | ] ] 1 | ] ] ] J
D Miles

Created By: City of Mesa Planning GIS
Created Date: 10/16/2023
Source: City of Mesa
The City of Mesa makes no claims concerning the accuracy of the data
provided nor assumes any liability resulting from the use of the information
herein.

COPYRIGHT © 1988, 2023 CITY OF MESA, ARIZONA
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Median Income For Mesa Statistical Area (MSA)
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Key Observations (Mesa)

v’ Limited land remaining for development

v' Homeownership and renting are mostly at par with Maricopa County Average,
and surrounding cities

v' Mesa has one of the lowest median home prices and rents in Maricopa County

v' Mesa has significant housing supply available for median income earners

v’ There is a shortage of housing supply for workforce (Plus) and high
Income earners

v’ There is a shortage of housing supply for low-income earners (50% AMI and
Below)

v’ Projected housing supply exceeds demand in the majority of attainable housing

ranges
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Residential Completions by Unit Type m Single Family Multifamily
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Phoenix MSA saw a significant increase in number of residential permits
since 2010

25% increase in permits
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Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Building Permits Survey
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Multi-Residence
Permits Issued
(2020-2023)

Year {dwelling units)
2020 (1340)

2021 (2269)

2022 (2239)

2023 (139)

5987 total dwelling
units*

Permits Not Yet Issued
(dwelling units)

L N N

i Building / Construction
Plan Review (1703)

- Site Plan / Zoning
Approved (2548)

4251 total dwelling
units

*2023 number is building
permits issued year-to-
date
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Housing Development Pipeline

Phoenix MSA

Pipeline 2023 YTD
Total Pipeline 239,000 275,000
Platted Not Started 63,400 97,000

Unbuilt Units in Active Developments 119,300 106,000

Source: Maricopa Association of Governments, September 2023
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Percent of Sales

In the Phoenix MSA, sales transactions under $300k have decreased
73 percentage points since 2011

Sales Transactions, 2011-2023

100%
90%
$500k+
80% $400k to $500k
70% $300k to $400k
$200k to $300k

60% B Under $200k
50%
40%
30%

20%

10%

2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023*

0%

Source: The Information Market
Adjusted forinflation, *2023 data through Q2 only
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282y : Cateiree Rent under 35%
2 0 £ ® Peoria " u
h O Za . of median income

(rent less than $1,760)
O Rent greater than $1,760

2023 o0

Number of vacant units

500
Vacant dcouinde -
Apartment - e i0 »
Units e

<o::m3€:,
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b Ao_m:n_sm_m s

19,990 units with
rent under 35% of
median renter
income

Buckeye O

Apache
) uc:nﬁo:
|

Jill

Each circle represents
an apartment complex

Guadalupe
.o.v.,

Goodyear
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) Multifamily vacancy rate has increased to 9.5% (Phoenix MSA)

§8 49
2355 10% 9.5%
w g EQ
T899
50Z%a

8%

6.4% s
6% ’J‘ g
4.9%

4%

2%

0%

Q1 2018 Q4 2018 Q3 2019 Q2 2020 Q1 2021 Q4 2021 Q3 2022 Q2 2023

Source: CoStar
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Key Observations (Phoenix MSA)

v Housing completions return at 2007 peak level
v’ Increased residential permit activity

v’ Increased in residential vacancy rate

v’ Affordability easing in some submarkets

v’ Increase in approved residential permits

29


SRobin2
Text Box
Study Session
October 19, 2023 Attachment 1
Page 29 of 46


Study Session

October 19, 2023

Attachment 1

Page 30 of 46

Next
Steps

J

Review findings with stakeholders and solicit
input on policy recommendations

O Meetings with developers, bankers, non-profit

groups, and city departments

Develop Balanced Housing Plan with policy

recommendations

Present draft Plan with policy

recommendations to City Council
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Mesa Sector Employment

8324

M m £% Industry Cluster Annual Wage Dual _=n03m. Household Wage | maximum Affordable Home Price

Adjustment (HUD Guidelines for Max. Gross Income)

Management $94,949 $148,292 S648,506
Business and Finance Operations $68,100 $106,359 $458,210
Computer and Financial Operations $87,302 $136,349 $594,307
Architecture and Engineering $70,312 $109,814 S473,888
Life, Physical, and Social Science $46,108 $72,011 $302,339
Legal S74,675 $116,628 $504,811
Educational Instruction and Library S47,625 S74,807 $315,026
Arts, Design, Entertainment, Sports, and Media $47,898 $74,807 $315,026
Healthcare Practitioners and Technical $78,663 $122,856 $533,077
Healthcare Support 528,868 $45,086 $180,149
Protective Services S48,324 $75,472 $318,045
Food Preparation and Serving Related S27,288 S42,524 $168,525
Building and Grounds Cleaning and Maintenance $31,565 $49,298 $199,264
Personal Care and Service $32,402 $50,605 $205,196
Sales and Related $32,357 $50,535 $204,877
office Administrative Support $39,519 $61,719 $255,632
Farming, Fishing and Forestry $28,106 S43,869 S174,748
Construction and Extraction S47,677 S74,462 $313,460
Installation, Maintenance, and Repair S48,076 $75,085 $316,288
Production $37,975 $59,309 S244,696
Transportation and Material Moving $33,529 $52,365 $213,184
Military-only $36,776 $57,437 $236,197

Source: City of Mesa, Lightcast 2023 Q2, US Census Bureau ACS 5 — Year Estimates, 2017 - 2021
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Number of Listing by Price (Oct 2023)
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200

150
100
50 _
) 102 E 94 91 | 106 | 215 155 1 173 1]

S0to $S90K  S91Kto S 167K $S168K to $282K $283K to $358K $359K to $473K S$473K to $549K S$550K to $664K $665K to
$2.245M

30% AMI 50% AMI 80% AMI 100% AMI 130% AMI 150% AMI 180% AMI  Wor
[<=$25,250] [<$42,100] [<$67,350] [<$84,188] [<$109,444] [<$126,281] [<$151

$2.246M+
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|

35%
30%
25%
20%
15%
10%

5%

0%

s e

Executive Housing as a Percentage of
Total Housing Stock

Maricopa
County, AZ

B % of Housing Stock Valued Over $1,000,000

Mesa AZ Chandler, AZ Scottsdale, AZ Gilbert, AZ
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$100,000

B Mesa
Phoenix
m Chandler
B Scottsdale
m Gilbert
Maricopa County

Source: Census ACS 5 Year Projections 2017 to 2021

2018
54700
54765
80716
84601
92350
61606

2019
58181
57459
82925
88213
96857
64468

$80,000
$60,000 AR - -mT I " B}
$40,000
$20,000
SO

2020
61640
60914
85796
91042
99154
67799

Median Income For Mesa Statistical Area (MSA)

2021
65725
64927
91299
97409
105733
72944
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120,000

100,000

2018
M Mesa 54,700
Phoenix 54,765
Chandler 80,716
B Scottsdale 84,601
" Gilbert 92,350
Maricopa County 61,606

2019
58,181
57,459
82,925
88,213
96,857
64,468

80,000
40,000
20,000

0

2020
61,640
60,914
85,796
91,042
99,154
67,799

Median Incomes for Mesa and Surrounding Regions

2021
65,725
64,927
91,299
97,409

105,733
72,944
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Median Home Price (2018 — 2022)
b5 EB
£ 5 S 2)00,000
5oZ¢
$800,000
$700,000
$600,000
$500,000
$400,000
$300,000
$200,000
$100,000
SO
2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
B Mesa $264,603 $284,625 $318,366 $378,718 $436,185
M Phoenix $247,009 $263,531 $293,354 $357,932 $423,840
B Chandler $333,718 $353,017 $387,095 $452,186 $520,074
B Scottsdale $470,924 $493,767 $541,033 $660,537 $785,046
M Gilbert $356,685 $379,229 $416,630 $494,661 $570,489

B Maricopa County $283,239 $300,244 $343,871 $442,772 $470,272

e ——
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(42}
[aN] [ ]
R Total H Demand and S _
otal Housing Demand and Supply
® 5 ESY
> o &
N
& S & & 1000
259,888
246,378 s s
250,000 — 242,038 -
233,592 4
224,414 225,450 229,484
220,082

200,000

150,000

100,000

3 — _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

0
2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 2027 2028

B Owner Occupied Units ® Renter Occupied Units ® Projected Number of Household Uni

5 Year Projections 2017 to 2021, U.S. Census Bureau, Arizona State Demographer's office, Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) and Central Arizona Govern
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Building Permits Issued in Mesa (2013 to 2023)

Study Session
gOctober 19, 2023

SPage 39 of 46

EAttachment 1

5,000

4,000

3,000

2,000

50

1,000

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

= Single Family Homes ~ ®m Mobile Homes  m Multifamily Homes
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200,000

150,000

100,000

50,000

Total Number of Household Units (Demand 2020-2023)

225,078
218,614 221,823

136,634 138,639
uHuu._ nwun;_

212,336 215,452

132,710 134,658
woowo_ n.uom_

203,254 206,238 209,264
200,314 y
197,417 ;

130,790
125,197 128,898
75 Su7 dwwo_ dt;_

194,562

123,386
w;.wpi

140,674

127,034

121,601

76,220

72,961

2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 2027

» Number

™ Owner Occupied Units

m Renter Occupied Units
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Year

2020
2021
2022
2023
2024
2025
2026
2027
2028
2029

2030

Number of Household Units (Demand)

194,562
197,417
200,314
203,254
206,238
209,264
212,336
215,452
218,614
221,823

225,078

Total Supply

220,082
224,414
225,450
229,484
233,592
237,776
242,038
246,378
250,799
255,302

259,888

Difference

25,520
26,997
25,136
26,229
27,354
28,512
29,702
30,926
32,185
33,479

34,810

Percentage Difference

11.6%
12.0%
11.1%
11.4%
11.7%
12.0%
12.3%
12.6%
12.8%
13.1%

13.4%

Census ACS 5 Year Projections 2017 to 2021, U.S. Census Bureau, Arizona State Demographer's office, Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG), and Central Arizona Governments (CAG)
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Recker Rd
64th St

56th St
Power Rd

Higley Rd

Gilbert Rd

Lindsay Rd

Val Vista Dr

Greenfield Rd
Sossaman Rd
80th St
Hawes Rd
88th St
Ellsworth Rd
96th St
Crismon Rd
104th St
Signal Butte Rd
Mountain Rd
Meridian Rd

Thomas Rd

Oak St

Mesa Dr

Horne

Stapley Dr
| Harris Dr

Center St

5

McDowell Rd

Country Club Dr

Alma School Rd
Extension Rd

Hermosa Vista Dr

Longmore

McKellips Rd

Evergreen St
Dobson Rd

McLellan Rd

— 101 Pima Frwy / Price Rd

) Brown Rd
202 Red Mountain Frwy |}
Rio Salado Pkwy / Adobe Rd

University Dr

Main St

Broadway Rd

8th Ave / Pueblo Ave

Southern Ave

60 Superstition Frwy

Baseline Rd
Medina Ave
Guadalupe Rd
Paloma Ave
Elliot Rd
Mesquite St
Warner Rd
202 Santan Frwy Bella Via

Ray Rd

Galveston St

Williams Field Rd
24 Gateway Frwy
Pecos Rd

Willis Rd

Germann Rd

Median Home Value by Census Block (2021)

N\
mesa-az

Median Home Value 2021 by
Census Block

[ 1<$100,000

[ 1$100,001-200,000

"1 $200,001-400,000

I $400,001-600,000

B $600,000-1M

I >STM

Created By: City of Mesa Planning GIS
Created Date: 10/12/2023
Source: City of Mesa
The City of Mesa makes no claims concerning the accuracy of the
data provided nor assumes any liability resulting from the use of the
information herein.

COPYRIGHT © 1988, 2023 CITY OF MESA, ARIZONA
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ntial Completions by Unit Type W Single Family
50,000 47,667

45,000

2005 2008 2011 2014

Saurce: Maricoba Association of Governments Residential Combpletions bv Fiscal Year

Multifamily

2017

40,000
30,000
25,000
20,000
15,000
10,000
5,962
- ----————

2020

copa County residential completions are reaching pre-recession levels

Multifamily has increased

in share from 14% in 2005
to 40% in 2023

36,197

2023
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Median Sale Price
Percent Change,
2022-2023

> 42 zip codes with
decrease of 10% or

Source: The Information Market
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Phoenix MSA diversifying economy

Top 10 Change in Employment by Industry, 2017-2023

Transportation and Warehousing

62%

Construction

35%

Management of Companies and Enterprises

32%

Professional, Scientific, and Technical Services I 24%
Manufacturing I 22%
Healthcare and Social Assistance I 19%
Educational Services I 18%
Real Estate and Rental and Leasing I 17%
Wholesale Trade I 15%
Information I 13%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50%

Source: University of Arizona Economic and Business Research Center
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Speed Limit Establishment -
Williams Field Road

City Council Study Session
October 19, 2023

d L [+
A q i
.Iﬂ RJ Zeder, Transportation Director E @ &rmu

3 mm m . m N Erik Guderian, Assistant Transportation Director MESA MOVES

Ryan Hudson, City Traffic Engineer
CORRECTIRG FEOPLE TG PLACES
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Study Session

:

Presentation Overview

1€Sa-adl

Mesa Speed Limit Establishment Process
Factors to Setting Speed Limits

Staff Recommendations for Williams Field Road
Transportation Advisory Board Coordination
Final Direction for Introduction to Council
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mmN Mesa City Code - Title 10

Oct

Stu

ORDINANCE NO. Sl{sle

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF

MESA, ARIZONA, AMENDING BECTIONS 10-4-4 & 10-4-5 OF
THE MESA CITY CODE PERTAINING TO SPEED LIMITS
WITHIN THE CITY LIMITS ON WARNER RGAD; PAOVIDING
FOR SEVERABILITY; AND PROVIDING CIVIL BANCTIONS
FOR THE VIOLATYON THEREOF.

THEREFORE, BE [T ORDAINED by the Mayor and CRy Councll of the City of Mesa,
Maricopa County, as follows:

Title 10, Chapter 4 st et o e e

shall not excaad a spesd of forty (40) miles per hour,

FROM A POINT 61X HUNDRED SEVENTY-FIVE FEET (6757}

WEST OF 80™ STREET TO ELLSWORTH ROAD;

Bection 2 That Section 10-4-5 of the Mesa Cly Code is mmended by changing the

« Listing of street segments associated to L M S I TR
posted speed limits .
» Speed limits established by means of A L b T g

held to be invelid or uqui i & court of compatent juiediction,
such docision shal nol atfect the validity of ?Euﬂcﬂle&i

Ordinance (City Council approval) ettt e o o] s e ot et

Eiiigiigﬂniiggﬁi

harsin shall consttule o, chvil traffic violation snd ba subject K0 the provisions of Tt 10,
Chapier 7 ol the Mesa City Code.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Cliy councll of e City of Mesa, Maskcopa County, Ardrone,
this 24th day of January, 2022,

WARNER ROAD | FROM POWER RDA .-,e POINT ONE THOUSAND FIVE




Study Session

October 19, 2023

Attachment 2

ya-dZ

DRTATION

Page 4 of 13

Approach & Considerations

Recognition that a range of factors should be
considered:

« Street use

« Overall context & character
« Conflict density

« Geometry

» Traffic characteristics

National research has found that drivers will
operate at the speed they are comfortable
driving based on roadway characteristics.

Factors to Speed Limits

Williams Field Rd
@ Legacy Dr.
{Looking East}

Williams Field Rd
@ Crismon Rd
{Laoking East)
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a-az Williams Field Rd Corridor

DRTATION
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Alignment Study:

 Horizontal curves
« Superelevation

» SR-24 alignment

 PMGA plans &
Gateway Blvd

« Future development

@
T
i
2
9

1 ﬂ-.-

Segment 1 - Ellsworth to Crismon
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Staff Recommendation:

Establish a speed limit of 40 mph on Williams Field Rd from Ellsworth
Rd to Crismon Rd by means of Ordinance & amendment of Section

10-4-4 of City Code.

«  Existing in City Code: 40 mph from west City limits to Innovation Way

«  Existing posted speed limit of 45 mph
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Williams Field Rd:

 No horizontal curves
* Adjacent street network

* Future development
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CITY OF MESA

TRANSPORTATION

FIGURE 1: EXISTING SPEED LIMITS
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Segment 2 — Crismon to East City Limits

Page 9 of 13

4 =

= Q)
N

Staff Recommendation:

Establish a speed limit of 45 mph on Williams Field Rd from Crismon
Rd to the east City limits by means of Ordinance & amendment of

Section 10-4-3 of City Code.

. Existing posted speed limit of 45 mph
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May 2023 TAB Meeting:

The TAB made a motion with an amendment to staff's recommendation:

Staff's recommendation —

e Establish a speed limit of 40 mph on Williams Field Road from Ellsworth Road to Crismon Road (Segment 1).
e Establish a speed limit of 45 mph on Williams Field Road from Crismon Road to the east City limits (Segment 2).

TAB’s motion -
e Establish a speed limit of 40 mph on Williams Field Road from Ellsworth Road to the east City limits.
Rationale

« Williams Field Road does not have separated/buffered bike lane facilities
* Slow traffic down

» Keep a consistent posted speed limit of 40 mph to the west.



Direction from Council
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Next Steps:

Council direction
Ordinance introduction
Ordinance approval

Speed limit goes into effect
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Questions/Discussion
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