MINUTES

Regional Transportation Council

PUBLIC MEETINGS

e Project Recommendations: Job Access/Reverse Commute and New Freedom Programs Call for
Projects Results
e Project Recommendations: Regional Toll Revenue Funding Initiative
¢ Status Report: Rail North Texas
e Status Report: AirCheckTexas Repair and Replacement Assistance Program
e Coordination Effort: Transportation Integrated Storm Water Management Guide

Meeting Dates and Locations

The North Central Texas Council of Governments (NCTCOG) held public meetings as follows:

1. Wednesday, July 16, 2008 — 10 a.m. — Duncanville Library/Community Center; attendance: 28;
moderated by Dan Kessler, NCTCOG Assistant Director of Transportation

2. Wednesday, July 16, 2008 — 6:30 p.m. — Fort Worth Southwest Regional Library; attendance: 46;
moderated by Dan Kessler, NCTCOG Assistant Director of Transportation

3. Thursday, July 17, 2008 — 2 p.m. — Denton North Branch Library; attendance: 25; moderated by
Michael Morris, NCTCOG Director of Transportation

4. Thursday, July 17, 2008 — 6:30 p.m. — Allen City Hall, attendance: 44; moderated by Michael
Morris, NCTCOG Director of Transportation

Public Meeting Purpose and Topics

The public meetings were held in accordance with the NCTCOG Transportation Department Public
Participation Process, which became effective June 1, 1994, as approved by the Regional Transportation
Council (RTC), the transportation policy board for the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) and
amended on May 10, 2007. Staff presented information about:

1. Job Access/Reverse Commute and New Freedom Programs Call for Projects Results —
presented by James Powell (Duncanville, Fort Worth, Denton, Allen)

2. Regional Toll Revenue Funding Initiative — presented by Marcos Narvaez (Duncanville), Adam
Beckom (Fort Worth) and Christie Jestis (Denton, Allen)

3. Rail North Texas — presented by Chad Edwards (Duncanville, Fort Worth) and Michael Morris
(Denton, Allen)

4. AirCheckTexas Repair and Replacement Assistance Program — presented by Jason Brown
(Duncanville, Fort Worth, Denton, Allen)

5. Transportation Integrated Storm Water Management Guide — presented by Karla Weaver
(Duncanville, Allen) and Staron Faucher (Fort Worth, Denton)

The agenda also included other relevant transportation topics:

1. Air North Texas, a regional partnership and clean air campaign, launched July 15. Visit
www.airnorthtexas.org.

S.H. 161 construction ahead of schedule.

Environmental Protection Agency plans to approve the region’s 8-Hour State Implementation
Plan.

4. Rail North Texas funding options survey in public meeting folders and online. Visit
www.nctcog.org/railsurvey.



http://www.airnorthtexas.org/
http://surveys.nctcog.org/TakeSurvey.asp?SurveyID=3KKl550J4684M

The NCTCOG public meetings were held to educate, inform, and seek comments from the public.
Comments were solicited from those present who wished to speak for the record. The 30-day comment
period remained open through August 17, 2008. The presentations made at the meetings are available
at www.nctcog.org/trans/outreach/meetings.

Each person who attended a public meeting received a packet with a meeting agenda, a sheet on which
to submit written comments, a Rail North Texas funding options survey, and copies of the presentations
and related handouts. The names of RTC members were listed on the back of the agenda so attendees
could see who represented them. A list of RTC members is available online at:
www.nctcog.org/trans/committees/rtc/rtcroster.061608.pdf.

Outline of Public Meetings

Welcome, introductions — At all four meetings, Michael and Dan welcomed and thanked attendees
for coming and summarized public meeting topics. They noted the variety of topics to be discussed and
the scope of NCTCOG programs.

In Duncanville, Dan asked for a show of hands from the first-time public meeting attendees. Due to the
large number, he briefly explained the background and responsibilities of NCTCG and the mission of
the organization.

At all locations, both Michael and Dan highlighted the introduction of the Air North Texas campaign. Air
North Texas is a regional education and awareness campaign for the general public that seeks to
generate behavioral and lifestyle changes within our community to help improve air quality. One of the
major premises of the program is to have all partnering agencies in the region adopt the Air North
Texas theme and logo to create awareness of the program initiatives.

Michael and Dan both highlighted the importance of agreeable or disagreeable feedback on the Rail
North Texas funding options survey. They encouraged participants to visit the Web site, explore the
various funding scenarios available on the interactive revenue options worksheet, and provide
feedback on which funding options are most acceptable. NCTCOG and its regional partners are
working to reach a consensus on funding prior to presenting information to the legislative delegation at
the beginning of the Texas 81! Legislative Session.

In Allen, Michael noted the number of Regional Transportation Council members in attendance and
thanked them for participating in the public meetings. Michael also highlighted the success of the
Regional Toll Revenue funding initiative and how critical it has been in implementing projects
throughout the region.

Lastly, both encouraged attendees to ask questions or provide comments about the presentation topics
or any transportation issues with which they are concerned.

Summary of Presentations

A. Project Recommendations: Job Access/Reverse Commute & New Freedom Programs Call
for Projects — James Powell

e The Job Access/Reverse Commute and New Freedom programs are federally funded and
authorized by Congress in 2005 in the Safe Accountable Flexible Efficient Transportation Act —
A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU) to support enhanced public transportation services for low-
income individuals and persons with disabilities.

e The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) designated NCTCOG as the recipient of funds
for the Job Access/Reverse Commute and New Freedom programs in the Dallas-Fort
Worth-Arlington (DFWA) and Denton-Lewisville (DL) urbanized areas. As the designated
recipient, NCTCOG was responsible for conducting a competitive call for projects to award
funds apportioned to those areas, contracting with selected sub-recipients, and ensuring
compliance with federal regulations.


http://www.nctcog.org/trans/outreach/meetings/
http://www.nctcog.org/trans/committees/rtc/rtcroster.061608.pdf

¢ Job Access/Reverse Commute Program
o Job Access: Projects designed to transport welfare recipients and eligible low-income
individuals to and from employment and employment related opportunities.
0 Reverse Commute: This program eliminates the low-income requirement and is designed to
transport residents of urbanized areas to suburban employment opportunities.
o Eligible Projects:
= [ ate-night and weekend service
= Shuttle service
= Expanding fixed-route public transit
= Demand-responsive van service
= Administration of voucher programs
= Mobility management

e New Freedom Program
o Provide those with disabilities new public transportation services and transportation
alternatives beyond the requirements of the 1990 Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA).
o Assist individuals with disabilities with transportation to and from employment and
employment services.
o Eligible Projects:
= New public transportation services beyond ADA
e Enhancements beyond the minimums required by ADA
o Feeder services
o Accessibility improvements
e Travel training
= New public transportation alternatives beyond ADA
¢ Purchasing vehicles to support new accessible taxis, rideshare and/or
vanpooling
e New voucher, volunteer driver, or aide programs
o Mobility management
0 These projects must be:
= Targeted to individuals with disabilities AND
= Meet the intent of the program by removing transportation barriers

e Federal funds available

Job Access/
Reverse Commute
FY DFWA DL DFWA DL

2007* | $2,081,680 $0 $6,834 $21,600
2008 $2,269,598 $95,126 $1,224,858 $56,358
TOTAL | $4,351,278 $95,126 $1,231,692 $77,958

*Carryover funds not awarded through 2007 Call for Projects

New Freedom

¢ A total of 18 project submittals were received for the 2008 Job Access/Reverse Commute
and New Freedom programs call for projects. Project submittals and a detailed draft of
the funding recommendations can be viewed at: www.nctcog.org/jarc.
o Eligible entities are:
= Private non-profit organizations
= State or local governmental authorities
= Operators of public transportation services
0 2008 Call for Projects opened on April 28, 2008 and closed on June 13, 2008.



http://www.nctcog.org/trans/transit/ops/jarc/

¢ Project evaluation involved a two-step process:
o Step 1 — Initial Screening
= Application completeness
= Project/applicant eligibility
= Project derived from the Regional Coordination Plan
o Step 2 — Evaluation
= Project meets the needs, goals and objectives of the program
= Implementation plan
= Coordination and program outreach
= Project effectiveness and performance indicators
= [nnovation
= Project budget

e 2008 call for projects timeline:
o April 28: Call for projects opened
0 May 5-7: Pre-proposal workshop
o June 13: Call for projects closed
0 July 16-17: Public meetings
0 August 22: STTC: Action item
o0 September 11: RTC: Action item
o Spring 2009: Enter into agreements

e The 2009 Job Access/Reverse Commute and New Freedom call for projects have a
similar timeline and open in late spring.

e Specific topics and issues presented for public involvement:
o0 Summary of the Job Access/Reverse Commute and New Freedom programs.
0 Review and evaluation process for the 2008 call for projects submittals.

. Project Recommendations: Regional Toll Revenue Funding Initiative —
Marcos Navaros (Duncanville), Adam Beckom (Fort Worth),
Christie Jestis (Denton and Allen)

e As aresult of the upfront S.H. 121 payment, the 2007 Regional Toll Revenue (RTR)
Funding Initiative made $2.5 billion available to fund transportation projects. The RTC
announced the call for projects in April 2007. Project applications were due in August 2007 and
staff has been reviewing, evaluating, and developing consensus with county stakeholders for
selected new projects.

e Two types of accounts were established from the payments received from the North
Texas Tollway Authority (NTTA) and funding priorities established:

o Account 1: The balance of the up-front concession payment
= Set asides (e.g. sustainable development & new boundary)
= Previously selected projects (e.g., S.H. 121 MOU projects)
= Cost overruns

o Account 2: Excess revenue/emergency fund
= Originally envisioned as annual payment over 52 years
= NTTA paid entire sum up-front
= Using a portion to fund new projects



¢ Available funding for new projects (in millions):

County Account 1 Account 2
Up-Front Payment Excess Revenue
Collin $512.59 $290.00
Dallas $47.29 $303.53
Denton $735.89 $89.63
Tarrant $33.71 $33.06

e For detailed project and funding allocation, visit: www.nctcog.org/trans/tip/cdal/index.
o Summary of “New Projects” recommendations with inflation for Collin, Dallas, Denton and
Tarrant counties.
0 2007 RTR funding initiative project evaluation for regionally innovative projects.
0 Detailed evaluation of methodology and definitions.

o Staff utilized a three-phase process to evaluate the project submittals.
o0 Phase One: Eligibility Review
= Located in eligible county
= Eligible project types
o Phase Two: Initial Strategic Review
= Using RTC priorities
o Phase Three: Final Project Selection
= Technical analysis using RTC priorities and emphasis areas
= Consensus through county task force meetings

e The Local Contribution Credit affects local cities and counties along the S.H. 121
corridor that paid for improvements prior to the decision to make S.H. 121 a toll facility.
NCTCOG staff developed a methodology to fairly credit each entity their original contribution.
Proposed uses for these credit funds are:

0 Substitute as local match on “new projects” selected through RTR funding initiative.
o Build priority projects within each affected jurisdiction (necessitates inventory of projects to
be built within each jurisdiction).

¢ In the fall of 2007, TXxDOT announced a State transportation funding crisis reflecting the
national crisis of transportation dollars not keeping pace with transportation needs.
Innovative partnerships with TxDOT are under consideration in order to facilitate project
implementation.
o0 TxDOT Funding Crisis
= Potential project deletions and delays
= 20 percent reduction in available revenues from original 2004-2014 partnership
= Expansion of funding years from 2004-2014 to 2009-2019
0 20 Percent Match Requirement
» State matching funds not available for DFW RTR funded projects
» TXDOT submitted many projects without identified match
= Many TxDOT projects are high priorities for local agencies


http://www.nctcog.org/trans/tip/cda/index.

o Staff recommendations for innovative partnerships with TxDOT to continue delivering
projects:
o Creation of a reserve pool by setting aside a percentage of revenues taken from account 2
= For cost overruns and unexpected changes
o Consider inflation rates and project phasing
= Determine the funding needed by phase and by year (aids with fund investment
strategy)
= Apply inflation rate to all projects/phases (4 percent per year)
o Staff recommendations for RTR air quality projects:
= Remove from RTR funding consideration
= Fund with Federal Surface Transportation Program-Metropolitan
Mobility/Rehabilitation or Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement dollars
= Qutline the funding needed for 2010-2012 timeframe
= Maintain RTC policy positions:
¢ Projects must meet air quality goals
¢ Air quality projects offset RTR roadway improvements
¢ Approve projects prior to the next federal call for projects

¢ RTR funding summary by county (in millions):

Collin Dallas Denton Tarrant Total®
Revenue® $1,467.42 $509.58 $1,649.71 | $117.77 $3,744.48
Previously Selected -11.00 -102.00° -659.50 -25.00 -797.50
Projects
Cost of SH 121 -597.66 -0.00 -41.15 -0.00 -638.81
Construction
Programmed on -56.17 -56.76° -123.54 -26.00 -262.47
Cost Overruns
Program on New -469.62 -45.39 -729.35 -31.05 -1,275.41
Projects (Account 1)
Program on New -290.00 -51.75 -38.61 -11.89 -392.25
Projects (Account 2)
Remaining Balance $42.97 $253.68 $57.56 $23.83 $378.04°

A) Does not include future funding of $5.47 million for Johnson and Parker counties
B) Includes funds from Account 2 and cost of constructing S.H. 121
C) Assumes current RTC position that the $100 million for LBJ backstop be funded from Dallas County RTR

funds (Account 1)

e To review presentations with detailed maps, graphs, and allocations for each eligible
county, visit: www.nctcog.org/trans/outreach/meetings.



http://www.nctcog.org/trans/outreach/meetings/

¢ RTR funding initiative timeline:
o0 May: County Task Force Meetings
o June: STTC Information: Draft Recommendations
0 July: Public Meetings: Draft Recommendations
0 July: RTC Information: Draft Recommendations
o July: STTC Action: Final Recommendations
0 August: RTC Action: Final Recommendations

e Specific topics and issues presented for public involvement:
0 Recommended RTR funding initiatives for Collin, Dallas, Denton, and Tarrant counties
o Evaluation process for 2007 call for projects submittals
o Local contribution credit
o Staff recommendations for innovative partnerships with TxDOT

. Status Report: Rail North Texas — Chad Edwards (Duncanville and Fort Worth),
Michael Morris (Denton and Allen)

e Local elected officials, business leaders, transportation partners, and the public are
involved with identifying funding to implement an additional 251 miles of passenger rail lines
that would reach across seven counties in North Texas. The rail expansion plan was previously
approved by the RTC.

¢ A major challenge to implementing the rail expansion plan is lack of funding to build and
maintain the passenger rail service. Many funding sources are being considered. Public
and/or State legislative approval would be required to implement many of the funding
options.

e Rail North Texas efforts are focused on:
o Determining how much revenue is needed to implement the transit element of the
metropolitan transportation plan.
o Investigating the likely sources of revenues to provide those funds.

¢ Rail North Texas merges the 2002 Regional Rail Corridor Study, which identified nine rail
corridors within the region, and the Regional Transit Initiative that created the
administrative structure to identify funding sources.

e The 2005 Texas 79" Legislative Session created the Regional Transit System Review
Committee made up of local elected officials, State elected officials, and other interested
parties:

0 Roughly six meetings were held in 2006.

o The University of North Texas executed a phone survey of transit acceptance. An average
75 percent of respondents supported an increase in sales tax for transit purposes.

o No action was taken by the legislature for funding new rail.

e The 2007 Texas 80" Legislative Session saw the introduction of Senate Bill 257 (Senator
Carona) and House Bill 2084 (Representative Hill) that sought to increase the sales tax
for transit purposes.

o No action was taken by the legislature for funding new rail.



¢ In 2008 the RTC established the Transit Authority Partnership Subcommittee to re-

evaluate and refresh efforts to locate adequate funding sources to provide a seamless
rail system in North Texas. Efforts included:

o Revise cost estimates of rail corridors to match 2008 dollars.

o0 Update revenue options including increasing the sales tax.

o Create consensus between business, public, and elected officials.

o0 Develop a marketing campaign.

o Serve as a major component in the RTC Legislative Program for the Texas 81% Legislative

Session in January 2009.

¢ Rail North Texas costs for regional rail (in millions)

. Operating &
Capital M:intena?\ce Total
Total Costs (2008 $) $4,700 $875 | $5575
Total Costs
(w/inflation) $8,163 $1,430 | $9,593
Annualized Costs
(over 21 years) $389 $68 $457

o Before taxes are increased or other revenue options implemented there are funding
strategies that can be utilized within the current revenue streams to assist in providing
funding sources. These strategies include:

o Initiate parking fees at the stations

o Higher airport fare for trains traveling into Dallas-Fort Worth Airport or Love Field Airport
o Higher fare box recovery

o Tax increment finance revenue sharing

o Public or private partnerships

o Transition 4A/4B revenue

o Federal funds



¢ Prior to 2001, sales tax revenue was the primary funding source for transit. Fewer
legislative funding limitations in recent years now allow economic development and
some roadway funding to be used to build transit. The ability to mix funding sources
between economic development, transit, and roadway funding is increasing resources to

advance options for Rail North Texas.

Economic
Development
Funding Sources

Transit
Funding Sources

Roadway
Funding Sources

1983 — 1988

Economic Development

Sales Tax

Fuel Tax
Vehicle Registration

1989 — 2000

Economic Development

Sales Tax

Fuel Tax
Vehicle Registration

2001 - 2006

Economic Development

Rail Eligible for Roadway
Revenue

Fuel Tax
Vehicle Registration
Texas Mobility Fund

Private-Public
Partnerships

2007 — Current

Economic Development

Rail Eligible for Roadway
and Economic Development
Revenue

Fuel Tax
Vehicle Registration
Texas Mobility Fund

Private-Public
Partnerships

Future

Economic Development

Rail Eligible for Roadway
and Economic Development
Revenue
Increase Sales Tax

Stop Diversions
Increase Vehicle
Registration
General Revenue Bonds
Local Option Fuel Tax

e Specific topics and issues presented for public involvement:
0 NCTCOG encourages participants to visit the website, explore the funding options on the
interactive funding worksheet and return the completed survey by 5 p.m., August 11, 2008.

= The survey is available online at www.nctcog.org/railsurvey
= The interactive funding worksheet is available at www.nctcog.org/rnt
= Return to: Jahnae Stout, P.O. Box 5888, Arlington, TX 76005 or jstout@nctcog.org

. Status Report: AirCheckTexas Repair and Replacement Assistance Program —
Jason Brown

e The AirCheckTexas Repair and Replacement Assistance Program is designed to help
vehicle owners comply with vehicle emissions standards to reduce ozone-forming
emissions created by on-road motor vehicles. It addresses the highest polluting vehicles and
provides an incentive for citizens to repair or replace high-emitting vehicles.

¢ Residents of the Dallas-Fort Worth nonattainment counties of Collin, Dallas, Denton, Ellis,
Johnson, Kaufman, Parker, Rockwall, and Tarrant may be eligible to receive vouchers worth
$3,000 toward the purchase of a newer car or truck or $3,500 toward a hybrid vehicle from
participating auto dealers. Vouchers up to $600 for repair assistance is available.


http://www.nctcog.org/railsurvey/
http://www.nctcog.org/rnt
mailto:jstout@nctcog.org

¢ In late 2007, the Texas legislature modified the program expanding eligibility

requirements to more vehicle owners and increasing funding. This had a dramatic effect

on the number of participants. Figures from December 12, 2008, when the modifications went

into effect, through July 3, 2008 reflect participation levels:
21,125 applications processed
11,477 replacement vouchers issues
7,039 replacement vouchers redeemed
1,453 repair vouchers issued
1,162 of repair vouchers redeemed
505 Participating automobile dealerships
195 Participating repair facilities

e AirCheckTexas Drive a Clean Machine vehicle requirements for repairs or replacement

assistance:
o Currently registered in a participating county for at least 12 months preceding the
application.

o Passed a DPS Motor-Vehicle Safety Inspection (if more than 24-years old) or Safety and

Emissions Inspection (if 24-years old or less) within 15 months of application.
0 Gasoline-powered and vehicle must be drivable.
0 And either:
= For repairs or replacement, failed an emissions test within the past 30 days
= For replacement, at least ten years old or older
o For repair assistance vehicles must be taken to a participating repair facility.

e AirCheckTexas Drive a Clean Machine replacement vehicle information:
0 Replacement Vehicle Requirements:
= Federal Tier 2, Bin 5 or cleaner
= 10,000 pounds or less (gross vehicle weight rating)
= Cost less than $25,000 before tax, title, and license
0 Replacement Vehicle Compensation:
= $3,500 for a hybrid, current or previous year model year
= $3,000 for a car, current or previous three model years
= $3,000 for a truck, current or previous two model years.

e The 2009 AirCheckTexas Repair and Replacement Assistance program application
acceptance is approaching. In order to better serve the public and make the program
more user-friendly, staff consistently evaluates and modifies the program.

o There is $21 million available in funding.
o Applications will be accepted beginning August 18, 2008.
o0 How to apply:
= Online at www.nctcog.org/airchecktexas
= Kiosks at participating dealerships
0 Send your application and income documentation:
= By fax: (817) 608-2315
= By mail: AirCheckTexas Program, P.O. Box 5888, Arlington, TX 76005-5888

e For a detailed view of income and vehicle guidelines, please visit the Web site at:
www.nctcog.org/airchecktexas.

e Specific topics and issues presented for public involvement:
0 Expanded eligibility requirements
0 Application acceptance for 2009 begins August 18, 2008
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. Coordination Effort: Transportation Integrated Storm Water Management Guide -
Karla Weaver (Duncanville and Allen) Staron Faucher (Fort Worth and Denton)

e Developed by the North Central Texas Council of Governments and a team of
consultants, the integratedStorm Water Management (iISWM) series of documents
assists local governments and private developers, engineers, and contractors in
effectively managing storm water runoff related to construction and development activities in the
region. From planning and design to construction, operation, and maintenance, iISWM provides
comprehensive guidance throughout each phase of development.

0 iISWM Design Manual for Site Development was created through a multi-year project funded
by more than 60 local governments.
o Provides comprehensive criteria to design neighborhoods, shopping centers, etc. that fully
incorporate and address storm water considerations and seeks to:
= Improve water quality
= Reduce stream bank erosion
= Reduce flooding risk

e The Transportation integratedStorm Water Management (TriSWM) was funded by TxDOT
and developed by the NCTCOG Department of Environment and Development with
project oversight by the NCTCOG Transportation Department.

o TriSWM provides guidance to local governments and transportation agencies for managing
storm water management facilities for streets and highways in the Dallas-Fort Worth
Metroplex.

o TriSWM includes planning tools and best management practices (BMPs) to control the
quality and quantity of storm water runoff from streets and highways.

e Development of streets and highways increases the amount of runoff that can cause
downstream flooding and stream bank erosion. Runoff from streets and highways contain
pollutants including oil, grease, metals, nutrients and particulates. State and federal regulations
require local governments and transportation agencies to control pollution in storm water runoff.

o TriSWM will be an addition (Appendix J) to the current iISWM Design Manual for site
development. This replaces certain sections of the iSWM manual for planning and
design of storm water controls for streets and highways. Benefits include:

o0 Water quality protection
= Establishes treatment requirements based on projected traffic volume and
environmental factors.
0 Stream bank protection
= Determines potential impacts and establishes criteria for protection.
o Flood control
= Determines potential impacts and provides flood impact reduction measures.

e For additional information and downloads visit www.iswm.nctcoqg.orq.

e Specific topics and issues presented for public involvement:
o Please provide questions or comments by Friday, August 8, 2008 to:
Karla Weaver, Senior Transportation Planner at kweaver@nctcog.org, (817) 608-2376.
Jeff Rice, Environment & Development Planner at jrice@nctcog.org (817) 695-9212.
Audra Valamides, EIT Environment & Development Engineer at avalamides@nctcog.org or
(817) 608-2341.
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ORAL COMMENTS RECEIVED AT MEETINGS
(Meeting location in parentheses)
Job Access/Reverse Commute and New Freedom Programs Call for Projects Results
Betty Westerfeld — (Fort Worth)

A. New Freedom Program

Question: What services are available for Mental Health Mental Retardation of Tarrant County?

Summary of response from James Powell: Mental Health Mental Retardation of Tarrant County
has partnered with the Texas Citizens Fund of Austin to conduct a 10-month study on the unmet
needs of persons with disabilities and the difficulties experienced commuting to and from
employment in Tarrant County. The results of the study will become specific projects aimed at
reducing barriers.

B. New Freedom Program

Question: Will this study address the issues those with disabilities experience with transportation
outside of employment needs?

Summary of response from James Powell: There may be other portions of the study that address
those particular concerns, but our funding focuses on the transportation element and resulting
employment barriers.

Martin Nelson — City of Denton (Denton)
A. Job Access/Reverse Commute Program
Comment: | would like to voice my support for the JARC program.

Summary of response from Michael Morris: Thank you. When successful transportation programs
exist, it is important to maintain their availability. These programs make alternative modes of
transportation feasible.

Regional Toll Revenue Funding Initiative

Grady Smithey — Councilmember, City of Duncanville (Duncanville)
A. RTR Funding Projects

Comment: There are three important projects to the city of Duncanville. First, the I.H. 20 and U.S.
67 interchange. Councilmember Smithey stated this project is engineered and environmentally
cleared, but the $10 million project remains unfunded. Secondly, the southbound bridge from

I.H. 20 east to Clark Road. Councilmember Smithey stated this project is stuck in the TxDOT
environmental clearance process. Lastly, he encouraged a commitment from the RTC and
TxDOT for continuous service roads that serve vital public safety concerns.

Response from Dan Kessler: Dan thanked the Councilmember and former RTC member for his
continued support.

William McDonald — Interim City Manager of Balch Springs (Duncanville)
A. RTR Funding Projects

Comment: The City of Balch Springs supports the recommended expenditures of approximately
$4.57 million in funds with a local match of approximately $1.15 million for ramps at I.H. 20 and
Kleberg Road that will accommodate Hazmat exit routes. He said the City of Balch Springs would
like to see any balance of funds allocated or set aside for the Haymarket ramp at I.H. 20.

Response from Dan Kessler: Thank you.
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Mayor Ronald E. Jones — City of Garland (Allen)
A. RTR Funding Projects

Comment: The City of Garland supports the RTR funding initiatives for a variety of reasons, but
the two main reasons are that individuals who live in the region are going to benefit from these
alternative funding sources and it allows for completion of projects that otherwise would not be
funded. He noted the city was delighted there was a recommendation to fund the Pleasant Valley
Road Bridge project.

Summary of response from Michael Morris: Thank you.
Rodger Jones — Richardson (Allen)
A. RTR Funding Projects

Comment: Mr. Jones voiced support of the 12-foot wide concrete trail leading to the DART Bush
Turnpike rail station. He said he walks to and from this station everyday either on the service road
or through woods which are not very safe.

Response from Michael Morris: Thank you.
B. RTR Funding Process
Question: What are the next steps for these RTR projects? When will the funds be available?

Summary of response from Michael Morris and Christie Jestis: Christie Jestis collects all the
comments, a number of meetings are held and the staff makes its final recommendations. Then,
the technical committee recommends the projects for RTC approval. The RTC is expected to
approve project recommendations in August. The advantage to this funding is that because they
are not federal funds we gain an ability to move quickly. By eliminating inflationary costs, projects
can be built for 30 to 40 percent less.

Following RTC approval, administrative actions include adding, in November, the projects to the
State inventory of funded improvements. During this same period the Texas Transportation
Commission will be asked to approve the projects. Finally, the recommendations are sent to the
Legislative Budget Board which approves the sum of funding necessary for that year. All these
approvals should be in place by January, and entities will then be able to sign agreements with
our agencies or TXDOT and begin accessing these funds and building these projects.

Ruben Delgado — Collin County (Allen)
A. RTR Funding Local Contributions

Comment: Please review the local contributions to S.H. 121 on the summary of new projects
worksheets for Collin County. It lists $3 million for the local contribution and | believe it should be
closer to $6 million.

Summary of response from Michael Morris: Please give your concerns to Christie, she will review
those figures.

The local contribution credit policy is important. When the local entities initiated to build S.H. 121
there was an expectation that it would be built as a gasoline-tax facility and it resulted in a toll
road. The RTC developed a policy to review all the commitments that were made by the local
entities and give credit back, in original dollar value, to these communities to be able to use these
funds for other transportation projects. Michael encouraged anyone who has credits associated
with S.H. 121 to review contributions and send information to Christie.

Additionally, the U.S. 75 project on the Collin County listing assumes the 20 percent match would
come from gasoline tax revenue rather than taking match out of your regional toll road funds. The
goal is to hold the State accountable for the gasoline tax distribution.
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B. RTR Funding Regional Outer Loop
Question: Why is funding for the regional outer loop not included in the recommendations?

Summary of response from Michael Morris: Conversations are ongoing with policy officials
throughout the region concerning the regional outer loop. The regional outer loop is expected to
be built by the private sector. Some of the region’s money, however, will be allocated to design
and building critical frontage roads. Currently, it is imperative to get right-of-ways purchased. On
the western side of the region, right-of-way is disappearing due to the influx of gas wells. It is
necessary to get the regional outer loop alignment finalized or else the corridor will move further
out from where it needs to be.

Alan Upchurch — City of Plano (Allen)
A. RTR Funding Credits

Comment: | would like to discuss the credit calculations from Plano. Information supplied to
NCTCOG was based on donations for right of ways valued at $10/square foot and other cities
used a value of $25/square foot. Figures should be equalized.

Summary of response from Michael Morris: Michael asked Mr. Upchurch to work with Christie to
resolve concerns.

B. RTR Funding Projects

Comment: On several occasions, DART has made requests for a park-and-ride in West Plano.
This project would benefit the whole region yet it is not recommended to receive funding.

Summary of response from Michael Morris: Michael said he would review the project with Christie
C. RTR Funding Local Fund Shares

Comment: Do you anticipate a decision on the local administration of funds before the August
RTC meeting?

Summary of response from Michael Morris: A draft agreement exists. It is expected to be signed
in the next couple of days. The off-system projects will be administered by the RTC and the on-
system projects will be administered by TxDOT.

Paul Konrad — Allen (Allen)
A. RTR Funding of Alternative Modes of Travel
Comment: | am happy to see the large number projects slated for alternative modes of travel.

Summary of response from Michael Morris: We are pleased to strike a balance between different
types of projects.
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Rail North Texas

Grady Smithey — Councilmember, City of Duncanville (Duncanville)
A. Sales Tax

Comment: Councilmember Smithey believes the only feasible option is a half-cent sales-tax
increase which, in many cases, would require exemptions for cities to exceed the State imposed
sales-tax cap of 8.25 percent if the money was going to be used to fund mass transit.
Councilmember Smithey is also concerned that those who can not utilize the mass transit system
are being asked to subsidize it

Summary of response from Dan Kessler: Dan stressed the purpose of the Rail North Texas
survey is to provide staff with feedback on the funding options that are most acceptable, but it
also presents an opportunity for individuals to express disagreement with any or all of the funding
sources.

Dan noted that during the Annual Transportation Summit in Irving on August 15, 2008, NCTCOG
staff and RTC members will be participating in a town hall meeting with the North Texas
Legislative Delegation to determine the Rail North Texas funding options and the level of support
that can be expected when these options are presented during the Texas 81 Legislative Session
in January.

Kevin Bass — Legislative Aide, Senator Royce West (Duncanville)
A. Vehicle Miles Traveled Tax

Comment: The perceived theory behind the vehicle miles of travel tax is that individuals are
engaged in a lot of extra leisure travel. High gas prices and recent experience has shown that
most people are only commuting to and from work at steadily increasing costs. He is wary of a tax
based on vehicle miles of travel.

Dan’s response: Thank you for your comment.
B. Vehicle Sales Tax
Question: Is the motor vehicle sales tax added to the price of a vehicle?
Dan’s response: Yes, but that is not a popular option with the car dealerships.
C. Local Option Gasoline Tax
Question: Would the residents of local communities vote for the local option gasoline tax?

Summary of response by Dan Kessler: The tax is being proposed as a local option and it would
be left to the individual communities to determine how to adopt it. The challenge for policy makers
when taxes are proposed as a local option is that one community may vote for the tax while the
neighboring community does not. This moves the discussion toward proposing countywide
elections.

D. Local Subsidy Option
Question: Could you clarify the local subsidy option?

Summary of response Chad Edwards: The local subsidy option is considered a non-traditional
source of funding where local officials would have the option to raise revenue from sources they
designate.

Chad recognized that some of the funding sources are more viable than others. The goal is to
engage and measure the public response to these issues and create a consensus that can be
presented during the Texas 81 Legislative Session.
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E. New Resident Impact Fee
Question: Could you expand on the new resident impact fee?

Summary of response from Dan Kessler: The premise of the new resident impact fee is that the
taxpayers who have resided in the area for years have paid for the current transportation system
and the new residents moving into the region are going to benefit from this. The fee is a way to
capture some revenue from these new users. The fees could be levied in a variety of ways. Some
counties currently have the ability to charge a new resident impact fee the first time these
residents register a car from out of State.

F. Venhicle Registration Fee
Comment: Adding $95 to the current vehicle registration fee is too much of an increase.

Summary of response from Dan Kessler: Ultimately, this is a political matter. Many states
generate revenue by taxing vehicles through a variety of measures. We did a rigorous
assessment, and Texas ranks 16™ nationally in vehicle registration fees and 36" in the overall
collection of capital through vehicle excise taxes.

William McDonald — Interim City Manager Balch Springs (Duncanville)
A. Regional Rail Funding

Comment: The City of Balch Springs is not a DART member city but supports a regional plan for
rail transit. According to the maps, the rail corridors would extend into the medical corridor where
we are currently holding discussions about building a million square foot shopping center. It is
important to maintain a regional perspective about building rail down to I.H. 635 along U.S. 175.
Mr. McDonald encouraged transportation and elected officials to pursue State and federal
funding.

Summary of response from Dan Kessler: We are focused on competing for federal dollars and
will continue to pursue those opportunities. DART received $750 million for the Green Line light
rail expansion, one of the largest federal grants ever given for a transportation system. The
challenge is there are 50 to 60 metropolitan areas competing for the same federal money. In
addition, the federal transportation system is experiencing a funding crisis similar to that of the
state level. Therefore, the large sum of money necessary to build and maintain a regional rail
system will come from State or federal sources.

Historically, and this is changing, legislators have not responded to the planning agencies and
locally elected officials when it comes to supporting alternative funding solutions for a regional rail
network. If the citizens support a regional rail system, it is important to contact legislators and
encourage them to direct funding to rail projects.

Misty Parker — Government Relations, DART (Duncanville)
A. Regional Rail Support

Comment: During the Texas 80" Legislative Session Senate Bill 257 (Senator Carona) and
House Bill 2084 (Representative Hill) received more support than was described in the public
meeting presentation and comments. Even though the bills did not pass, there was plenty of
support shown for funding a regional rail system.

Summary of response from Dan Kessler: There is support among local officials for a regional rail
system and support continues to grow. Transportation partners and elected officials continue to
push for these initiatives and are confident the funding plan recently developed will be successful
in creating consensus and a regional position to be presented during the Texas 81% Legislative
Session.

16



Cleveland Harris — Morning Side North Association (Fort Worth)
A. Regional Rail Support

Comment: | support all efforts to get passenger rail on the legislative agenda as the most viable
mode of transportation for future mass transit needs.

Summary of response from Dan Kessler: It is important for citizens to contact their legislators and
express their opinions about local funding options to expand passenger rail in the region.

B. Regional Rail Support

Comment: The proposed passenger rail line that travels between Dallas and Fort Worth through
Arlington should be built first due to proximity to businesses and sports arenas in the Arlington
area.

Summary of response from Dan Kessler: This is an excellent passenger rail route and we
continue to explore viable solutions. That particular rail line has one of the highest commuter rail
ridership projections in the region. There are a couple challenges with this route. This rail line is
the Union Pacific (UP) main line, one of the most heavily traveled freight rail corridors in the
region. This rail line also passes through the Tower 55 intersection which has wait times upwards
of two hours. We are currently in discussions with various partners and staff working on a Tower
55 solution.

Edith Jones — League of Women Voters (Fort Worth)
A. Regional Rail Support
Question: Have any legislators expressed support of a bill funding regional rail?

Summary of response from Dan Kessler: There is not a specific legislator at this point endorsing
a bill because we have not reached that stage in the process. Every two weeks since January,
Chad and his team have been meeting with a number of elected officials and business leaders to
determine financing options for Rail North Texas. Meetings with the North Texas legislative
delegation will occur in July and August. On August 15, during the Annual Transportation Summit
in Irving, final revenue strategies will be presented at a town hall meeting to garner support and
reach consensus on the final recommendations which will be presented during the Texas 81°
Legislative Session.

Becky Horn — Little EIm Chamber of Commerce (Denton)
A. 4A/4AB Funding

Question: Would cities lose 4A/4B economic development funds with a sales tax
reapportionment?

Summary of response from Michael Morris: Generally, 4A/4B funding will remain the same. The
only example where this may change is in Duncanville where a half-cent sales tax is used to fund
the Star Center Arena for economic development purposes. Duncanville would like a rail station
on the light rail extension; but they cannot afford this until they pay for the Star Center Arena.
Once the Star Center Arena is paid for, city officials could decide to build a rail station, similar to
Mockingbird Station in Dallas, that would be a center of economic development. This process
could open up the discussion of 4A/4B funding.
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Ryan Middleton — Frisco (Denton)
A. Gasoline Tax

Question: | support raising the gasoline tax; although | am concerned with the effect this would
have on low-wage workers. Has there been any discussion of some type of tax break to minimum
wage employees?

Summary of response from Michael Morris: The potential financial burden of a gasoline tax is
recognized. Assistance for toll road users has been discussed. Through toll tag usage, driver
information is compiled and an income verification process could be implemented that would
allow financial assistance to be offered through a subsidy or other method. The mechanics of
implementing this with the gasoline tax gets a little more complicated.

The reality is individual users are going to be held accountable for a larger share of transportation
costs and this is going to raise a number of policy issues. Communities without congestion do not
necessarily agree with paying for transit solutions, and understandably, communities that do not
have the option of using rail transit disagree with paying for it.

The goal is to get a regional rail system built as soon as possible so this could serve as a reliever
to traffic congestion on the roadways. Building the rail system today and influencing land use
opportunities is the smarter way to handle the region’s inevitable growth.

B. Rail Land Use
Question: Do you lobby local governments to change their land use before the rail line is built?

Summary of response from Michael Morris: We regularly have discussions and debate with our
regional partners and local governments. Some communities are more receptive to passenger rail
than others. Cities are recognizing benefits of high-density developments. Around rail stations,
high-density developments can equate to a high quality of life and new economic opportunities.

Bruce Nipp — URS Washington Division (Denton)
A. Rail Funding Support
Comment: Legislators turned down previous rail funding options.

Summary of response from Michael Morris: Yes, previous efforts failed to garner the needed
support for a sales-tax or gasoline-tax increase. Local leaders are confident about success in the
Texas 81% Legislative Session because of the comprehensive funding proposal and recognition
of the need for a regional rail system.

Robert Pope — Former Chair of DART (Denton)

A. Rail Funding Support
Question: What happens if legislators do not act on any of these passenger rail funding
initiatives?

Summary of response from Michael Morris: Under federal guidelines, a project can not be placed
in the transportation plan without a favorable chance of being funded. Based on viable funding
initiatives, the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) approved the plan for 251 miles of additional
rail lines in North Texas; therefore, local leaders are preparing to present Rail North Texas
funding initiatives during the Texas 81°' Legislative Session.
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If we are unable to convince legislators to permit us to take these plans back to the local officials
to hold local elections, passenger rail projects will have to be taken out of the transportation plan.
What this ultimately means is roadway solutions only. Losing passenger rail as an alternative
transportation option would limit funding and local solutions. In addition, the air quality plan for the
region would change.

The rationale for advancing passenger rail is not just the choice of a mode of travel; it in effect
removes a community of cars with polluting emissions. If the region loses rail options and reverts
to road-only alternatives, this may hinder our ability to meet air quality standards and potentially
face federal sanctions. This would have the further effect of losing gasoline tax revenues which
fund transportation projects.

Alan Upchurch — City of Plano (Allen)
A. Sales Tax

Question: What would happen to the funds if DART cities end up getting “double-taxed” for the
regional rail system, since these communities currently pay a one-cent tax for rail?

Summary of response from Michael Morris: The last time local leaders went to the legislature
solutions did not exist that addressed the potential double taxation of DART cities. This year, local
leaders will suggest that if a funding option is too difficult to implement selectively around DART
cities, 100 percent of that revenue will be placed into a transportation infrastructure fund. The
mechanisms to manage such a fund still need to be developed, but these dollars could be used to
advance rail, build infrastructure, build roadway projects, and perform maintenance projects in
DART communities.

Doug Gallagher — Allen (Allen)
A. Sales Tax

Comment: Allen is not a DART city, but many residents work and shop in DART cities, in effect,
helping to pay for the rail system through the sales tax.

Summary of response from Michael Morris: This is one source of the equity problem when it
comes to the sales tax funding option. The question is do you measure a sales tax by the
geography in which it is collected or can we somehow look at the geography of where users are
spending their dollars.

B. Vehicle Registration Fee

Comment: | support a vehicle registration fee being applied to non-DART cities. | do not agree
with establishing a DART transportation infrastructure fund from revenue possibly generated from
the “double-taxation” of DART cities before the need for this money has been shown.

Summary of response from Michael Morris: Transportation funding is approximately $40 billion
short for needed infrastructure repairs. Right now, the roadways and structures in this region are
46 years old, and when they turn 80 years old in the year 2030 they will be beyond any
conceivably safe lifespan. An infrastructure fund could be compared to a pension fund that would
be capable of maintaining a constantly aging infrastructure.

C. 4A/4B Funding
Comment: Cities should look at the options of redirecting 4A/4B funds.

Response from Michael Morris: Cities need to move slowly toward redirecting 4A/4B funds in
order to convince legislators that local entities are doing their fair share to fund a regional transit
system.
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Becky Horn — Little EIm Chamber of Commerce (Denton)
A. East-West Line

Question: | am very happy with proposals for passenger rail moving north. Are there any plans to
have an east-west connector to I.H. 35 and |.H. 45 or the Frisco/McKinney/Denton railway? Is
corridor I.H. 380 an option for an east-west line?

Summary of response from Michael Morris: Staff constantly simulates new rail corridors within the
region. Options for an east-west corridor have been explored, and as yet, have not shown to be
feasible. One of the recurrent problems is having enough space to build a rail corridor.

Previous rail simulations in the I.H. 380 corridor will be reviewed. Currently, Collin and Denton
counties are resolving conflicts with I.H. 380 and neither county has space reserved for
passenger rail. Due to the volume of vehicles traveling the LBJ Freeway, recent efforts have
focused on this corridor for an east-west rail line.

Charles Barber — Republican Party of Tarrant County (Fort Worth)
A. Fare Box Recovery

Question: With a fare box recovery rate of 30 percent per dollar on the dollar, is that revenue for

operating or construction costs? Does this mean taxpayers are paying to build and also maintain
rail?

Response from Dan Kessler: The fare box recovery is applied toward operating costs. The entire
transportation system is subsidized through taxation.

Kurt Homan — Burleson (Fort Worth)
A. Tower 55

Question: What are the alternatives for improving Tower 55?

Summary of response from Dan Kessler and Jeff Neal: There are four options being considered
to reduce freight rail congestion at Tower 55. At-grade options are rail lines that go over or under
the current tracks. Additional sightings and tracks would be added so trains could change
direction more efficiently. The bypass options are a localized bypass option in the city of Fort
Worth using Fort Worth and Western Railroad tracks or a regional bypass created by including
freight rail in the proposed regional outer loop plans. The regional outer loop scenario directs
north-south traffic to the west of the metropolitan area and the east-west traffic to the south of the
metropolitan area.

The Tower 55 rail reliever study is singularly focused on the at-grade options and the Fort Worth
and Western Railroad bypass option. Public meetings will be later this year to address Tower 55
and potential solutions. The regional outer loop will be a separate study that will focus on a larger
regional freight rail bypass option.

Barbara Koerble — Fairmont Association/Southside Preservation Association (Fort Worth)
A. Right-of-Ways
Question: Will S.H. 121 have right-of-way for future rail?

Summary of response from Dan Kessler: Some corridors will have the opportunity for future rail
lines. S.H. 161 is an example where there may be right-of-way for a north-south rail line.
Currently, the majority of proposed rail lines focus on using existing or abandoned rail lines.
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Christopher Laskoski — Fort Worth (Fort Worth)
A. Electric Rail
Question: Why was the electric railway in Fort Worth eliminated?

Summary of response from Dan Kessler: The invention of the rubber tire and automobiles lead to
the dismantling of this system.

AirCheckTexas Repair and Replacement Assistance Program

Kevin Bass — Legislative Aide, Senator Royce West (Duncanville)
A. Application Process
Question: When is AirCheckTexas accepting new applications?
Response from Jason Brown: August 18, 2008.
B. Application Process

Comment: | recommend expanding the locations and methods in which people can obtain
applications especially for those residents who may not have Internet access or phone services.

Summary of response from Jason Brown: Back-ups with our telephone lines occurred last year
due to the high volume of calls; therefore the requirement of initiating the application process only
by telephone no longer exists. There is still a dedicated telephone line, but we will increase public
awareness of the other ways individuals can obtain applications: phone, fax, mail, or at kiosks at
participating dealerships. Additionally, an online application will be available soon. However, the
requirement that the application and income verification be sent by mail or fax to the NCTCOG
offices for processing will remain in effect.

C. AirCheckTexas Funds
Question: Are those funds released annually?

Response from Jason Brown: Yes, the legislature provides the funding on a two-year basis, so
the Texas 80" Legislative Session funded the years 2008 and 2009.

D. Vehicle Eligibility
Question: What are the federal standards for vehicle eligibility in the replacement program?

Summary of response from Jason Brown: The goal of the replacement program is to get drivers
into clean vehicles. The eligible vehicles are based on Environmental Protection Agency emission
standards. Qualifying vehicles are designated as Tier 2, Bin 5 or cleaner. The gross vehicle
weight rating must be 10,000 pounds or less, and the vehicle must cost $25,000 or less before
tax, title, and license.

E. AircheckTexas Success
Question: How is the program doing Statewide?

Summary of response from Jason Brown and Dan Kessler: Very well, both Houston and Austin
have counties participating in the AirCheckTexas program that has been very successful.
Success in North Texas can be attributed to the overwhelming response and advertising by
participating dealerships which enabled us to utilize funding to the maximum allowed last year.

NCTCOG received 2,000 to 3,000 calls per day and our staff went from 12 to a peak of 36. When
the 2009 funds are released, an even higher response rate is expected. Thousands of
applications are expected to be submitted within the first couple of weeks. The challenge is to
utilize technology to increase our capabilities so we can efficiently process applications during
these influxes.
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Transportation Inteqrated Storm Water Management Guide
Evelyn Gilchrist — TPSA (Fort Worth)
A. Rain Tanks

Question: Are there subsidies available to those who utilize rain tanks in the Dallas-Fort Worth
area to collect water and reduce polluted runoff?

Response from Jeff Rice NCTCOG Environment and Development Planner: Rain tanks are one
recommendation in the intergratedStorm Water Management manual, which the City of Fort
Worth has adopted. There are no subsidies available.

B Runoff
Question: Where does the street runoff currently go?
Response from Jeff Rice: The Trinity River.
Toll Roads
Kevin Bass — Legislative Aide, Senator Royce West (Duncanville)
A. Peak Travel Fees
Question: Have peak travel time fees been discussed in the managed lane or toll road scenarios?

Summary of response from Dan Kessler: Absolutely, especially for single occupant vehicles.
These types of fees will continue to be implemented as more managed lanes are utilized, which
will essentially become an entire network of managed lane facilities.

Steve Cone — Frisco (Allen)
A. Toll Road Revenue Distribution

Question: Do you track how much of the revenue collected from tolls is applied directly to the
construction of the road and what amount is applied to other transportation projects?

Summary of response from Michael Morris: The RTC policy is 75 percent of the revenue stays in
the counties that took the leadership role for building the toll road and 25 percent of these funds
are administered for other transportation projects in the region based on toll tag usage by zip
code. As additional toll roads are constructed, accounting will get more complicated. Eventually
these accounts will be placed on the Web site for the public to view.

Charles Barber — Republican Party of Tarrant County (Fort Worth)
A. Toll Road
Question: Is there a planned toll road in Fort Worth?

Summary of response from Dan Kessler: Yes, we hope to break ground on construction of
Southwest Parkway in 2009.
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B. Private Investment

Question: Will the construction and the revenue collected from Southwest Parkway go to a
foreign firm?

Summary of response from Dan Kessler: That is yet to be determined, but it is an option.
Basically, there are two financing options available for building toll facilities. The first is the
traditional construction of the roadway by the North Texas Tollway Authority (NTTA). Senate Bill
792 provides NTTA the Right of First Refusal, which is essentially the opportunity to review a
project and determine if they would like to pursue it as a toll facility. In the event NTTA chooses to
not pursue the construction of the project, the legislature approved the Comprehensive
Development Agreement (CDA) process which allows the private sector to submit bids to TxDOT
to design, build, and operate the toll facility.

C. Private Investment
Question: How can | ensure there will be no foreign ownership of these toll roads?
Response from Dan Kessler: It will never be foreign ownership.
D. Private Investment
Question: How can | ensure that no revenue from any of these projects goes to a foreign firm?

Response from Dan Kessler: | would suggest contacting your legislator. State law allows for a
CDA which states private investors, including foreign firms, can compete to design, build, and
operate toll facilities.

E. Private Investment

Question: Will you provide the information on your Web site as to who | contact to ensure no
transportation projects are contracted to foreign firms?

Response from Dan Kessler: No, it is not RTC policy, nor is it MPO policy, to regulate the process
so that foreign firms cannot invest in the region.

F. Private Investment

Question: Does the RTC recommend who does and does not get a contract for the benefits of a
tollroad?

Summary of response from Dan Kessler: It depends on the circumstances of the procurement. In
Collin and Denton counties, the RTC selected NTTA to construct the S.H. 121 facility. There are
ongoing discussions between the Texas Transportation Commission (TTC), the policy body for
TxDOT, and NTTA regarding toll facilities and the procurement process. Eventually the RTC will
have input on the procurement process and how toll roads will be constructed.

G. Private Investment
Question: In what circumstances does the RTC have an influence?

Response from Dan Kessler: That is a process currently being discussed between TxDOT and
the NTTA.

H. S.H. 121
Question: Who benefits from the Southwest Parkway?

Response from Dan Kessler: The commuters of southwest Tarrant County.
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J. Toll Road Revenue
Question: If more people are moving to the region why is revenue not increasing?

Summary of response from Dan Kessler: With more people moving into the region, there will be
an increase in revenue collections, but with increased construction costs these limited revenue
streams will not be adequate to sustain the needs of the region.

K. Length of Ownership

Question: Is there a sunset clause in the length of ownership or in how long the public can be
charged on a toll road?

Response from Dan Kessler: There is a sunset clause for the length of ownership. There is no
sunset clause in how long tolls can be charged.

Katy Hamilton — (Fort Worth)
A. Toll Roads

Question: Citizens pay various taxes and the State of Texas is in a record surplus, why do we
need toll roads?

Summary of response from Dan Kessler: There is a transportation funding crisis. The current

revenue streams received from the State and federal gasoline tax are only enough to sustain the
existing transportation system. The most recent gasoline-tax increase occurred in 1991. It is well
documented that three-quarters of these new funds were directed to non-transportation projects.

The North Texas population is expected to increase by one million people every seven years.
With a fixed revenue stream and construction costs inflating at 10 percent annually, the
transportation infrastructure and necessary funding does not exist to support this region. In
addition, the introduction of new technologies that decrease gasoline consumption will shrink this
revenue stream dramatically. Over the past 20 years, the only strategy the legislature has
provided to raise revenue in our region for transportation projects is to build toll roads. The
institutional structure of the gasoline tax as the only available revenue source is not sustainable.
Ultimately, the transportation system nationwide is going to have to be funded with different
alternatives.

B. Managed Lanes

Comment: Inflation is rising, gas prices are increasing, food prices are high and now we are
supposed to pay a toll to get to work every day on a road we have been driving on for free our
whole lives.

Summary of response from Dan Kessler: The specific corridors | think you are referencing are I.H
820 or the North Tarrant Expressway and this corridor, not unlike many other roadways, are
getting major extensions. RTC policy is to always maintain the same number of free lanes that
were on the corridor initially. There is no funding available to add the needed capacity to the
region’s transportation network. The only method available to raise revenue is to toll the added
capacity.
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C. Managed Lanes

Question: Are the number of free lanes on the sections of I.H. 820 and |.H. 35 when you get to
S.H. 183 dwindling to one?

Summary of response from Jeff Neal: No, there will be three free lanes in each direction and two
managed lanes in each direction for a total of five lanes each way. You will actually be gaining
one additional free lane.

On S.H. 183 three lanes will be reconstructed and three managed lanes will be added. Frontage
roads and ramps will also be reconstructed. There will also be auxiliary lanes between ramps.
Overall, there will be increased free capacity on I.H. 820 and S.H. 183, and the toll element will
help us fund the reconstruction efforts.

E. Private Investment
Question: What is the advantage of contracting foreign firms to build the toll roads?

Summary of response from Dan Kessler: The transition to a global economy is not new and
nearly every aspect of society is based in some way on foreign investments. Due to the
investment potential in constructing and building toll roads foreign investors with the capital
available, by State law, are allowed to bid for projects. If a United States firm wanted to bid in the
process, the project bid would be considered equally. Inflation costs alone are too high to keep
waiting to build these projects.

Christopher Laskoski — Fort Worth (Fort Worth)
A. Maintenance

Question: When the cost of constructing a road has been recovered from toll collection are
continued toll collections diverted to an account which will be used for maintenance on that
particular road?

Response from Dan Kessler: No, the policy of the RTC is to direct the funds for other
transportation projects.

Carlos Puente — Republican National Hispanic Assembly of Tarrant County (Fort Worth)
A. Lifespan of Toll Roads

Question: Will toll roads be eliminated at some point?

Response from Dan Kessler: Not in the foreseeable future.
Public Meetings

Doug Gallagher — Allen (Allen)
A. Broadcast Meetings
Question: Has there been any discussion about broadcasting public meetings on city stations?

Response from Michael Morris: Staff is willing to work with cities that would like to broadcast
public meetings. Information from the meeting in Denton was broadcast.
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Comprehensive Development Agreements (CDA)

Cinde Gilliland — City of Fort Worth (Fort Worth)
A. Southwest Parkway

Comment: Is Southwest Parkway or the North Tarrant Expressway a Comprehensive
Development Agreement (CDA)?

Summary of response from Dan Kessler: It is our understanding that a section of Southwest
Parkway will be constructed by NTTA. It is unlikely that NTTA will be financially capable of
building every toll road project in the region. Currently, the agreement is that NTTA will build
Southwest Parkway and the North Tarrant Express will likely be funded by a CDA.

Alternative Travel Modes

Floyd Copeland — Fort Worth (Fort Worth)

A. Alternative Vehicles

Question: Why are electric buses not encouraged?

Summary of response from Dan Kessler: From 1900-1935 there were 400-miles of electrified rail
system in North Texas. Unfortunately, over time local entities did not preserve this right-of-way
and this contributes to the current difficulties of building new rail lines. The scarcity of batteries
limits using electric buses on a larger scale. Presently, the Fort Worth Transportation Authority
(The T) uses compressed natural gas buses and they are very familiar with utilizing alternative
technologies.

Lionel Duprat — OPNA (Fort Worth)

A

Carpooling
Question: Where is information available to assist with setting up a rideshare matching program?

Summary of response from Dan Kessler: The T and DART both have rideshare matching programs
and they could help someone get started. Eventually a regional rideshare program will be available.
The goal of increasing managed lanes is to encourage ridesharing which helps individuals with
commuting expenses and helps the region move closer to meeting air quality standards.

Partnerships
Virgina Palazzo — Springtown (Fort Worth)

A. Committees

Question: Will you be partnering with the Texas Department of Transportation Commission?

Summary of response from Dan Kessler: Yes. Dan explained that he and Michael Morris are
often in Austin working with TxDOT and other committees on transportation initiatives to improve
transportation in our region.
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WRITTEN COMMENTS RECEIVED AT MEETINGS

Name and Title

Agency, City Represented
(meeting location in
parentheses)

Topics addressed

Comments

Grady Smithey

Councilmember, City of
Duncanville (Duncanville)

RTR Funding Projects
Rail North Texas

Attachment 1

Interim City Manager, Balch

RTR Funding Projects

William McDonald Springs (Duncanville) Rail North Texas Attachment 2
Marcus E. Knight City of Lancaster Service/access roads | Attachment 3
(Duncanville)
Partnerships with
Virginia Palazzo Springtown (Fort Worth) Texas Depqrtment of Attachment 4
Transportation
Commission
Fairmont
Association/Southside .
Barbara Koerble Preservation Association (Fort Right-of ways Attachment 5
Worth)
Republican National Hispanic .
Carlos Puente Assembly (Fort Worth) Toll roads lifespan Attachment 6
Bruce Nipp URS Washington Division Rail North Texas Attachment 7
(Denton)
Chris Holsted City of Wylie (Allen) RTR Funding Projects | Attachment 8
Diversion of funds
Gasoline tax
Ann Caronna Dallas (Allen) HOV lanes Attachment 9
Fees to park at rail
stations
Anthony Caronna Dallas (Allen) Maps Attachment 10
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