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MINUTES

Regional Transportation Council

PUBLIC MEETINGS

e Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) Modifications
¢ Unified Planning Work Program (UPWP) Modifications
e Regional Transportation Project Status Report: 6 P’'s

Meeting Dates and Locations

The North Central Texas Council of Governments (NCTCOG) held public meetings as follows:
1. Monday, September 8, 2008 — 6:30 p.m. — W.O. Haggard Jr. Library (Plano); attendance: 40;
moderated by Michael Morris, NCTCOG Director of Transportation
2. Tuesday, September 9, 2008 — 10 a.m. — NCTCOG (Arlington); attendance: 47; moderated by
Dan Kessler, NCTCOG Assistant Director of Transportation
3. Tuesday, September 9, 2008 — 6:30 p.m. — Fort Worth Intermodal Transportation Center;
attendance: 20; 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 (MPQO) and
amended on May 10, 2007. Staff presented information about:

1. Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) Modifications — presented by Christie Jestis (Plano
and Arlington) and Angela Smith (Arlington and Fort Worth)

Unified Planning Work Program (UPWP) Modifications — presented by Dan Kessler

Regional Transportation Project Status Report: 6 P’s — presented by Michael Morris (Plano and
Fort Worth) and Dan Kessler (Arlington)

The agenda also included other relevant transportation topics:

1. In addition to reducing ozone-forming emissions, North Texans who have logged alternative
commutes at www.TryParkinglt.com have saved the region more than 1 million miles, 50,000
gallons of gasoline and more than $2 million.

2. AirCheckTexas is again accepting applications for financial assistance to replace older, high-
polluting vehicles. Visit www.nctcog.org/airchecktexas.

3. Through the North Texas Green and Go Partnership, local taxicab companies may be eligible to
receive $5,000 toward the purchase of low-emitting vehicles. Applications and more information
are available at www.NorthTexasGreenAndGo.org.

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 October 9, 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 and copies of two 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: http://www.nctcog.org/trans/committees/rtc/roster.090308.pdf.
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Outline of Public Meetings

Welcome, introductions — At all three meetings, Michael and Dan welcomed and thanked attendees
for coming and summarized public meeting topics. Michael and Dan noted that the presentation,
Regional Transportation Status Report: 6 P’s is available on the Web site. The presentation contained
a number of graphics and colored coded maps and was not included as a handout.

In Arlington, Dan asked for a moment of silence in remembrance of former staff member Kenny
Calhoun who passed away on September 5, 2008 after a long battle with cancer. Kenny had a long
career with NCTCOG as a Senior Planner in the Environment and Development Department and was
the lead staff member on developing the Regional Public Works Standards Manual that local
governments use for road design. More recently, Kenny was instrumental in working on the
environmental issues involved with development and storm water runoff.

Also at the Arlington meeting, Dan mentioned that an electric generator is being installed outside the
NCTCOG Centerpoint Il building to serve as a backup for Emergency Preparedness and 9-1-1
responsibilities.

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. Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) Modifications — Christie Jestis (Plano and
Arlington) and Angela Smith (Arlington and Fort Worth)

e The TIP is an inventory of roadway, transit and locally funded transportation
improvements funded for implementation in the next three years.

o The TIP is a collaborative effort involving local city and county governments, Dallas and Fort
Worth districts of the Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT), transportation
agencies, and transit agencies.

0 The current TIP document was approved by the RTC in May 2007 and the Federal Highway
Administration in November 2007.

e The TIP is a dynamic document. It is updated quarterly to reflect changes in project work
scope or funding, the addition or deletion of projects, or refinement of transit agency
program of projects. The RTC-authorized TIP Modification Policy allows for changes to be
processed in one of two ways:

o Administrative amendments — following certain guidelines, NCTCOG Director of
Transportation Michael Morris has the authority to approve amendments administratively;
eleven administrative amendments were finalized in August 2008.

0 Proposed revisions — NCTCOG staff will request the RTC approve revisions
October 9, 2008; about 110 modifications are being processed through the quarterly cycle.
Modifications will be finalized during the November 2008 Statewide Transportation
Improvement Program revision.

e The Unified Transportation Program Development (UTP) is a 10-year plan that guides
future transportation project development and construction. The Texas Transportation
Commission of TxDOT selects and prioritizes the projects. The UTP is divided into two
sections:

o Statewide Mobility Program (SMP):
= Encompasses funding strategies to expand the existing transportation system.
o Statewide Preservation Program (SPP):
= Encompasses funding strategies to maintain the existing transportation system.
o This presentation focuses on modifications to the SMP. Modifications to the SPP will be
presented at a later public meeting.
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e The UTP is the mechanism used by Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPO) to jointly
select projects with TxDOT that are financed with Category 2 funds. Most major highway
projects are financed with Category 2 funds. In response to the current transportation funding
circumstances, proposals were made for some projects to remain on the UTP while it was
necessary to place other projects into a backlog.

e The current transportation funding situation.
o A statewide transportation funding crisis reduces available funding.
o Forces the delay and/or deletion of projects previously funded in the 2004-2014 timeframe.
0 Some projects receiving Regional Toll Revenue funding as a result of the S.H. 121
agreement with North Texas Tollway Authority.
o Other projects moved to fiscal year 2020+ until additional funds can be identified.

e Proposed corridors to remain in the UTP (projects are not prioritized):

o Dallas District (approximately $2.5 billion):
= S.H. 121/S.H.114 — DFW Connector
= | oop 12 Interchange at S.H. 114
= Trinity Parkway (including advancement of $30 million for engineering)
= |.H. 635/LBJ reconstruction
= DFW International Airport rail transit seamless aviation connection
= S.H. 114 frontage roads (Harriet Creek to I.H. 35W)
= S.H. 183 frontage roads (east of Beltline to Carl Road and east of Story Road to west of

O’Connor Road)

= |.H. 20 at Beltline intersection improvements

o Fort Worth District (approximately $1.6 billion):
= S.H. 121/S.H. 114 — DFW Connector
= Southwest Parkway/Chisholm Trail Parkway
= North Tarrant Express — Segment 1
= DFW International Airport rail transit seamless aviation connection

e To view a detailed listing of the proposed backlog projects in the Dallas District
(approximately $1.15 billion) and the Fort Worth District ($551 billion) please view the
presentation at: www.nctcog.org/trans/outreach/meetings.

e UTP approval schedule:
0 September 2008 — STTC action (revised listing)
0 October 2008 — RTC action (revised listing)
o0 November 2008 — Submit “backlog projects” to TxDOT
o Late 2008 — Commission approval

e Specific topics and issues presented for public involvement:
o Administrative amendments and proposed modifications to the TIP. For a detailed listing of
the TIP modifications please visit www.nctcog.org/trans/tip.
0 The proposed SMP modifications to the UTP.

B. Unified Planning Work Program (UPWP) Modifications — Dan Kessler

e The FY2008 and FY2009 UPWP was developed in accordance with the Safe, Accountable,
Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU) as
adopted by Congress on August 10, 2005.

e The UPWP describes the transportation and air quality planning efforts in the North
Central Texas region for the two year period October 1, 2007 through September 30, 2009
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and defines the functional and financial responsibilities of participating agencies, and serves as
a management tool for the participating entities.

e The UPWP is required by the federal government to program planning funds. Planning
funds are distributed via the federal gasoline tax. The federal gasoline tax is 18.3 cents per
gallon; 1.5 percent of the federal gasoline tax is set aside for the planning activities of MPO’s
nationwide. The remainder of this tax revenue is allocated for construction.

e The adjustments to the FY2008 — FY2009 funds are administrative and reflect movement
between program areas. Funding adjustments do not reflect priority funding. The total
UPWP funding is unchanged, and proposed modifications simply adjust allocations among
programs/projects.

e The UPWP defines the scope of projects staff is working on. Please view detailed
information in the Unified Planning Work Program presentation at:
www.nctcog.org/trans/outreach/meetings.

¢ Highlighted adjustments to the two-year allocations:
o Task 1 - Administration and management
= 1.02 - Replace the antiquated phone system.
o Task 2 - Transportation data development and maintenance
» 2.01 - Increase contributions to national MPO efforts to develop better travel forecasting
tools.
o Task 3 - Short-range planning and programming
= 3.01 - Emphasis on transportation project programming.
» 3.03 - Emphasis on public transportation planning and management studies.
0 Task 4 - Metropolitan transportation plan
0 Task 5 - Special studies
» 5.06 - Transfer funds from congestion management to goods movement.
» 5.07 - Transfer funds out of system security into transportation safety.
» 5.12 - Transfer funds from Texas MPO'’s for statewide coordination to properly reflect
this funding source.

¢ $700 million in federal transportation funds will be rescinded from the State and an
additional $300 million in budget cuts will be assessed through the federal
administration. The UPWP also includes funding from State and federal partners, such as
TxDOT and the Federal Transit Association (FTA).

¢ Highlighted projects from the UPWP with modifications to funding from other sources:
0 3.03 - Public transportation planning; regional public transportation coordination.
0 3.05 - Regional vehicle-for-hire program; regional taxi certification.
0 5.13 - Streamlined project deliveryto combat growth and inflation (new).
0 5.14 - University aviation program curriculum development (new).

e Over time, NCTCOG has taken a lead role in operational programming and does not
focus solely on planning activities. Participating in the implementation of programs provides
a more efficient distribution of funds to the region.

e Highlighted UPWP implementation program modifications:
0 6.03 - Vanpool program (DART)
0 6.05 - Employer trip reduction program
0 6.06 - Bicycle and pedestrian outreach
0 6.08 - AirCheckTexas program
06.10 - Clean vehicle program:
= Clean school bus program
= Clean regulated fleets program
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0 6.14 - Diesel freight vehicle idling
06.17 - FTA urban funding grant administration
06.21 - Regional emissions reductions program

e Specific topics and issues presented for public involvement:

o Funding adjustments to the 2008-2009 Unified Planning Work Program.

C. Regional Transportation Project Status Report: 6 P's — Michael Morris (Plano and Fort
Worth) and Dan Kessler (Arlington)

e North Central Texas is arapidly maturing region:

o Fourth metropolitan region in the country.

o Growing at 1 million people every seven years.

0 12" largest regional economy in the world.

o Financial crisis in roadway funding.

o Growing unreliability of roadway system: greater focus on passenger and freight rail.
o Unique region location: very sensitive to transportation logistics.

¢ North Central Texas transportation issues include:

o Increased travel time and costs.

0 Ground level ozone.

o Inadequate transit.

o Land use/transportation mismatch.

0 Decreased freight access.

o Need for increased safety and security.
o Consistently increasing population.

¢ Inflationary costs are increasing dramatically while the availability of transportation

funds is decreasing.

o Construction costs have increased over 50 percent in the last five years.

o Federal rescissions occurred; funds were promised that did not materialize.

o Fund 6 diversions; transferring State transportation funds to non-transportation projects.

o Poor pavement management scores; more money is directed to maintaining the roads
rather than building new capacity.

o Flat gasoline tax receipts; a decrease in fuel demand and increase in fuel efficient vehicles
have an impact.

e The role of the MPO and the 6 P’s for solving problems are:

o Plans

o Programs

o Policies

o Projects

o Performance
o Partnerships

e Transportation solutions may include one or any combination of the 6'P’s to obtain the

desired outcome through planning, management and operations, project delivery, and financial
partnerships.

e The purpose of the following examples, presented at the public meetings, is to provide

an overview of the work of the Metropolitan Planning Organization, consisting of the
NCTCOG Transportation Department and RTC. The following are not prioritized or all-
inclusive.
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e Planning
o The planning boundary is consistently monitored.

* The most recent data available from the Census Bureau is from 2000 and illustrates that
increasing numbers of workers are commuting into the five urban core counties of
Collin, Dallas, Denton, Rockwall, and Tarrant from distances farther and farther outside
this urban core.

» This places additional pressures on the regional transportation system.

o Metropolitan Planning Area (MPA) expansion.

» Proposed expansion of the MPA to 12 counties would add to the transportation planning
process the counties of Hood, Hunt, and Wise and the rest of the counties partially in
the current MPA: Ellis, Johnson, Kaufman, and Parker counties.

= A new 12 County Metropolitan Transportation Plan and an expanded TIP must be in
place before the expansion can be finalized.

» The RTC continues to hold discussions about how to maintain a manageable
representation structure so the council does not become so large as to be ineffective.

e Management and Operations
0 Congestion management
= TryParkinglt.com

»Encourage residents to choose alternatives to driving to work alone.

»Improve traffic congestion and air quality in the region by reducing the number of
single-occupancy vehicles that travel on our roadways.

» Alternative commute options include carpooling, vanpooling, transit, walking, and
telecommuting.

» Each time an alternate commute is submitted, tryparkingit.com tracks contributions
to clean air by giving an estimate of miles saved and harmful emissions reduced.

» This data helps calculate improvements in our regional air quality and aids in the
development and evaluation of the region's transportation system and
infrastructure.

o Air quality
= Air North Texas is a regional clean air partnership and branding campaign that:

» Provides a comprehensive air quality resource.

»Promotes a consistent, regional air quality message.

»Leverages existing resources and program strengths in a collaborative effort.

»Increases public awareness of specific opportunities to reduce emissions.

» Motivates residents to make clean air choices.

o Sustainable development
= Transit oriented development

»Modern trends focus on integrating business and residential developments to
create more walkable communities.

» Promote higher-density developments around rail stations.

» Transportation and land use decisions must occur cooperatively and
simultaneously with cities and counties to promote mixed use development and
encourage private investment opportunity.

o Truck lane recommendations
» Under State law, trucks can be restricted from traveling in the inside lane on highways
with three or more lanes and no left exits.

» The pilot program on I.H. 30 and I.H. 20 was very successful.

»Proposed this program be expanded to the entire region.

»Restrictions not only increase the safety of the roadway, but also have the added
benefit of increasing the reliability of the network.
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¢ Project delivery (on-system)
o Enhanced partnership program for roadways
» Southwest Parkway
»Proposed toll road between I.H. 30 in Fort Worth and U.S. 67 in Cleburne.
» Targeted for more than 30 years as an alternative to the heavily congested
I.H. 35W.
» North Tarrant Express/Airport Freeway
»Includes construction of managed and gasoline tax lanes in the I.H. 35W/ S.H.
121/ Loop 820 corridor.
» The processes for getting this project to construction continue.
»Portions are expected to be under construction soon.
» Consensus about construction standards among private sector partners should be
reached soon.
* Improvements to I.H. 30
» A number of improvements are currently under construction.
» Project planning began 15 years ago yet misperceptions persist that these
improvements are directly related to the Dallas Cowboys stadium.
» One initiative of this project is the elimination of the bottleneck at Union Pacific
Railroad and the wooden train trestle columns at I.H. 360.
= DFW Connector/The Funnel
»S.H. 121, S.H. 114, and |.H. 635 intersect north of DFW International Airport.
» Expectations are that construction of certain sections may be under way this fall.
= S.H. 121
> Received the $3.2 billion up-front payment from NTTA for the right to design, build
and operate the S.H. 121 toll facility.
» One of the goals of this effort was the ability to take road revenues and program
them on rail investments.
»Denton County Transportation Authority (DCTA) received $200 million from the
S.H. 121 toll project to provide rail service in the I.H. 35E corridor into Carrollton.
» Groundbreaking on the President George Bush Turnpike Eastern Extension.
» |.H. 635/LBJ ready to go to contract.
» The RTC provided emergency funding to TxDOT to advance progress on the S.H. 114/
Loop 12 interchange project.
» S.H. 161 under construction and portions scheduled to open in 2009.
» Trinity Parkway; discussions continue.
o Regional outer loop
= A 240-mile loop around the Dallas-Fort Worth region.
» Stakeholder meetings continue to occur throughout the region.
* Planning for dedicated truck lanes.
» Planning for north/south rail shipments to be directed through the west side of the region
and east/west rail shipments routed through the south side of the region.
* Planning on the eastern side of the region is almost complete. It is anticipated some
sections can begin construction shortly.
= Gas wells on the western region are proving to be a big challenge to planning those
corridors.
= The state may be called upon to assist in the planning process of the western region. If
routes cannot be settled, the cost effectiveness of the loop is diminished.
» Staff is studying the viability of putting a utility vault under the entire corridor. Although
this would be very expensive, it is believed to be the most beneficial in the long term.



DRAFT

o Loop 9 nearing construction
= Potential regional outer loop segment.
» Environmental process almost complete, may go to construction soon.
o Cotton Belt rail line
» The Cotton Belt rail line initiative starts in SW Fort Worth next to Southwest Parkway
and advances up the 8" avenue corridor.
= Utilizes two downtown Trinity Railway Express (TRE) stations in Fort Worth, travels into
the north Fort Worth Stockyards area and travels along the Cotton Belt corridor into the
northern area of DFW International Airport.
» The rail corridor would extend to Richardson and Plano.
» NCTCOG continues to garner legislative support for funding 250-miles of additional
passenger rail.
o Ground access to aviation
= Continue to work on roadway improvements to the DFW International Airport.
= Continue to study alternative access and congestion scenarios at DFW International
Airport.
» One alternative scenario is to have the Cotton Belt rail line travel into the northern
entrance of the airport over the DFW Connector.
= Continue to study how to feed the stations and receive the DART light rail train in the
east Las Colinas region.
= Coordinate a airport terminal station to the DFW International Airport and Love Field.

e Financial partnerships
o Identified 2030 funding needs for the Dallas—Fort Worth region
* Plans to spend $70 billion on transportation projects over the next 30 years.
= Approximate $60 billion shortfall in unmet needs in the region, specifically in
reconstruction.
o Solutions through innovative finance
» Toll roads
» HOV/managed lanes
= Public/private partnerships
= Comprehensive development agreements (CDA)
o Current strategic partnerships and project implementation
» Streamline project delivery team - combat inflation and expedite project implementation.
» Regional outer loop — continue with planning and advancing construction.
» Tower 55 — there are a number of issues that need resolved.
= Cotton Belt — advance rail in this corridor.
» Manage Corps of Engineer contractors — help obtain 404 and 408 permits.
» Team Toll Roads — Implement a team to coordinate with the public on S.H. 170 and
S.H. 360 to advance consensus on how to build these projects.
» Rail projects — preparation for legislative process.

e The bottom line
o Transportation plan is complete
o Air quality conformity is complete
0 S.H. 121 is complete
o Daily responsibility in implementing programs (e.g. AircheckTexas)
0 S.H. 121 Regional Toll Revenue (RTR) project selection
o0 Complete “Credit Union Bank”
0 Advance project delivery
0 Advance local option revenue elections
o Refocus on State legislation
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e Specific topics and issues presented for public involvement:
0 Regional transportation projects status report.
o Identifying funding needs and innovative finance solutions.
o View the presentations at www.nctcog.org/trans/outreach/meetings.
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ORAL COMMENTS RECEIVED AT MEETINGS

(Meeting location in parentheses)

Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) Modifications
Al Worth - (Plano)
A. Chip Seal Roads

Question: How do we get real roads in Collin County?

Summary of response from Michael Morris and Christie Jestis: Because there is a lack of funding,
chip seal is utilized as a replacement product in the roadways. Collin County has been approved
for approximately $1.1 billion from the RTR funding initiative for new projects. There was a
selection initiative to choose which projects will be implemented and construction should begin
soon on a number of projects in this area. If there are specific projects to be discussed, contact
the office and Christie Jestis will be happy review these.

Alan Overholt — City of Carrollton (Plano)
A. |L.H. 35E
Question: What is the status of I.H. 35E from |.H. 635/LBJ to Denton?

Summary of response from Christie Jestis: A subset of funding was taken out of the RTR funding
initiative and set aside for the reconstruction of I.H. 35E. The original plan was for reconstruction
to begin in the Carrollton area and advance up the President George Bush Turnpike north to the
Lake Lewisville Bridge. This has been extended to include reconstruction up to the city of Denton.
This will be a very expensive project that will include other funding sources and plans to utilize
managed lanes and public/private partnerships.

Willie Osburne — Wylie Planning and Zoning (Plano)
A. Funding for S.H. 78
Question: What is the status of improving S.H. 787

Summary of response from Christie Jestis: Funding for improvements to S.H. 78 to the City of
Lavone was allocated through the RTR funding initiative. Please contact the office and staff will
be happy to send specific information about the planned improvements to S.H. 78.

Barb Weigel — DART (Arlington)
A. Air Quality
Comment: How do project delays affect the long range planning for air quality concerns?

Summary of response Christie Jestis: Air quality and TIP project review began last July along with
the Mobility 2030 Plan. Initial recommendations should be introduced this winter, and as public
feedback is received, further modifications will be made and final recommendations made
available in the spring.

B. Cost Overruns
Question: What is the status of the RTR funding for cost overrun projects?

Summary of response Christie Jestis: The cost overruns of existing projects funded through the
RTR funding initiative were reviewed last January and these were approved. Another set was
reviewed in April and these too were approved. Final approval of new projects from the RTR
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funding initiative occurred in August and project recommendations that received funding will be
added to the Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) in November. Approval of
the STIP is expected in early January.

C. RTR Funding Initiative
Question: When are the RTR funds going to be available?

Summary of response from Christies Jestis: Funds are flowing now and some on-system projects
are being constructed by TxDOT. NCTCOG is currently discussing an agreement with TxDOT for
projects that will be funded through the RTC, allowing NCTCOG to contract with other cities and
transportation agencies to implement off-system projects. It is anticipated this agreement may be
finalized by January.

D. UTP Backlogged Projects
Question: What is the timeframe for the backlogged projects?

Summary of response from Christie Jestis: Projects that currently do not have funding are being
placed on a backlog project listing pushed out to the year 2020. The legislative session begins in
January and as more information concerning funding becomes available, projects can be
reviewed and pulled from this backlogged list if applicable.

David Cozad — Conflict Simulations (Arlington)
A. Requirements for Current and Planned Projects
Question: Where can | find the requirements for current and planned projects?

Summary of response from Christie Jestis: Every funded project passes through an extensive
evaluation process that has a wide range of criteria. Please contact the office and staff will be
happy to provide detailed information for any project. Information is also available on the Web
site.

Unified Planning Work Program (UPWP) Modifications

Shirley Hughes — (Plano)

A. Simplify Presentations for the Public

Question: When all these huge numbers and myriad of facts are presented, | have hard time
following the information. Is there a way to make it easier for the layman to understand the
financial issues?

Summary of response from Michael Morris: If anyone is interested in how transportation is
financed, a Financial 101 presentation is available that focuses solely on funding. Please contact
the office to receive a copy. Although it is complicated, staff would be happy to answer any
questions.

S. “Parani” Palaniappan — Dikita Enterprises (Arlington)
A. Information Systems/Data Collection

Question: Could you expand on the work program item 2.03 - Information Systems/Data
Collection?

Summary of response from Dan Kessler: Information systems/data collection is a major work
program element where data is collected and housed. It is largely used to run the demographic
forecasting models developed by Research and Information Services and the travel models
utilized in the Transportation Department. Basically, this program serves the technical aspects of
the planning process. Data such as traffic counts, travel times, and travel speeds is collected and
integrated into geographic information services, which is largely the platform in which all the data
is presented.
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Recently, the focus has been promoting Web-based access to these tools. One project being
launched with local government support is the Traffic Count System. This is a unique system
where a user can open a map, click on a location and view all the available information on
specific traffic counts and traffic volume at that site. Another upcoming project in 2010 is the
Regional Travel Survey which is the essential data collection necessary to support the
transportation planning process.

B. Travel Demand Strategies

Comment: You didn’t speak much about travel demand management strategies or
telecommuting.

Summary of response from Dan Kessler: There are a number of ongoing programs and time
constraints prohibit detailed discussion of each project. A significant number of personnel are
devoted to congestion management and travel demand strategies, such as Employer Trip
Reduction (ETR) programs and Texas Emissions Reduction Plan (TERP). Some of these
programs are required by law in order to fulfill the requirements of the Clean Air Act Amendment.

An Air Quality Regional Mobility Initiatives brochure is available at the sign-in table and it outlines
a number of the air quality emphasis areas and travel demand management strategies.

Faith Chatham — Dallas-Fort Worth Regional Concerned Citizens (Arlington)
A. Program Funding Allocations

Question: Could you please clarify work program items 5.07 (Transportation System Security and
Emergency Preparedness) and 5.08 (Transportation Safety). Does the movement of funds reflect
a movement of dollars between these two programs or is it a reflection of taking dollars out of the
5.07 transportation budget?

Summary of response from Dan Kessler: That is a re-allocation of dollars across the programs for
staffing emphasis.

Gerrit Spieker — Richland Hills Public Transportation Advisory Board (Arlington)
A. Traffic Count Data

Question: What can be done to reduce the three, four and five year lag in traffic count data?
Specifically, what can be done about the lag in data from TxDOT?

Summary of response from Dan Kessler: A large amount of data is constantly being collected
from a variety of sources in the region. Currently, the inability to show multiple years of traffic
counts is frustrating because this is why individuals resource this information. NCTCOG is
currently restructuring the way information is presented on the Web site.

TxDOT has improved data dispersion, but as with a lot of projects, funding becomes an issue.
Every four or five years TxDOT does a saturation traffic count throughout the metropolitan area
which equates to about 20,000 locations. The problem is that the quality controls for accuracy
make readily available access to this data difficult. NCTCOG is currently discussing with these
agencies untraditional staffing arrangements, strategically put in place, to make this information
more time-sensitive.

Maria Boccacandro — Coppell (Fort Worth)
A. Program Funding Allocations

Question: On work program item 5.12 - Support to the Texas Metropolitan Planning
Organizations, the current allocation is $150,000 and the proposed allocation is $0, what does
this reflect?
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Summary of response from Dan Kessler and Michael Morris: The adjustment represents an
administrative change. On the original draft of the UPWP these funds were represented as an
allocation to our specific organization and actually these funds are coming from the Federal
Highway Administration PL112. These federal funds are allocated to the 25 Metropolitan Planning
Organizations (MPO) throughout the State of Texas and support the coordinated activities of this

group.

Regional Transportation Project Status Report: 6 P's

J.G. Luke — Luke Investments (Arlington)
A. Regional Transportation Status Report: 6 P’s Presentation

Comment: | do not see the Regional Transportation Status Report: 6 P’s presentation in the
packet of materials.

Summary of response from Dan Kessler: The presentation contained a number of graphics and
color coded maps and therefore was not presented as a handout. There is a copy of the
presentation available on the Web site. Please contact the office and a copy can also be placed
in the mail.

Frederick Lopez — Representative Allen Vaught (Arlington)
A. Fund 6 Diversions

Question: Do you have a breakdown of the $1 billion collected through the State gasoline tax that
is being diverted to non-transportation uses?

Response from Dan Kessler: Yes, Lara Kohl will forward that information to you. Roughly $600
million is diverted to public safety annually. Other, varied amounts are diverted to non-
transportation State functions.

Bill Loflin — Tarrant Alliance for Responsible Government (Fort Worth)
A. Fund 6
Question: What is Fund 67

Summary of response from Michael Morris: The State of Texas utilizes a 20 cent per gallon
gasoline tax for transportation funding and these funds are kept in an account entitled Fund 6.
The State constitution declares that 25 percent will be allocated to education, and 75 percent will
be directed to transportation projects. Due to various money constraints in the State budget over
the past 10 to 15 years, close to $15 billion of Fund 6 has been diverted to non-transportation
programs/projects. This does not meet the constitutional requirements of this fund.

Senator Carona is an advocate to end these diversions and may propose taking $5 billion out of
the general fund to help account for these past diversions. Senator Carona also wants to stop any
future diversions. There is more information about Fund 6 available on the Web site.

Maria Boccacandro — Coppell (Fort Worth)
A. Infrastructure Budget Shortfall

Comment: Ms. Boccacandro moved to the region from a Latin American city of 6 to 7 million
people who mainly use mass transit. She is a little disconcerted by the budget shortfall of $58
billion for the maintenance of the transportation infrastructure.

Response from Michael Morris: Thank you for your support.
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Tom Ryden — (Fort Worth)
A. Streamline Project Team
Question: What does the proposed Streamline Project team hope to accomplish?

Summary of response from Michael Morris: NCTCOG works in system planning and once a
project plan is approved, the project is allocated to one of a variety of agencies. The responsible
agency then forwards the project through the environmental process. The idea behind a
Streamline Project team would be to strategically enhance the environmental process work flow
by acting as an extension of the other agencies to help with issues such as public involvement,
innovative financing options, and 404 and 408 permits.

For every year a project remains in the environmental stage, costs to the RTC can be upwards of
$100 million in inflationary expenses. By becoming more involved with streamlining and
expediting project delivery, NCTCOG hopes to save hundreds of millions of dollars in inflation
costs. The savings can be passed on for building other transportation projects.

This is not proposing NCTCOG would issue environmental clearance for projects in the region.
The goal is to supplement partnering agencies with a small staff. NCTCOG will assist with project
oversight and act as an additional resource during the environmental process. The goal is to
decrease the time it takes to get projects environmentally cleared and build them faster.

Regional Rail
Gus Delaloye — Murphy (Plano)

A. Supports the Rail Expansion

Comment: Mr. Delaloye supports the proposed rail expansion and encourages utilization of public
transportation.

Summary or response from Michael Morris: Thank you. NCTCOG staff continues to work with our
colleagues in Frisco, Irving, and McKinney to extend rail lines in these corridors.

Doug Hrbacek — Carrollton (Plano)
A. Proposed Rail Hubs

Question: Assuming all goes well with the funding initiatives for expanding passenger rail, the
result would be a significant rail network in the region. As currently proposed, there would be four
regional rail hubs. Mr. Hrbacek feels comfortable with three of these; but although the DFW
International Airport hub appears functional, would it contribute to the entire network?

Summary of response from Michael Morris: There would be four regional rail hubs: downtown
Dallas, downtown Fort Worth, downtown Carrollton and DFW International Airport.

There is a lot discussion at DFW International Airport about secure and unsecure riders on the
trains. DFW International Airport would prefer to have only secure riders on the trains; while
others would like the option of having both secure and unsecure riders utilizing the trains. Some
passengers may consider the DFW International Airport hub as a connection to other transit
routes. Riders need to be able to access the station on both the secure and the unsecured sides.

This particular version of the plan may not the best option and simulations continue to be run. The
two problems that need to be addressed are: is this a good location for moving people through
the regional corridor and what can be done so non-secure riders can use this rail line.
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Tony Justice — District 67 Advisory Committee (Plano)
A. Existing Rail Track

Comment: Developers should be held responsible for maintaining existing rail track so the
taxpayers ultimately do not end up paying to re-build lines that already exist.

Summary of response from Michael Morris: The maps on page eleven of the Mobility 2030
Executive Summary illustrate the rail lines currently in place. These should be preserved so the
taxpayers are not paying to rebuild infrastructure.

B. State Constitution

Comment: Residents should become familiar with the laws that relate to transportation. For
example, Article Four of the State Constitution classifies all railways as public highways for freight
and passengers. Mr. Justice added that increased coordination between NCTCOG and other
agencies is important so projects do not take so long to implement.

Summary of response from Michael Morris: Staff will review the details of this Article and continue
to work with transportation partners.

Shirley Hughes — (Plano)
A. Rail Partnerships with Other Regions

Question: Are there any efforts to connect or fund rail projects in North Texas with rail lines in
other regions or states?

Summary of response from Michael Morris: North Texas, Tulsa, Oklahoma City, Waco, San
Antonio, Austin and Little Rock are the metropolitan areas that form one of nine “mega regions” in
the country. Transportation officials within the “mega region” are working together to better
connect these metropolitan areas.

Recently, NCTCOG and the East Texas Council of Governments signed a memorandum of
understanding to increase passenger rail options between the two regions. Overall, it is
increasingly important to develop partnerships beyond the proposed 12-county metropolitan
planning area.

Willie Osburne — Wylie Planning and Zoning (Plano)
A. Rail Partnerships
Question: Are there any proposed rail partnerships similar to the Eurorail in Europe?

Summary of response from Michael Morris: Population densities are much more concentrated in
European cities. In North Texas during the 1960s and 1970s, large areas of homogenous
development were the norm. Today, rail plans, sustainable land use and mixed development
initiatives must be coordinated so residents can have choices of walkable communities in which
to live. This will entail a huge cultural shift in Texas, and it takes time to change societal views.

Harriet Irby — Dallas-Fort Worth Regional Concerned Citizens (Arlington)
A. Dorothy Spur

Question: Is the Dorothy Spur going to be constructed to aid in the goal of Arlington residents’
having a seamless transportation approach to DFW International Airport?

Summary of response from Dan Kessler: The Dorothy Spur refers to the connection between the
TRE line and the UP line that could also provide access to the Arlington ballparks and core
business areas. This is a critical, viable link and the Arlington leadership is actively engaged in
discussions for rail service in this area. The challenge is how long it takes to build a rail corridor.
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Other transit opportunities are additional stations on the TRE line that could possibly be served by
a feeder bus service.

B. Rail Funding
Question: What can the citizens do to help advance rail project implementation?

Summary of response from Dan Kessler: Contact the State legislators and tell them to administer
the flexibility to hold the local elections that would allow the citizens to tax themselves to provide
rail funding.

Faith Chatham — Dallas-Fort Worth Regional Concerned Citizens (Arlington)
A. Rail Stations

Question: When the taxpayers voted for rail relocation, the understanding was that the existing
corridors would be used for some type of alternative transportation use. Is UP going to release
the Grand Prairie-Arlington corridor to be used for a rail station if they do rail relocation?

Summary of response from Dan Kessler: Until the Tower 55 problem is resolved and it can be
determined that increased capacity can actually occur in the UP corridor, it is impossible to
address any other issues.

An alternative to the UP line is the opportunity for a light rail line that could run from Fort Worth,
down the Division-U.S. 80 corridor, through central Arlington and over to Lancaster connecting
these two cities. If the UP corridor remains occupied, at some point there will need to be strategic
discussions about other viable options.

Gerrit Spieker — Richland Hills Public Transportation Advisory Board
A. Rail Curriculum

Question: Has there been any discussion to promote a railroad career curriculum such as that
proposed for aviation?

Response from Dan Kessler: That is an excellent idea. The University of North Texas has a good
logistics program but Dan noted he is not aware of how far it delves into rail-related programs.

Andre McEwing — Southeast Fort Worth, Inc. (Fort Worth)
A. Rail Expansion

Question: Given the fact that the majority of Arlington residents do not support public
transportation; how optimistic are you about reducing traffic on I.H. 30, taking into account the
high cost to rehabilitate or rebuild I.H. 30 in order to provide the necessary urban transportation
connectivity between Dallas and Fort Worth via Arlington?

Summary of response from Michael Morris: Arlington may begin to realize they are drifting further
away from the rest of the region because roadway improvements alone are not going to meet the
accessibility needs of the future. The biggest concern right now is not the city of Arlington or
Grand Prairie. UP has been very resistant to signing any agreements for using existing track or
any portion of the right of way to build new track or bridges. UP’s focus is on their very successful
freight rail corridor.

It is a little hard to be too critical. Arlington is willing to hold another election on funding regional
rail, but Arlington does not want to spend money on a rail system that does not have an
agreement in place for the rail corridor. The next step would be to convince the residents of the
rail expansion.

During the 81°' Legislative Session, the NCTCOG Rail North Texas Funding Initiative will be
focusing on county elections for rail expansion rather than city elections. Therefore, the focus will
be Tarrant County rail corridors rather than corridors in specific cities.
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B. Rail Expansion Mandate
Question: Should this region have a mandate for a regional rail network?

Summary of response from Michael Morris: There are 6.5 million people in this region and an
additional one million people moving to the region every seven years. If the North Central Texas
region and the State of Texas want to remain economically competitive in an increasingly global
marketplace, an aggressive rail network will be necessary. Industry will relocate to those regions
that provide the highest quality of living for its employees — transportation options and mobility
impact quality of life.

Maria Boccacandro — Coppell (Fort Worth)
A. Rail Transit Opportunities

Comment: There is not a representative from the City of Coppell on the RTC and there are not
adequate public transit options in the city. The public needs to be educated on the benefits of
using a mass transportation network.

Summary of response from Michael Morris: The City of Coppell at one time was a DART member
city but has since opted out. The City of Coppell is in the planning process for the expanded
regional rail network, and hopefully Coppell will be interested in becoming part of the regional rail
transportation network. By decreasing the need for expanded roadways, it is anticipated the
regional rail network will save $20 billion.

Bicycle and Pedestrian

Paul Konrad — Allen (Plano)
A. Bicycle and Pedestrian Planning

Question: What can the citizens do to increase bicycle awareness and promote bicycle planning
in our region?

Summary of response from Michael Morris: The Bicycle/Pedestrian Transportation Task Force
(BPTTF) provides technical support in the areas of regional bicycle and pedestrian planning and
the review and selection of bicycle and pedestrian projects funded by the RTC. Contact the office
and the BPTTF will forward information regarding recent activities.

Bicycle and pedestrian planning contributes to desirable sustainable land uses and fosters
opportunities for additional bicycle and pedestrian access at rail stations. Dedicated bicycle trails
address the increasing demand for more bicycle and pedestrian facilities in the region.

John Clary — Pleasant Valley Unitarian Universalist Church (Plano)
A. Bicycle Paths

Comment: Cyclists are often funneled from low-volume traffic streets to high-volume traffic streets
to move around barriers such as roads or streams. This can be very dangerous.

Summary of response from Michael Morris: Transportation planners must be able to prioritize. It
is important for area cyclists to communicate with the BPTTF and specify the problem areas so
appropriate planning can occur.

B. Bicycle Parking
Comment: There is not enough parking for bicyclists.

Summary of response from Michael Morris: It is not viable to propose installing bicycle parking
everywhere. If cyclists will provide input as to the specific locations where bicycle parking is
needed, parking will be put in place.
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Al Worth - (Plano)
A. Bicycle Lanes on the Roadway
Comment: For the safety of bicyclists, the right lanes on the roadways need to be widened.

Summary of response from Michael Morris: All new roadway construction, where applicable, is
allowing for widened right lanes for cyclists. Please contact the office with specific roadways that
are currently unsafe and staff will review these roadways.

Steve Cone — (Plano)
A. Bicycle Facilities near the Regional Outer Loop

Question: Would it be possible to plan a greenbelt, with significant bicycle routes, that parallels
the regional outer loop. Also, can there be more coordinated land use to include greenbelts
alongside the current regional roadways?

Summary of response from Michael Morris and Dan Kessler: Texas is not a bicycle-centric culture
and resource allocation becomes the issue. Transportation planners are trying to meet the needs
of those who ride a bicycle for transportation, as well as those who ride recreationally. Mobility
Plan 2010 introduced the Regional Veloweb, a 644-mile, designated off-street trail network that
will provide bicycle and pedestrian connections in the Dallas-Fort Worth metroplex.

It is important to identify bottlenecks and plan an integrated thoroughfare system. Some cities
have dedicated off-street bicycle and pedestrian facilities while other cities utilize on-street
facilities. NCTCOG is responsible for ensuring a seamless regional system of dedicated off-street
and on-street facilities. Michael encouraged attendees to participate in the planning process and
help identify areas where projects will meet the needs of both transportation and recreational
bicyclists.

Toll Roads
Harriet Irby — Dallas-Fort Worth Regional Concerned Citizens (Arlington)
A. Toll Roads
Comment: Toll roads have an adverse affect on the spending power of average citizens.

Summary of response from Dan Kessler: There is a lot of optimism that transportation funding will
be a key initiative during the upcoming Texas 81% Legislative Session. If the citizens have specific
opinions about toll roads, the gasoline tax, increasing vehicle registration fees or any other
funding mechanism, it is imperative to inform both local and State elected officials as to which
options are considered feasible.

The next few months are critical to presenting to the legislators in January, a varied, citizen-
inclusive plan that will provide viable options for a steady transportation revenue stream that
keeps pace with the growing transportation demands of the region.

There are a number of financing options available. A gasoline tax increase of one cent would
generate $112 million annually in revenue for TxDOT. The Dallas-Fort Worth region receives
about 30 percent of this amount. If the legislature were to increase the State gasoline tax to 30
cents per gallon, from the current 20 cents per gallon, it would result in revenues in excess of $1
billion annually.
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Donna Bening — League of Woman Voters (Plano)
A. Public/Private Partnerships
Question: What are public/private partnerships?

Summary of response from Michael Morris: People tend to worry when they hear a private or
foreign entity will have rights to a roadway. What these entities have is a limited contract, which
may be 50 years, to design, construct and operate a toll road. The State maintains ownership of
the roadway.

Investment in a toll facility is a safe investment. This is really a new concept in the United States
and currently our financial system is not setup to pursue these avenues of investment strategy.
Some individuals in Congress and the State legislature are excited about these types of
investment opportunities and there are others who are not so excited. The RTC’s position is that
the status quo is not acceptable.

There is a transportation funding crisis not only in this State, but in the entire nation. If any
transportation projects are going to be built and if the infrastructure has a chance of being
adequately maintained, there will have to be avenues opened to raise revenue. State and federal
agencies are not in a position to provide the necessary funding it is going to require to build and
maintain a competitive transportation network in the growing global economy.

Richard Schumacher (Plano)
A. Trinity Toll Road Funding
Question: What is the breakdown of funding sources for the Trinity Toll Road?

Summary of response from Michael Morris: The city of Dallas will pay $700 million. The RTC has
allocated $200 million from Category 2 (gasoline tax revenue) funding and will be asked to
allocate $30 million to advance engineering plans at the next RTC meeting on September 11,
2008. The remaining project balance will be funded through tolls and bond sales; however, the
expected revenue and toll road usage has not been determined. If any additional funding is
needed, it would come from Category 2 funding.

Faith Chatham — Dallas-Fort Worth Regional Concerned Citizens (Arlington)
A. Market Valuation

Question: During the last legislative session, Senate Bill 792 was approved that allowed TxDOT
and local toll road agencies to evaluate money that can be generated from new toll roads through
market valuation; meaning the evaluation of the public infrastructure is based on the revenue it
could generate. It has been suggested that during the upcoming 81° Texas Legislative session
there will be a pushback on market valuation and possible roll backs to the requirement that
public entities apply market valuation to all projects. Has the RTC evaluated how this may effect
current planning?

Summary of response from Dan Kessler: The RTC is reviewing Senate Bill 792 at their meeting
on September 11, 2008. Specifically, to what degree a local tollway authority should or should not
have privacy over potential toll road projects. There is a wide spectrum of opinions concerning SB
792 and it is anticipated that a lot of discussion will occur about this bill in the upcoming 81
Texas Legislative Session.

The RTC is actually more focused on getting projects built than being overly concerned with who
builds them. Regarding private/public partnerships, it is actually realistic to expect that at some
point the public sector dollars will be exhausted and incapable of keeping up with all the needed
transportation projects.
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B. Public Input

Comment: In certain areas of the region there is a saturation of toll road projects. The public
never has the opportunity to vote on a per project basis to approve each project before it is built,
thereby granting the transportation entities public approval to plan and build all these toll road
projects.

Summary of response from Dan Kessler: Respectfully, the public has had the right to speak out
against toll roads for the past 20 years. The RTC has repeatedly asked for an increase in the
gasoline tax. By not accepting or communicating to the legislature the public approval of any
increase to the gasoline tax, the only revenue option presented by the legislature to add capacity
to roadways is through toll roads and managed lanes.

Gerrit Spieker — Richland Hills Public Transportation Advisory Board (Arlington)
A. Public/Private Ownership

Question: Are toll roads moving toward public ownership which could be used as a revenue
generator for the region, or are they moving toward more private ownership and management?

Summary of response from Dan Kessler: All toll roads in North Texas are publically owned by
NTTA. There is a lot of public debate about private/public partnerships. The important word is
ownership. These are not ownerships. It is a contract for the right to design, build, and operate a
roadway for a designated time period, generally 40 to 50 years. The State does not give up
ownership of the corridor. When the contract expires, the State can renew the contract or take
control over operations of the facility.

Public works investments in the United States are safe and provide solid returns. The financial
outlook for toll roads is similar. At some point, public sector capital becomes exhausted and there
is investment opportunity in the private sector to build roadways just like bond elections that use
private sector funds to build dams, schools and prisons.

B. Public/Private Ownership

Question: Is it accurate to say that private investors gain the right of way along the corridors up to
30 miles from the roadway?

Summary of response from Dan Kessler: No. A number of years ago, the RTC supported the
policy that a private entity with building and operating rights to a toll road does not gain exclusive
rights to the right of way along a corridor.

Lee Hamilton — (Fort Worth)
A. Double Taxation

Question: Isn’t construction of a toll facility on an already existing roadway that has been built with
gasoline tax funds considered double taxation?

Summary of response from Michael Morris: The RTC policy is that current roadway capacity
funded by the gasoline tax will not be converted to a toll facility.

Southwest Parkway is a good illustration. There is certainly a demand for additional capacity, but
there is no revenue available to build Southwest Parkway. There are two choices: one choice is
to do nothing and the other choice is to build a toll road in that corridor. The consumer can then
decide whether to utilize the toll road or the non-toll route which should be less congested
because of the new toll road.

Michael noted that he does not believe double taxation occurs when a consumer pays the
gasoline tax and then selects to drive on a toll road. Additionally, the amounts paid into the
gasoline tax fund by consumers does not even come close to meeting the revenue demands of
the aging infrastructure, let alone the demands of the entire transportation network.
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B. Sunset Clause
Question: Will the new toll roads have a sunset clause?
Response from Michael Morris: No.
C. No-Compete Contracts
Question: Will any of the new roadway projects have no-compete contracts?
Response from Michael Morris: None of our roads have no-compete contracts.
Anthony Reed — Haltom City (Fort Worth)
A. Private/Public Partnerships

Question: Why is the emphasis on public/private partnerships for constructing toll roads rather
than taxation that allows the government to retain the revenue collected?

Summary of response from Michael Morris: The RTC has, unsuccessfully, asked the legislature
for 20 years to increase the gasoline tax. In addition, transportation funds are being diverted from
the transportation fund to non-transportation purposes. The public and elected officials are very
averse to raising taxes and fees. Toll facilities have been the only option made available to raise
revenue for constructing additional capacity on the roadways.

B. Toll Road Revenue

Question: Where is the best place for the citizen to focus to keep local transportation funds in the
area?

Summary of response from Michael Morris: The most effective thing a citizen can do is to
communicate to the State and federal officials that transportation funding is an important issue
that needs to be resolved in a responsible manner.

C. Toll Road Funding
Question: Why aren’t these transportation projects funded through a local toll road agency?
Summary of response from Michael Morris: NTTA is a locally owned toll road agency that builds
and operates toll roads. NTTA does not have the capacity to build all the projects needed for the
expanding transportation network in the North Central Texas region. The goal is to be strategic,
innovative and deliver a balanced multimodal transportation network.

Regional Outer Loop

Cal Chappell — (Plano)

A. Construction

Question: Is the end date for the construction of the regional outer loop 20307

Summary of response from Michael Morris: The regional outer loop will be built in sections, and
although 2030 is a goal, it is by no means a definite timetable. The frontage roads in the northern
section could be built within five years. Planning in the eastern section is further along, but the
constant influx of gas wells in the west is making planning more difficult.

David Cozad — Conflict Simulations (Arlington)
A. Gas Wells

Question: What are you doing to integrate transportation corridors with the emerging gas wells
and pipeline infrastructure?
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Summary of response from Dan Kessler: This is a huge challenge. Some of the responsibility lies
with the transportation entities and some of the responsibility lies with the public utilities. The
Barnett Shale is an economic boom to the region that must be capitalized on, and planners are
working on innovative solutions to plan around it. Gas well locations are virtually impossible to
predict and this is one of many reasons to get the regional outer loop corridor alignments secured
as soon as possible.

DeWayne Quertermous — Fort Worth Sierra Club (Fort Worth)
A. Construction

Question: When is the construction start date for the western region of the proposed regional
outer loop?

Summary of response from Michael Morris: Construction of sections in the southeastern and
northern areas of the regional outer loop could begin in the next six to 12 months. The Loop 9
corridor is closest to being under construction.

The northwest section in Wise County is not as far along in the planning process as other
sections; therefore it will probably be built last.

B. Gas Wells
Comment: You mentioned problems with the gas wells in the west.

Summary of response from Michael Morris: Staff receives weekly updates from the railroad
commission regarding the influx of gas wells. The recurring problem is that the gas wells are
moving faster than planning is able to keep up with. Staff continues to discuss strategic options
for securing these corridors.

C. Gas Wells

Question: Are there any discussions occurring with the railroad commission to address this
issue?

Summary of response from Michael Morris: Although there has not been a lot of discussion, there
is an initiative to possibly talk with elected officials about integrating something into state law that
could better coordinate this effort. This is a very controversial process because, of course, the
first complaint is that government is trying to infringe on individual landowner rights. Possibly a
land advocate group will come forward that can help propose innovative pro-landowner, pro-
coordination solutions.

During the upcoming legislative session, there are many other transportation items on the

agenda, so the regional outer loop will probably not be aggressively pursued this year. There

have been discussions with various officials and most understand there is a problem.
Project Implementation

Cal Chappell — (Plano)

A. Advance Project Implementation

Question: What can citizens do to advance current projects’ implementation?

Summary of response from Michael Morris and Dan Kessler: Citizens agree with the necessity to
expedite project implementation, but often the citizens are not willing to pay the additional taxes
and fees needed for these very expensive projects.

Maintenance of the aging infrastructure has a huge budget shortfall and continues to deteriorate.
A variety of revenue streams must be made available in order to provide the sustainable
transportation network this region will need to remain economically competitive in the future.
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During the 1960s, 30 percent of the State budget went towards transportation; over the past 20

years it has declined to around 5 percent. The transportation funding source in the State of Texas
is the gasoline tax, currently 20 cents per gallon. Annually, approximately $1 billion of this fund is
diverted to non-transportation uses. Senator Carona has taken the lead in correcting this shortfall.

Every legislative session, the legislature does a survey to gather citizen feedback on the issues
that are important to them. Transportation is rarely in the top ten. Citizens must inform their
elected officials that transportation is a priority, but the public must also be willing to help pay the
costs associated with providing and maintaining an adequate transportation system.

Faith Chatham — Dallas-Fort Worth Regional Concerned Citizens (Arlington)
A. Public Support

Comment: The citizens need to speak to their elected officials about their desire for adequate
transportation facilities and funding.

Summary of response from Dan Kessler: Before every legislative session, a survey is sent to the
citizens asking the residents to rate what issues are important and need to be addressed by the
legislature. Rarely does transportation make the top ten.

A recent poll done in Austin illustrates the conundrum; nearly 50 percent of the respondents
agreed that more money needs to be spent on transportation, but 55 percent responded that they
were not willing to pay increased taxes or fees to support it.

Alternative Solutions

Dick Matthews (Plano)

A. Gasoline tax Increase

Comment: The last time the gasoline tax was increased was in the early 1990s. Mr. Matthews
believes the gasoline tax should be much higher, resulting in an increased demand for smaller,
more efficient vehicles that take up less space on the roadways. Also, Mr. Matthews noted there
are real security concerns with the large amounts of money flowing overseas to countries that are
not very hospitable to the United States.

Response from Michael Morris: Thank you.
B. Sustainable Development

Comment: The standard building heights in Europe are around twelve stories compared to four in
the United States. The culture of development in the United States needs to adapt to more
sustainable land and transportation uses into the future.

Response from Michael Morris: Thank you.
David Cozad — Conflict Simulations (Arlington)
A. Non-renewable Energy Sources

Question: How is the inevitable downward supply trends of non-renewable energy production
addressed in planning?

Summary of response by Dan Kessler and Christie Jestis: We have funded several programs
over the last few years to help promote alternative fuel vehicles. NCTCOG remains neutral on
which type of alternative source is preferred among electric, hybrid, natural gas, propane and
other sources.

The air quality team is devoted to advancing alternative technologies as one solution to meet
increased air quality standards. Utilizing these new technologies comes down to economics.
Although there are more viable technologies available, right now they are just too expensive.
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There is a lot of optimism in the auto industry to explore these innovative options and expedite
production of these new technologies.

B. Renewable Energy Sources

Question: How are you integrating new energy technologies into transportation planning? Has a
Maglev train system been considered?

Summary of response by Dan Kessler: Regardless of the power train behind a vehicle it is still a
vehicle on the roadway that contributes to congestion. While changes in technology are
beneficial, they do not have the end result of decreased demand for new capacity or the need to
maintain roadways.

Currently, transportation projects are funded in Texas by a gasoline tax. The average fuel
economy on all vehicles in Texas is 18.7 miles per gallon. Conservative estimates suggest that by
the year 2030, with the advancement of new technologies, fuel economies will be 30 to 40 miles
per gallon. While no one is against these new technologies, it is important to discuss the
implications of this anticipated decrease in the revenue stream and the effects it will have on the
available funding for the rapidly expanding transportation needs in the North Central Texas
region.

The Maglev train system is certainly one of the technologies being discussed and is definitely an
opportunity for high speed rail corridors.

Faith Chatham — Dallas-Fort Worth Regional Concerned Citizens (Arlington)
A. Education
Comment: An environmental engineering curriculum is another program area worth enhancing.

Summary of response from Dan Kessler: Most environmental engineers and science staff are
graduating from the University of Texas, Texas A & M and Baylor University.
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WRITTEN COMMENTS RECEIVED AT MEETINGS

Agency, City Represented

Name and Title (meeting location in Topics addressed Comments
parentheses)
UTP - Backlog
Barbara Weigel DART (Arlington) Projects, Cost Attachment 1
Overruns, Air Quality
David Cozad Conflict Simuations (Arlington) | Alternative Energy Attachment 2
Harriet Irby DFWRCC (Arlington) Toll roads Attachment 3
Richland Hills Public
Gerrit Spieker Transportation Authority Railway Attachment 4
(Arlington)
Frederick Lopez Representatlve Allen Vaught Fund 6 Attachment 5
(Arlington)
Paul Konrad Allen (Plano) Bicycle/Pedestrian Attachment 6
Tony Justice District 67 (Plano) Railway Attachment 7
Steve Cone Frisco (Plano) Toll roads Attachment 8
Lee Hamilton Fort Wort Toll roads Attachment 9
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