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Parallel Planning Efforts

Multimodal Transportation Study
(Needs Assessment & Thoroughfare Plan)

FM 1187 Intersection Improvements
IH-20 Frontage Improvements
Regional Outer Loop Alignment Study

Parker County Bond Program
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Project Timeline

February 2007 7 Public Meetings in Aledo, Springtown, and Weatherford
March 2008 1 Needs Assessment results presented at Aledo Public Meeting

April 20087 Project overview presented to the local area Outer Loop stakeholder group
including representatives from Walsh Ranch and Dean Ranch

May 2008 1 Update presented to Mayor of Springtown, local thoroughfare projects added
to study

Summer 2008 i Briefed Commissioner Webster on project status

November 2008 i Met with Commissioner Webster to discuss methods for obtaining
project completion

March 2009 1 Met with Judge Riley to update him on the status of the project and to
discuss methods for obtaining project completion

June 20091 Meeting scheduled with Judge Riley and Mayors of the cities within Parker
County to discuss project
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County Characteristics

2005 2030 Percent 2005 2030 Percent

Population* | Population* | Increase Employment* | Employment* | Increase
Parker County 95,630 328,420 243% Parker County 34,900 94,700 171%
Aledo 2,250 13,260 489% Aledo 940 2,630 180%
Annetta 1,090 1,410 30% Annetta 40 190 373%
Hudson Oaks 1,660 2,040 23% Hudson Oaks 100 260 146%
Reno 2,680 6,200 130% Reno 1,410 6,700 374%
Springtown 2,240 4,660 108% Springtown 490 760 54%
Willow Park 2,860 13,630 376% Willow Park 370 1,060 189%
Weatherford 23,490 38,580 64% Weatherford 11,010 19,630 78%

ACounty population is estimated to grow over 243% (230,000 new residents) by 2030

Aveanwhile, County Employment is estimated to grow only 171% (60,000 new jobs) by 2030

*NCTCOG estimate adjusted from 2000 Census count
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County Characteristics

If you live in Parker County, If you work in Parker County,
where do you work? where do you live?

Tarrant County 49% Parker County 74%
Parker County 41% Tarrant County 11%
Dallas County 4% Palo Pinto County 8%
Palo Pinto County 1% Wise County 3%
Wise County 1% Dallas County 1%
Hood County 1% Hood County 1%

KCurrently, over half of employed Parker County residents commute east to Tarrant or Dallas Counties
while about 41% work in Parker County

Mecause population growth is occurring faster than employment growth, the trend of residents
commuting out of the county for work is expected to continue

*Source: County-to-County Worker Flows for North Central Texas: 2000
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Recommendations

A Initial Needs Assessment revealed the need for more east-west connections
and greater access on the eastern side of the county

A Need to provide access to other regional transportation systems including
regional rail and the regional outer loop

A Final corridor recommendations divided into 3 classes to accommodate
several budget scenarios.

-Improvements to Existing Facilities
-Critical Connections
-Major Corridor Development and Realignment

A Level of improvement can be chosen to best fit local needs on a corridor by
corridor basis
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