Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet

Corridor Information

Corridor Number
Facility

From

To

Construction Status

Performance Measures

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT)
Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion)

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.06

Pavement in Poor Condition

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition

Roadway Infrastructure _

Available Arterial Capacity %
Frontage Road Percentage
Parallel Freeway Percentage

Modal Options ]

Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor

Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length
Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length
Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length*
Bus Trip Density*

Combined Bus Availability

Operations

Shoulder Availability
ITS Device Coverage Percentage
Truck Lane Restriction Percentage

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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3.1
IH 35
Denton C/L

IH 35E/IH35W
None

47 Sufficient
1.02 Sufficient

Sufficient
0 Sufficient
2 Sufficient

38 Roadway Infrastructure
99 Score
0 Low

1 Modal Options Score
0 Low

0

11

32 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density

combine to form Combined Bus Availability
which impacts Modal Options Score

Low

Low Operations Score
93 Medium

0

0



-4

CMP

CONGESTION MAMAGEMENT PADCESS

Congestion Management Process Corridor 3.1

IH 35 between Denton C/L and IH 35E/IH35W

+

Park and Ride Location

Veloweb

[

Ky
Sources: Es

£ %
3 N
WFM g2,
Era W FM 922
; Rosston Valley View ) ey
3 Tioga
4 -
| £ 121 FMg
E — 121
—_ E
b :
=] & oy T
= F ¥y - — 1 poka d e Osk Rd Ray Robert
| 7 Gregory R S g  lake
I N =B - =
I Ol " - sy
i Pil ot Point i
&
g
455 i
- P alt
- FM ASTE I3 s
FM-455W = 3 3
= P Friendship Rd 3
H 3
| £ bt
B
! z
B | 1388 Celina
e 5
2 . i 1
= 2
= g
|51] | L Aubrey ~t i -
173 z £
2
[ 4
»
- Krum | &
@R cvp corridor 2
53
S Mgty 250 | i .o Prasper=
. *\\ FishwapRET N
e Passenger Rail % — i
£ 8 = i el |
[ & il l‘/‘/’""‘f;
. . % £ i
. Commuter Rail Station : OakPaint & § i
4 Ponder L 4 &
2449 L d”’! -g .
. Light Rail Station SHiacy Shores (odorsio cE %0
3 Corinth FHCEE Main ﬂ ]
# £ s, Frisco {

ri, HERE, Garmin, USGS, Intermap, INCREMENT'R,NRCan, &
_ Esri Japan, METI, Esri C-ﬁ{na (Hong Kong), Esri Korea; Egri (Thzéicla@d), i
““ NGCC, (c) QpenStreetManontribu’térS', and the GIS User Community

Rolater

Performance Statement

Continue to monitor

Asset Statement
Operate and may need options

Corridor Statement
Continue to monitor

Corridor Output

Continue to Monitor

— Lﬂ/
Wise Dénton ollin
e
oélé I
1
| Parker | [ Ta K
| Kaufman
Hood Johnson / llis

Created: 7/7/2021
2



Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 5.1

Facility IH 35W

From IH 35E

To SH 114

Construction Status Partial Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 27 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.01 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.05 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 14 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 13 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 1 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 100

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 35 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Availability Medium which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability Low Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 57 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage
HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 21.1

Facility DNT

From S of US 380

To SRT

Construction Status Partial Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 119 Needs Improvement
Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.24 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.20 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 96 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 100 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Medium

Modal Options .

Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 0 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 0

Bus Trip Density™ 10 comine t form Combined 8us Avabilty
Combined Bus Availability Low whichimpacts Modal Options score
Operations
Shoulder Availability Medium Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 0

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Process Corridor 21.1

DNT between S of US 380 and SRT
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 21.2

Facility DNT

From SRT

To PGBT (North)

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 129 Needs Improvement

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.21 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.76 Needs Improvement
Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 53 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 100 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 0 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 89

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 49 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Availability Medium which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability Low Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 Medium

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 0

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 11.4

Facility SRT

From DNT

To IH 35E

Construction Status Full Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 23 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.31 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.37 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 20 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 87 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 21 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 2 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 15

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 18 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty Low which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability Low Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 Medium

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 0

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Process Corridor 11.4
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 120.2

Facility PGBT (North)

From DNT

To us 75

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 84 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.07 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.17 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 72 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 47 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 3 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Medium

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 100

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 81 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty ngh which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability Low Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 99 Medium

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage
HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 121.1

Facility PGBT (East)

From us75

To IH 30

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 81 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.01 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.11 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 40 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 69 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 14 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 3 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 39

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 24 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty Low which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 0

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Process Corridor 121.1
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 130.4

Facility IH 635 (North)

From DNT

To us 75

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 50 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.39 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.26 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 25 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 100 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 3 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Medium

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 100

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 192 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty ngh which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability Low Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 High

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 0

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 100

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Process Corridor 130.4

IH 635 (North) between DNT and US 75

E)
3
c
o
-4
P
[ =%

ad
o
2
<
o\\.'{""
29”
- CMP Corridor
e Passenger Rail ¥
£
. Commuter Rail Station =
3
-,
) Light Rail Station [~ ' o
% i
= e
+ Park and Ride Location S ) (289}
= "
Veloweb i\

Sources: Esri, HERE, Garmin,

IRy IENCE
e — v :
ki ;{
b 3 o .
E 5
w

SPlitig yalley Rd

‘;eel'ﬂl".'ﬂ- 5

JSGS IQtermap INCREMENT P, NRCan;
Esri Japan, METI, Esri China (K ong Kong) Esri Korea, Esri (Thailand),
NGCC, (c) OpenStreetMap conurlbutors and@e GIS User Community 5

W SpringValley Rg

ForestlLn

E

1""°Rd

Performance Statement

Continue to monitor

Asset Statement
Promote modal options and operate

Corridor Statement
Continue to monitor

Corridor Output

Continue to Monitor

Wise

Lﬂ/

ollin

| Parker

Ta

Hood

llis

AR

Created: 7/7/2021
16



Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 131.1

Facility IH 635 (East)

From us75

To IH 30

Construction Status Full Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 101 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.61 Needs Improvement

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.23 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 5 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 19 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 43 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 7 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Medium

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 58

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 143 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty ngh which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability Medium Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 High

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 100

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 100

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 28.11

Facility IH 30

From usS 80

To IH 635 (East)

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 34 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.14 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.25 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 66 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 100 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 0 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 100

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 96 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty ngh which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability Medium Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 0

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 100

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 28.12

Facility IH 30

From IH 635 (East)

To PGBT

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 28 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.46 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.59 Needs Improvement
Pavement in Poor Condition 6 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 37 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 100 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 1 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 93

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 18 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Availability Medium which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability Medium Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 55

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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IH 30 between IH 635 (East) and PGBT
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 28.13

Facility IH 30

From PGBT

To Rockwall C/L

Construction Status Partial Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 45 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.13 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.25 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 18 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 75 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low

Modal Options I

Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 0 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 4

Bus Trip Density™ 0 comine t form Combined 8us Avabilty
Combined Bus Availability Low whichimpacts Modal Options score
Operations
Shoulder Availability Medium Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 86 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 41

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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CONGESTION MAMAGEMENT PADCESS

Congestion Management Process Corridor 28.13

IH 30 between PGBT and Rockwall C/L
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 30.1

Facility IH 20

From SS 312

To IH 30

Construction Status Partial Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 46 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.01 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.10 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 42 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 87 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low

Modal Options I

Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 0 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 0

Bus Trip Density™ 0 comine t form Combined 8us Avabilty
Combined Bus Availability Low whichimpacts Modal Options score
Operations
Shoulder Availability Low Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 30 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 33

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet

Corridor Information

Corridor Number
Facility

From

To

Construction Status

31.1
CTP
IH 30

IH 20
None

Performance Measures

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT)

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion)

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.04

Pavement in Poor Condition

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition

Roadway Infrastructure _

Available Arterial Capacity %
Frontage Road Percentage

Parallel Freeway Percentage

Modal Options I
3

Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor

Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length
Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length
Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length*
Bus Trip Density*

Combined Bus Availability

Operations

Shoulder Availability

ITS Device Coverage Percentage
Truck Lane Restriction Percentage
HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D

21 Sufficient
1.00 Sufficient

Sufficient
0 Sufficient
0 Sufficient

31 Roadway Infrastructure
17 Score
2 Low

Modal Options Score

0 Medium
0
61
136 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability
. which impacts Modal Options Score
High P P

Medium Operations Score
100 Low

18

0
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CMP

CONGESTION MAMAGEMENT PADCESS

Congestion Management Process Corridor 31.1

CTP between IH 30 and IH 20
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 28.2

Facility IH 30

From IH 820 (West)

To IH 35W

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 72 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.07 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.19 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 1 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 76 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 58 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 94 High
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 5 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Medium

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 95

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 114 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty ngh which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability Medium Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 99

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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CMP

CONGESTION MAMAGEMENT PADCESS

Congestion Management Process Corridor 28.2
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 30.2

Facility IH 20

From IH 30

To IH 820 (West)

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 13 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.00 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.03 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 37 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 5 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 42 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 0 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 10

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 2 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty Low which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 1 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 0

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 28.1

Facility IH 30

From IH 20

To IH 820 (West)

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 34 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.05 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.20 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 15 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 81 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low

Modal Options I

Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 1 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 0

Bus Trip Density™ 6 combin toorm Combined s Avaiablty
Combined Bus Availability Low which impacts Modal Options Score
Operations
Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 35 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage
HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 30.3

Facility IH 20

From IH 820 (West)

To CTP

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 53 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.02 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.19 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 28 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 80 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 28 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 0 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 22

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 19 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty Low which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 87 Medium

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 100

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet

Corridor Information

Corridor Number
Facility
From

To
Construction Status

30.4

IH 20
CTP

IH 35w
None

Performance Measures

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT)

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion)

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.11

Pavement in Poor Condition

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition

Roadway Infrastructure _

Available Arterial Capacity %
Frontage Road Percentage

Parallel Freeway Percentage

Modal Options I
3

Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor

Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length
Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length
Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length*
Bus Trip Density*

Combined Bus Availability

Operations

Shoulder Availability

ITS Device Coverage Percentage
Truck Lane Restriction Percentage
HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D

69 Sufficient
1.04 Sufficient

Sufficient
0 Sufficient
0 Sufficient

46 Roadway Infrastructure
83 Score
0 Low

Modal Options Score

0 Medium
0
89
61 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability
. which impacts Modal Options Score
High p v

High Operations Score
100 Medium

100

0
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 30.5

Facility IH 20

From IH 35W

To IH 820 (East)

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 79 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.10 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.30 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 33 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 87 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 2 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 1 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Medium

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 90

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 59 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty ngh which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 Medium

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 100

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D

39



-4

CMP

CONGESTION MAMAGEMENT PADCESS

Congestion Management Process Corridor 30.5

IH 20 between IH 35W and IH 820 (East)
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Performance Statement

Continue to monitor

Asset Statement
Promote modal options and operate

Corridor Statement
Continue to monitor

Corridor Output

Continue to Monitor

.

L,_‘/
Wise Denton ollin
e
oéléll
1
| Parker | [ Ta K
| Kaufman
Hood Johnson // llis

Created: 7/7/2021
40



Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 28.3

Facility IH 30

From IH 35W

To IH 820 (East)

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 83 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.03 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.26 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 100 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 4 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 107 High
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 3 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 High

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 85

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 100

Bus Trip Density* 148 e
Combined Bus Availability High whichimpacts Modal Options score
Operations
Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 86 Medium

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 100

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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IH 30 between IH 35W and IH 820 (East)
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Performance Statement L —
Continue to monitor
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 5.6

Facility IH 35W

From SH 121

To IH 30

Construction Status Partial Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 188 Needs Improvement

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.51 Needs Improvement

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.52 Needs Improvement
Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 65 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 31 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 3 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 High

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 93

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 100

Bus Trip Density* 233 e
Combined Bus Availability High whichimpacts Modal Options score
Operations
Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 High

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 0

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 100

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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IH 35W between SH 121 and IH 30
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet

Corridor Information

Corridor Number
Facility
From

To
Construction Status

52.1
SS 280
IH 35W

IH 30
None

Performance Measures

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT)

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion)

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.27

Pavement in Poor Condition

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition

Roadway Infrastructure _

Available Arterial Capacity %
Frontage Road Percentage

Parallel Freeway Percentage

Modal Options I
3

Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor

Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length
Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length
Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length*
Bus Trip Density*

Combined Bus Availability

Operations

Shoulder Availability

ITS Device Coverage Percentage
Truck Lane Restriction Percentage
HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D

61 Sufficient
1.23 Sufficient

Sufficient
10 Sufficient
0 Sufficient

19 Roadway Infrastructure
27 Score
0 Low

Modal Options Score

0 Medium
0
76
240 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability
. which impacts Modal Options Score
High P P

High Operations Score
100 Low

15

0

45



-4

CMP

CONGESTION MAMAGEMENT PADCESS

Congestion Management Process Corridor 52.1

SS 280 between IH 35W and IH 30
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Performance Statement

Continue to monitor

Asset Statement
Promote options, may need roadway capacity

Corridor Statement
Continue to monitor

Corridor Output
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 150.1

Facility IH 820 (North)

From SH 199

To IH 35W

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 75 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.19 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.20 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 23 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 57 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 1 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 52

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 31 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty Low which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 94 Medium

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 94

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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IH 820 (North) between SH 199 and IH 35W
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 1.5

Facility us 287

From IH 35W

To IH 820 (East)

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 29 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.18 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.18 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 1 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 21 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 84 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 3 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Medium

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 51

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 143 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty ngh which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 93 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage
HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Continue to monitor
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Promote options, may need roadway capacity
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Corridor Output
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 151.3

Facility IH 820 (East)

From IH 30

To Us 287

Construction Status Full Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 108 Needs Improvement

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.12 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.23 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 59 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 90 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 0 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 97

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 66 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty ngh which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability Medium Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 91 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage
HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 151.4

Facility IH 820 (East)

From usS 287

To IH 20

Construction Status Full Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 99 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.91 Needs Improvement

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.22 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 41 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 100 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 229 High
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 0 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 99

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 34 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Availability Medium which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 82 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Process Corridor 151.4

IH 820 (East) between US 287 and IH 20
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 151.2

Facility IH 820 (East)

From SH 121

To IH 30

Construction Status Partial Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 82 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.49 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.27 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 33 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 51 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 1 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 69

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 44 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty Low which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 75 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D

55



r Congestion Management Process Corridor 151.2
- 4

CMP

CONGESTION MAMAGEMENT PADCESS

IH 820 (East) between SH 121 and IH 30
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 151.1

Facility IH 820 (East)

From SH 183

To SH 121

Construction Status Full Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 148 Needs Improvement

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.83 Needs Improvement

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.47 Needs Improvement
Pavement in Poor Condition 6 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 40 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 90 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 1 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 89

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 12 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Availability Medium which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 98 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage
HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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IH 820 (East) between SH 183 and SH 121

Nu I
Richlan(h'l

Lans Athletc
Fields

3 Riviera Dr
Victor, 3
Circleview Dr & "eave Deville Dr
g Briley Dr
e B -
» o =
& e
fzmond O ak e 3 %,
Eountry Clut Glenview Dr
2]
»
Harmonson Rd g
(™™ &
g \(\Te‘
5 & &
“zo’ we ‘1\:.\
- CMP Corridor
e Passenger Rail
. Commuter Rail Station a
cep, | %
a
@ Light Rail Station 5
+ Park and Ride Location
Veloweb

CIeTEview Or I
2 Hillview Dr N
4 b & : t
(1938) & Hurs Brookview Dr
it & T o e ——
g & =i g
< L s T =
Maplewood Ave @ v - .'y“"/ z a
@ (LEw - o
z @ 2 3
a (S g 4
“{ @ - -
_4/ = 44 2 et
121 9 = Be
Wiy Bedford Euless-Rd - - W Bedw'd Euless Rd 5 %
i i 2 g
8 — p\ ] s 3
e g - Mountain Ter L s = g
= 3 Jortt o Q £
E P East B 5 2 7
E 7 Mall = E - 2 e i
8 || 8 c : & 5 o 5
s z 5 ; E 5
& £ = b1 Il
oS -
°
35 o
;_,: k. W PipelineRd— & EPipeline fd
£ ] 5
5 2 E 2 !
& - 2 ) 2 2 Gentral
Evergreen Rd Z g l—;:‘l B % Ry a =
3 -] 7} 2 E: 2
= . & Richland Rd < o ° g =
5 2l B i 2 oF - 2 2
E| S W Redbud” & X £
E g E Doverln Ruth-Ln 3 T ng 2
2 5 = Henson Dr 2o 5’] B
& = Bve £z E o
e Hovenkamp 4, Bill e 'E':'? = ®
illy £
Creak 7 2
Park =
Baker Blvd [1) W Hurst Bivd {10 E Hurst Bivd
) %
Dogwood Pa™ ity vista Trl
Trinity Blvd Trinity Blvd

)
[+
2
—

Brusny Creek Trd

PN
o

Sources: Esri, HERE, Garmin, USGS, Intermap, INCREMENT P, NRCan,
Esri Japan, METI, EsriSG}h\ingh(_ll-lrgng Kong), Esri Korea, Esri (Thailand),
NGCC, (c) OpenStreetMap,contributors;iand the GIS User Community

Performance Statement

Demand reduction and operational

Asset Statement

Needs help

Corridor Statement

Needs corridor study
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet

Corridor Information

Corridor Number
Facility
From

To
Construction Status

11.9
SH 183
SH 121

IH 820 (East)
None

Performance Measures

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT)

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion)

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.26

Pavement in Poor Condition

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition

Roadway Infrastructure _

Available Arterial Capacity %
Frontage Road Percentage

Parallel Freeway Percentage

Modal Options I
0

Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor

Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length
Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length
Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length*
Bus Trip Density*

Combined Bus Availability

Operations

Shoulder Availability

ITS Device Coverage Percentage
Truck Lane Restriction Percentage
HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D

80 Sufficient
1.23 Sufficient

Sufficient
0 Sufficient
0 Sufficient

44 Roadway Infrastructure
08 Score
18 Low

Modal Options Score

0 Low

26

17

5 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density

combine to form Combined Bus Availability
which impacts Modal Options Score

Low

Medium Operations Score
94 High

0

100
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CMP

CONGESTION MAMAGEMENT PADCESS

SH 183 between SH 121 and IH 820 (East)
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 11.8

Facility SH 121

From SH 360

To SH 183

Construction Status Recent Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 69 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.70 Needs Improvement

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.21 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 2 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 5 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 99 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 14 Low

Modal Options I

Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 0 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 0

Bus Trip Density* 0 combi tofom Combined 5us Avalablty
Combined Bus Availability Low which impacts Modal Options Score
Operations
Shoulder Availability Medium Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 98 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage
HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Process Corridor 11.8

SH 121 between SH 360 and SH 183

- - = a | o
\a* i | A w b ; N
Keller Pkwy w south ¢ >, = \ [
Keller - \ x 14 Q{O J‘)" :
3+ W Airfield Df Q. = P
F“'  Exprass To 1/ . 7 e/\
Musg1a®d o9 & Fd| g
b 121 = I o 9{\-&&
g ey = cl
p- L Cedinen: : o
@ « o -
oWy = -] © z
N Tarra® ~y @ o 2 ]
& Dallas/Ft Tg | Dallas/Ft
€ Hall Johnson Rd Worth Intl 8 | Worth Int| y
s i | Airport " | Airport
e 3 dieyville & E | 2 ¥
=7 g eyville [ 5 7
o : z
Starmes Rd 3 -,.‘\\. Glade Rd k = I 3 .
; e y 1% % DFW Airport >
h Dr cf L Y9 -4 2 | o
= — & EMid ¥ o af
3 [ chesk Spa gorRd— ‘s BV z
2 : =] =
-2 Mid B ™ = o
L T 2| < ; = g
= —_
3 L] s
- CMP Corridor £ Wahooqrd © E =
g g g
@ P e
e Passenger Rail Bedford 3 =
133 pnEUlES
. Commuter Rail Station | A,
Il [/
@ LightRail Station [ f |
WPipeineRd —— _gW |
. . e f —
+ Park and Ride Location i) Sources: Esri, HERE® Garmig', lJASGS, Intermap, INCEEMENT P, NRCan,
ML Hmﬂe\qﬁ Esri Japan®MET]I, Esri China (Hggg Kong), Esri Korea Esri (Thaila’rjd),
Veloweb o ~=NGCC, (c) OpenStreetMap gontrﬁ)utors, and the GISIUser Community, -

Performance Statement

Demand reduction

Asset Statement

Needs help

Corridor Statement

Needs corridor study
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet

Corridor Information

Corridor Number
Facility
From

To
Construction Status

22.1

SH 183

SH 121

SH 360

Recent Construction

Performance Measures

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT)

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion)

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.22

Pavement in Poor Condition

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition

Roadway Infrastructure _

Available Arterial Capacity %
Frontage Road Percentage

Parallel Freeway Percentage

Modal Options I
1

Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor

Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length
Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length
Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length*
Bus Trip Density*

Combined Bus Availability

Operations

Shoulder Availability

ITS Device Coverage Percentage
Truck Lane Restriction Percentage
HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D

76 Sufficient
1.26 Sufficient

Sufficient
0 Sufficient
0 Sufficient

54 Roadway Infrastructure
87 Score
0 Low

Modal Options Score

0 Low

79

19

34 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density

combine to form Combined Bus Availability
which impacts Modal Options Score

Low

High Operations Score
98 High

0

100
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Congestion Management Process Corridor 22.1

SH 183 between SH 121 and SH 360
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 9.1

Facility SH 360
From SH 121
To SH 183

Construction Status None

Performance Measures

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 28 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.07 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.11 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 2 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 29 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 94 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage

Modal Options .
1

Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor

Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length
Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length
Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length*
Bus Trip Density*

Combined Bus Availability

Operations

Shoulder Availability

ITS Device Coverage Percentage
Truck Lane Restriction Percentage
HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D

59 Medium

Modal Options Score

0 Low

0

32

56 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density

combine to form Combined Bus Availability
which impacts Modal Options Score

Low

High Operations Score
97 Low
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Congestion Management Process Corridor 9.1

SH 360 between SH 121 and SH 183
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet

Corridor Information

Corridor Number
Facility
From

To
Construction Status

22.2

SH 183

SH 360

PGBT

Recent Construction

Performance Measures

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT)

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion)

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.40

Pavement in Poor Condition

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition

Roadway Infrastructure _

Available Arterial Capacity %
Frontage Road Percentage

Parallel Freeway Percentage

Modal Options I
2

Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor

Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length
Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length
Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length*
Bus Trip Density*

Combined Bus Availability

Operations

Shoulder Availability

ITS Device Coverage Percentage
Truck Lane Restriction Percentage
HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D

61 Sufficient
1.65 Needs Improvement
Needs Improvement
8 Sufficient
0 Sufficient

33 Roadway Infrastructure
57 Score
0 Low

Modal Options Score

0 High
97
94
84 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability
. which impacts Modal Options Score
High p v

High Operations Score
100 High

0

100
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 13.1

Facility International Parkway

From SH 114

To SH 183

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 15 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.02 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.12 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 47 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 22 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 83 High
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 3 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Medium

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 32

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 100

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 119 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty ngh which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 18 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage
HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Process Corridor 13.1

International Parkway between SH 114 and SH 183
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 11.7

Facility SH 121

From SH 114

To SH 360

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 41 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.32 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.25 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 18 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 89 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 12 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 2 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 18

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 0 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty Low which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 0

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Process Corridor 11.7

SH 121 between SH 114 and SH 360
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet

Corridor Information

Corridor Number
Facility
From

To
Construction Status

12.4
SH 114
SH 121

International Parkway/DFW Connector
None

Performance Measures

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT)

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion)

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.30

Pavement in Poor Condition

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition

Roadway Infrastructure _

Available Arterial Capacity %
Frontage Road Percentage

Parallel Freeway Percentage

Modal Options I
3

Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor

Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length
Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length
Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length*
Bus Trip Density*

Combined Bus Availability

Operations

Shoulder Availability

ITS Device Coverage Percentage
Truck Lane Restriction Percentage
HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D

33 Sufficient
1.15 Sufficient

Sufficient
0 Sufficient
0 Sufficient

19 Roadway Infrastructure
74 Score
0 Low

Modal Options Score

0 Low

44

78

68 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density

combine to form Combined Bus Availability
which impacts Modal Options Score

Medium

High Operations Score
100 High

0

100
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Congestion Management Process Corridor 12.4
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet

Corridor Information

Corridor Number
Facility
From

To
Construction Status

12.5
SH 114
International Parkway

PGBT (West)
None

Performance Measures

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT)

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion)

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.38

Pavement in Poor Condition

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition

Roadway Infrastructure _

Available Arterial Capacity %
Frontage Road Percentage

Parallel Freeway Percentage

Modal Options .

Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor

Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length
Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length
Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length*
Bus Trip Density*

Combined Bus Availability

Operations

Shoulder Availability

ITS Device Coverage Percentage
Truck Lane Restriction Percentage
HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D

19 Sufficient
1.07 Sufficient
Needs Improvement
0 Sufficient
0 Sufficient

30 Roadway Infrastructure
51 Score
119 High

5 Modal Options Score

88 High

0

91

100 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Hi gh which impacts Modal Options Score

Medium Operations Score
100 High

0

100
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f | Congestion Management Process Corridor 12.5
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CMP

CONGESTION MAMAGEMENT PADCESS

SH 114 between International Parkway and PGBT (West)
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 123.1

Facility PGBT (West)

From SL 12

To IH 635 (North)

Construction Status Full Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 24 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.21 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.43 Needs Improvement
Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 18 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 100 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 3 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 25 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 36

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 78 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty Low which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 0

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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r | Congestion Management Process Corridor 123.1
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CMP

CONGESTION MAMAGEMENT PADCESS

PGBT (West) between SL 12 and IH 635 (North)

S % ! N
Marker By %a
5 d ; A
5 & ’”‘;1‘3:"-‘ Mehview Dr S
& g-o — e
e & K, 5355~
q‘}". 5 Shumafaoqs.(
K 3 % ¥
%
‘5‘ [
3 &
o e
2 %
E a
§ = rossin
R 1
J"h'cuj_' Country Club O‘- % é
W LY
(-.a e <.
. 80% o Uy 2 (&)
00 WS “agne g
° Colin gu,
< - = a
L Fluor Dr '?_) & Vi
@ cMP corridor " 0y
";, Tuscan Dr 2
e Passenger Rail '
W Royal Ln E RoyalLn
. Commuter Rail Station
Spn
Y Trai
) Light Rail Station Z -
<
; : ExoxonMobil
+  Porkend Ride Locatin Greenway Dr . Sources: Esri, HERE, Garmin, USGS, Intermap, INCREMENT P, NRCan,
%, EsriJapan, METI,, Esri China (Hon@cKong), Esri Korea, Esri gThaiIand),
Veloweb L NGCC, (c) OpenStreetMap contributors, and the GIS User Gommunity.
Comnorate MNr M o ri
Performance Statement L —
Demand reduction and operational
Wise Denton ollin
Asset Statement Hu
Needs help
] m I
Corridor Statement I
Needs corridor study Parker Ta b\
= man
Corridor Output | Kauf
Full Construction /
Hood Johnson llis

Created: 7/7/2021
78



Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 15.1

Facility PGBT/SH 161

From SH 114

To SH 183

Construction Status Full Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 26 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.26 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.19 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 10 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 100 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 25 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 4 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 16 Medium

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 53

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 99 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty ngh which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations

Shoulder Availability Medium Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 99 Low
Truck Lane Restriction Percentage

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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CONGESTION MAMAGEMENT PADCESS

Congestion Management Process Corridor 15.1

PGBT/SH 161 between SH 114 and SH 183
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 130.1

Facility IH 635 (North)

From SH 121

To PGBT (West)

Construction Status Partial Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 18 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.20 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.41 Needs Improvement
Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 51 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 49 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 110 High
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 1 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 65 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 5

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 74

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 46 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty Low which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 97 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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IH 635 (North) between SH 121 and PGBT (West)
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 130.2

Facility IH 635 (North)

From PGBT (West)

To IH 35E

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 59 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.10 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.19 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 26 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 73 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 107 High
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 3 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Medium

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 82

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 105 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty ngh which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 97 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage
HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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CONGESTION MAMAGEMENT PADCESS

IH 635 (North) between PGBT (West) and IH 35E
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 123.2

Facility PGBT (West)

From IH 635 (North)

To IH 35E

Construction Status Full Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 44 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.03 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.30 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 17 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 15 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 3 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 28 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 30

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 48 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty Low which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability Low Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 Medium

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 0

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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PGBT (West) between IH 635 (North) and IH 35E
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 7.3

Facility IH 35E

From PGBT

To IH 635 (North)

Construction Status Full Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 163 Needs Improvement

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 2.04 Needs Improvement

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.29 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 31 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 93 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 86 High
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 6 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 106 High

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 6

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 66

Bus Trip Density™ 76 comine t form Combined 8us Avabilty
Combined Bus Availability Medium whichimpacts Modal Options score
Operations
Shoulder Availability Medium Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 High

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 0

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 100

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Process Corridor 7.3
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 7.2

Facility IH 35E

From SRT

To PGBT

Construction Status Full Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 124 Needs Improvement

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.09 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.16 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 8 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 100 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 3 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 41 High

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 114

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 0

Bus Trip Density™ 30 comine t form Combined 8us Avabilty
Combined Bus Availability Low whichimpacts Modal Options score
Operations
Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 High

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 0

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 100

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Process Corridor 7.2

IH 35E between SRT and PGBT
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 11.6

Facility SH 121

From IH 635 (North)

To SH 114

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 21 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.18 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.21 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 9 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 29 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 20 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 2 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Medium

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 100

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 72 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty ngh which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 0

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Process Corridor 11.6

SH 121 between IH 635 (North) and SH 114
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 5.2

Facility IH 35W

From SH 114

To Us 287

Construction Status Partial Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 28 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.82 Needs Improvement

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.23 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 42 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 89 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 0 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 95

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 12 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Availability Medium which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability Low Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 70 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage
HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Process Corridor 5.2

IH 35W between SH 114 and US 287
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 130.3

Facility IH 635 (North)

From IH 35E

To DNT

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 80 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.40 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.21 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 2 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 42 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 99 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 51 Medium
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 3 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Medium

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 99

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 137 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty ngh which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability Low Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 79 High

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 0

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 100

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Process Corridor 130.3

IH 635 (North) between IH 35E and DNT
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 120.1

Facility PGBT (North)

From IH 35E

To DNT

Construction Status Recent Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 128 Needs Improvement

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.14 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.41 Needs Improvement
Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 37 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 66 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 141 High
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 3 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 75

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 48 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty Low which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability Low Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 Medium

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 0

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 23.3

Facility Us 75

From SH 121

To SRT

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 53 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.00 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.03 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 1 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 50 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 100 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low

Modal Options I

Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 0 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 0

Bus Trip Density™ 0 combin toorm Combined s Avaiablty
Combined Bus Availability Low which impacts Modal Options Score
Operations
Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 98 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage
HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Process Corridor 23.3
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 23.2

Facility Us 75

From FM 545

To SH 121

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 57 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.00 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.03 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 100 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 100 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Medium

Modal Options .

Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 0 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 0

Bus Trip Density™ 0 combin toorm Combined s Avaiablty
Combined Bus Availability Low which impacts Modal Options Score
Operations
Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 86 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage
HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 23.1

Facility Us 75

From Collin C/L

To FM 545

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 76 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.00 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.03 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 57 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 100 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low

Modal Options I

Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 0 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 0

Bus Trip Density™ 0 combin toorm Combined s Avaiablty
Combined Bus Availability Low which impacts Modal Options Score
Operations
Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 56 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage
HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 131.2

Facility IH 635 (East)

From IH 30

To UsS 80

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 44 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.56 Needs Improvement

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.60 Needs Improvement
Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 55 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 85 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low

Modal Options I

Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor Modal Options Score

0
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low
Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0
Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 0

Bus 7'/‘/,'0 Dens/ty* 22 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density

combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Availability Low which impacts Modal Options Score
Operations
Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 Medium

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 100

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet

Corridor Information

Corridor Number
Facility
From

To
Construction Status

32.1
US 80
IH 30

IH 635 (East)
None

Performance Measures

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT)

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion)

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.16

Pavement in Poor Condition

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition

Roadway Infrastructure _

Available Arterial Capacity %
Frontage Road Percentage

Parallel Freeway Percentage

Modal Options .
0

Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor

Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length
Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length
Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length*
Bus Trip Density*

Combined Bus Availability

Operations

Shoulder Availability
ITS Device Coverage Percentage
Truck Lane Restriction Percentage

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D

39 Sufficient
1.07 Sufficient

Sufficient
8 Sufficient
0 Sufficient

100 Roadway Infrastructure
100 Score
0 Medium

Modal Options Score

0 Low
0
84
91 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability
. which impacts Modal Options Score
High p v

Medium Operations Score
100 Low

0

0

107



-4

CMP

CONGESTION MAMAGEMENT PADCESS

=

s
e

Oates Oy = = Oates Dy qo 77 — 8
~ Maverick Ave 5 5 "y m
i NS | et e g Vi S5 %, &
\l\dﬁe Fﬂgu”d‘ = Kiondike Dr & Bark e Vs o‘P ¢
e = & a
$ z j a SlalltzrQ A 4 ot
o g Inadale Ave x o) o
) 2 & Lawrehca %
& Perk % %,
Gross Rd I s .
v‘\\S! z. Gross-Rd B B 2%
feprn® L Blyth Dr E sl %,
A %, S,
or a8 Ny 5.
A ater Dr <, s Park O o
£ et %, Hilview Par % & g L
3% A o + %
SN Y Y sz i
4 67 §
o, 25 g
% John West Rd John West R / &
%\ 7o
AN @ o Park
%, A
% P »
/@‘ | - :
‘e | | 5 = Ps
5 ) g z
A > = | & =
& 5 ] = “
& 2 i @
Wdim H |
rpview Ln

Congestion Management Process Corridor 32.1

US 80 between IH 30 and IH 635 (East)

Childress

“,
(.3 [\s
My
o

.&mencuna Ln

i N
&}
Beasley Z
Park ]
% Gaen A
>
ay Dr .
e D eascEvT
A
»
Poteet Dr
B
Tripp Rd
Rippl

Samuell Blvd
. ﬁam Wastover »
o2, i | foverDr Greenbelt = <
. oy N
@D Cvp Corridor : o Vi
: Soul - N 6@’
e Passenger Rail Do Busk Ak & % Mes
Eastpoint.Dr < - MaBbe i s i & '9:;,’
& Up-1 - 9, &
. . )04 Skyj, \*"!' & 6“9 QA‘# \;’\ 2 6*0
. Commuter Rail Station ) ineor 5 3 N
% 3 & SN
@ z \\\d‘ o
@ Light Rail Station Forney R ¥ 2 &
I E mitt ¥
+ Park and Ride Location Gadar “ a1
)f ;:Jr: %, ~Sources: Esri, HERE, Garmin?USGS, Intermap, INCREMENT P, NRCan,
o 3
2 ’%4} Esrl Japan, METI;Esri, China (Hong Kong) Esri Kereak Esri,(Thailand),
T 2l
Veloweb 5 = % NGCC ( ) Ope nStreetMap contributors, and the GIS User Communlty

Performance Statement

Continue to monitor

Asset Statement
Need modal options and operations

Corridor Statement
Continue to monitor

Corridor Output

Continue to Monitor

— Lﬂ/
Wise Denton ollin
Hu

oélé I
1

| Parker | [ Ta K
| Kaufman

Hood Johnson / llis

Created: 7/7/2021

108



Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 32.2

Facility Us 80

From IH 635 (East)

To IH 20

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 50 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.14 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.19 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 4 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 13 Needs Improvement
Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 40 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 79 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 47 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 0 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 16

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 2 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty Low which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability Medium Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 94 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage
HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 131.3

Facility IH 635 (East)

From usS 80

To IH 20

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 58 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.14 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.36 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 74 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 11 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 0 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 59

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 21 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty Low which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 Medium

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 90

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Process Corridor 131.3
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 30.14

Facility IH 20

From UsS 175

To IH 635 (East)

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 136 Needs Improvement
Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.07 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.17 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 76 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 17 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low

Modal Options I

Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor Modal Options Score

0
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low
Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0
Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 0

Bus 7'/‘/,'0 Dens/ty* 23 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density

combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Availability Low which impacts Modal Options Score
Operations
Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 0

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Process Corridor 30.14
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 30.15

Facility IH 20

From IH 635 (East)

To UsS 80

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 36 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.00 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.06 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 30 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 17 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 0 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 18

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 4 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty Low which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 73 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 31

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Process Corridor 30.15
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 30.13

Facility IH 20

From IH 45

To USs 175

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 52 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.02 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.14 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 14 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 9 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 0 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 14

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 16 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty Low which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 78

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 30.11

Facility IH 20

From us 67

To IH 35E

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 105 Needs Improvement

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.19 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.21 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 90 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 91 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Medium
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 0 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 96

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 105 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty ngh which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 Medium

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 100

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 30.9

Facility IH 20

From PGBT

To SS 408

Construction Status Partial Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 47 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.28 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.43 Needs Improvement
Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 26 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 13 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low

Modal Options I

Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 0 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 0

Bus Trip Density™ > comine t form Combined 8us Avabilty
Combined Bus Availability Low whichimpacts Modal Options score
Operations
Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 Medium

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 87

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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IH 20 between PGBT and SS 408
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 30.8

Facility IH 20

From SH 360

To PGBT

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 80 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.88 Needs Improvement

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.43 Needs Improvement
Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 73 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 95 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low

Modal Options I

Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 0 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 0

Bus Trip Density™ 4 comine t form Combined 8us Avabilty
Combined Bus Availability Low whichimpacts Modal Options score
Operations
Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 92 Medium

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 100

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 30.6

Facility IH 20

From IH 820 (East)

To Us 287

Construction Status Partial Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 55 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.46 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.26 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 20 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 94 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 0 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 99

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 18 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Availability Medium which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 Medium

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 100

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 1.6

Facility us 287

From IH 20

To SH 360

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 35 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.04 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.13 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 3 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 44 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 73 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low

Modal Options I

Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 0 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 0

Bus Trip Density™ 2 comine t form Combined 8us Avabilty
Combined Bus Availability Low whichimpacts Modal Options score
Operations
Shoulder Availability Low Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 64 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 2

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 9.4

Facility SH 360

From IH 20

To Us 287

Construction Status Recent Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 108 Needs Improvement

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.28 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.32 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 70 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 94 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 2 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 0 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 23

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 2 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty Low which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability Low Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 99 Medium

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage
HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 9.3

Facility SH 360

From IH 30

To IH 20

Construction Status Full Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 91 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.44 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.24 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 27 Needs Improvement
Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 57 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 99 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 107 High

Modal Options .

Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 1 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 0

Bus Trip Density™ 3 comine t form Combined 8us Avabilty
Combined Bus Availability Low whichimpacts Modal Options score
Operations
Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 Medium

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 100

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
131



-4

CMP

CONGESTION MAMAGEMENT PADCESS

Congestion Management Process Corridor 9.3

SH 360 between IH 30 and IH 20
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 15.3

Facility PGBT (West)

From IH 30

To IH 20

Construction Status Full Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 106 Needs Improvement
Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.29 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.28 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 100 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 100 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 100 High

Modal Options .

Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 0 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 0

Bus Trip Density™ 0 comine t form Combined 8us Avabilty
Combined Bus Availability Low whichimpacts Modal Options score
Operations
Shoulder Availability Low Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 Medium

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 0

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Process Corridor 15.3

PGBT (West) between IH 30 and IH 20
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Performance Statement

Operational

Asset Statement
Promote alternate routes and operate
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 17.3

Facility SL 12/SS 408

From IH 30

To IH 20

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 30 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.26 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.24 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 15 Needs Improvement

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 32 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 41 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 34 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 0 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 87

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 52 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty ngh which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability Medium Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 24

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet

Corridor Information

Corridor Number
Facility

From

To

Construction Status

38.1
us 67
IH 35E

IH 20
Full Construction

Performance Measures

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT)

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion)

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.42

Pavement in Poor Condition

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition

Roadway Infrastructure _

Available Arterial Capacity %
Frontage Road Percentage

Parallel Freeway Percentage

Modal Options .
4

Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor

Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length
Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length
Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length*
Bus Trip Density*

Combined Bus Availability

Operations

Shoulder Availability

ITS Device Coverage Percentage
Truck Lane Restriction Percentage
HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D

98 Sufficient
1.28 Sufficient

Needs Improvement
20 Needs Improvement
0 Sufficient

13 Roadway Infrastructure
% Score
61 Medium

Modal Options Score

0 Medium
0
100
215 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability
. which impacts Modal Options Score
High p v

Low Operations Score
100 Medium

3

0
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Congestion Management Process Corridor 38.1

US 67 between IH 35E and IH 20
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Performance Statement

Rehab, demand reduction and operational
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 7.9

Facility IH 35E

From us 67

To IH 20

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 91 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.29 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.23 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 2 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 100 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 86 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 99 High
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 5 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 78 Medium

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 100

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 202 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty ngh which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 Medium

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 100

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Process Corridor 7.9

IH 35E between US 67 and IH 20
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Performance Statement

Continue to monitor
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 28.4

Facility IH 30

From IH 820 (East)

To SH 360

Construction Status Partial Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 64 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.37 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.44 Needs Improvement
Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 100 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 35 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 11 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 2 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 38

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 25 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty Low which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 94 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 80

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Process Corridor 28.4

IH 30 between IH 820 (East) and SH 360
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 28.5

Facility IH 30

From SH 360

To PGBT

Construction Status Full Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 35 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.52 Needs Improvement

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.19 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 4 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 100 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 55 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low

Modal Options I

Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 1 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 0

Bus Trip Density™ 0 comine t form Combined 8us Avabilty
Combined Bus Availability Low whichimpacts Modal Options score
Operations
Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 28

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Process Corridor 28.5

IH 30 between SH 360 and PGBT
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 28.6

Facility IH 30

From PGBT

To SL 12

Construction Status Partial Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 49 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.04 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.16 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 61 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 58 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 33 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 1 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 20

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 23 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty Low which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability Low Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 High

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 100

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 100

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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IH 30 between PGBT and SL 12
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet

Corridor Information

Corridor Number
Facility
From

To
Construction Status

9.2

SH 360

SH 183

IH 30

Full Construction

Performance Measures

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT)

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion)

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.26

Pavement in Poor Condition

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition

Roadway Infrastructure _

Available Arterial Capacity %
Frontage Road Percentage

Parallel Freeway Percentage

Modal Options .
2

Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor

Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length
Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length
Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length*
Bus Trip Density*

Combined Bus Availability

Operations

Shoulder Availability

ITS Device Coverage Percentage
Truck Lane Restriction Percentage
HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D

64 Sufficient

1.52 Needs Improvement
Sufficient

5 Sufficient

0 Sufficient

41 Roadway Infrastructure
78 Score
107 High

Modal Options Score

0 Low

0

42

28 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density

combine to form Combined Bus Availability
which impacts Modal Options Score

Low

High Operations Score
98 Medium

100

0
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Performance Statement L —
Demand reduction
Wise Denton ollin
Asset Statement Hu

Promote alternate routes and operate

Corridor Statement ]

Promote trip reduction strategies and % Ta b\

optimize existing operations

Corridor Output | Kaufman
Full Construction \ /
Hood Johnson
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Created: 7/7/2021
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 15.2

Facility PGBT (West)

From SH 183

To IH 30

Construction Status Full Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 34 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.24 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.40 Needs Improvement
Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 43 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 60 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 104 High
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 2 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 39

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 44 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty Low which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability Low Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 Medium

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 0

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Performance Statement

Demand reduction and operational

Asset Statement
Promote alternate routes and operate

Corridor Statement
Promote alternate routes and operate

Corridor Output

Full Construction

Lﬂ/

Wise Denton ollin
Hu

oc’lall

1

Parker| (T2 I

Mman

Hood Johnson llis

Created: 7/7/2021
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 17.2

Facility SL 12

From SH 183

To IH 30

Construction Status Partial Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 45 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.64 Needs Improvement

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.28 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 14 Needs Improvement

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 2 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 21 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 84 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 2 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Medium

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 94

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 78 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty ngh which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability Medium Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 99 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 100

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Performance Statement L —
Rehab and demand reduction
Wise Denton ollin
Asset Statement Hu
Promote options, may need roadway capacity
] oﬂé I
Corridor Statement I

Promote modal options and implement % Ta b\

operational strategies

Corridor Output | Kaufman
Partial Construction \ /

Hood Johnson

llis

Created: 7/7/2021
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 22.3

Facility SH 183

From PGBT

To SL 12

Construction Status Recent Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 75 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.13 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.24 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 51 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 100 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 55 Medium
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 3 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 High

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 103

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 98

Bus Trip Density™ %7 comine t form Combined 8us Avabilty
Combined Bus Availability High whichimpacts Modal Options score
Operations
Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 High

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 0

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 100

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Performance Statement L —
Continue to monitor
Wise Denton ollin

Asset Statement Hu
Promote options and operate
ocﬁ§7u

Corridor Statement ]

Continue to monitor % Ta K

Corridor Output | Kaufman
Recent Construction /

Hood Johnson
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Created: 7/7/2021
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 7.4

Facility IH 35E

From IH 635 (North)

To SL 12

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 113 Needs Improvement

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.15 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.16 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 39 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 41 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 49 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 5 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 113 High

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 100

Bus Trip Density* 136 combi tofom Combined 5us Avalablty
Combined Bus Availability High which impacts Modal Options Score
Operations
Shoulder Availability Medium Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 High

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 0

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 100

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Performance Statement L —
Operational
Wise Denton ollin
Asset Statement Hu
Promote modal options and operate
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Corridor Statement
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Corridor Output | Kaufman
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 31.2

Facility CTP

From IH 20

To us 67

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 35 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.00 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.06 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 100 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 4 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 4 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 1 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 13

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 6 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty Low which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability Low Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 93 Medium

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage
HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
157



C

4

CMP

CONGESTION MAMAGEMENT PADCESS

Congestion Management Process Corridor 31.2
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Performance Statement

Continue to monitor

Asset Statement
Operate and may need options

Corridor Statement
Continue to monitor

Corridor Output

Continue to Monitor
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Created: 7/7/2021
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 5.9

Facility IH 35W

From Tarrant C/L

To FM 917

Construction Status Full Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 40 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.00 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.03 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 44 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 100 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low

Modal Options I

Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 1 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 0

Bus Trip Density* L combi tofom Combined 5us Avalablty
Combined Bus Availability Low which impacts Modal Options Score
Operations
Shoulder Availability Low Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 38 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage
HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Performance Statement

Continue to monitor

Asset Statement
Needs help

Corridor Statement
Continue to monitor

Corridor Output
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 27.3

Facility IH 45

From IH 20

To SL9

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 29 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.01 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.03 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 27 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 89 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 5 Low

Modal Options I

Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 0 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 8

Bus Trip Density™ 6 comine t form Combined 8us Avabilty
Combined Bus Availability Low whichimpacts Modal Options score
Operations
Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 34 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 100

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Performance Statement Lﬂ/

Continue to monitor
Wise Denton ollin
Asset Statement Hu

Needs help
oélé I

Corridor Statement ]

Continue to monitor % Ta K

Corridor Output | Kaufman
Continue to Monitor /

Hood Johnson

llis

Created: 7/7/2021
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 36.3

Facility Us 175

From IH 20

To SH 34

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 37 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.01 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.09 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 4 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 17 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 79 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 0 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 32

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 3 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty Low which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 7 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 0

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
163



( Congestion Management Process Corridor 36.3
‘4

CMP

CONGESTION MAMAGEMENT PADCESS

US 175 between IH 20 and SH 34

Military Pkwy
ScyeneRd"

wJim Miller Rd

—pAjg deuyanB §

"”’"d"‘aM
W "
z 3’3 %%““\' SR | &
ot | Combine
- CMP Corridor e \
. | %y 4
e Passenger Rail . : 178 e ol “_;’
() Commuter Rail Station il "\.:._‘ Oak Grove (1838
| Scurry & %
@  LightRail Station RS & %
T % Al
. ) S L1288 <860 1 [1805)
+  Ferkand Ride Location - Sources: Esti, HERE, Garmin, USGS, Intermap, INCREMENT P, NRCan,
2\ Esri Japan, METI, Esri Chinar(HongKong), Esri Korea, Esti (Thailand),
Veloweb 2l = NGEECr (c), OpenStreetMap contributors, and the GIS Userz=Community

.

Performance Statement Lﬂ
Continue to monitor

Wise Denton ollin
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\
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 30.16

Facility IH 20

From usS 80

To Kaufman C/L

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 40 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.00 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.03 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 28 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 4 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 0 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 15

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 0 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty Low which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability Low Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 66 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage
HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Performance Statement

Continue to monitor

Asset Statement

Needs help

Corridor Statement

Continue to monitor

Corridor Output

Continue to Monitor
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet

Corridor Information

Corridor Number
Facility
From

To
Construction Status

23.6
us 75
TH 635 (North)

SS 366
None

Performance Measures

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT)

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion)

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.53

Pavement in Poor Condition

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition

Roadway Infrastructure _

Available Arterial Capacity %
Frontage Road Percentage

Parallel Freeway Percentage

Modal Options .

Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor

Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length
Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length
Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length*
Bus Trip Density*

Combined Bus Availability

Operations

Shoulder Availability

ITS Device Coverage Percentage
Truck Lane Restriction Percentage
HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D

97 Sufficient
2.37 Needs Improvement
Needs Improvement
3 Sufficient
0 Sufficient

52 Roadway Infrastructure
100 Score
118 High

7 Modal Options Score

90 High

0

99

315 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Hi gh which impacts Modal Options Score

Medium Operations Score
100 Low

0

0
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Congestion Management Process Corridor 23.6

US 75 between IH 635 (North) and SS 366
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Performance Statement

Demand reduction and operational

Asset Statement

Promote options

Corridor Statement |
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Corridor Output

CMP Strategy
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 7.5

Facility IH 35E

From SL 12

To SH 183

Construction Status Full Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 94 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.62 Needs Improvement

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.67 Needs Improvement
Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 1 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 30 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 45 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 17 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 4 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 83 High

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 96

Bus Trip Density™ 200 comine t form Combined 8us Avabilty
Combined Bus Availability High whichimpacts Modal Options score
Operations
Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 0

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 2

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Process Corridor 7.5

IH 35E between SL 12 and SH 183
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Performance Statement

Demand reduction and operational

Asset Statement
Promote modal options and needs operations

Corridor Statement
Promote modal options

Corridor Output

Full Construction
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 42.1

Facility SS 482

From SH 183

To IH 35E

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 74 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.04 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.16 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 13 Needs Improvement

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 44 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 46 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 74 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 3 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 59 Medium

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 83

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 118 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty ngh which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 73 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage
HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Process Corridor 42.1

SS 482 between SH 183 and IH 35E
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Performance Statement
Rehab
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Promote options, may need roadway capacity
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 17.1

Facility SL 12

From IH 35E

To SH 183

Construction Status Full Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 78 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 2.16 Needs Improvement

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.58 Needs Improvement
Pavement in Poor Condition 12 Needs Improvement

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 1 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 17 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 90 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 95 High
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 4 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 49

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 102 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Availability Medium which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 High

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 40

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 100

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Process Corridor 17.1

SL 12 between IH 35E and SH 183
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Performance Statement
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Asset Statement

Promote alternate routes and operate

Corridor Statement
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Corridor Output
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 22.4

Facility SH 183

From SL 12

To SH 114

Construction Status Full Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 56 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.04 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.11 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 87 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 100 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 227 High
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 2 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 164 High

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 79

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 90

Bus Trip Density™ o comine t form Combined 8us Avabilty
Combined Bus Availability High whichimpacts Modal Options score
Operations
Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 High

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 0

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 100

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Process Corridor 22.4

SH 183 between SL 12 and SH 114
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 44.1

Facility SS 366

From IH 35E

To us 75

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 187 Needs Improvement

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 2.73 Needs Improvement

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.67 Needs Improvement
Pavement in Poor Condition 43 Needs Improvement

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 99 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 98 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 119 High
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 1 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 33 Medium

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 100

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 522 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty ngh which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 0

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
177



Y

CMP

CONGESTION MAMAGEMENT PADCESS

Congestion Management Process Corridor 44.1

SS 366 between IH 35E and US 75
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Performance Statement
Rebuild with capacity

Asset Statement
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Corridor Statement
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 25.1

Facility IH 345

From SS 366

To IH 30

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 98 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.94 Needs Improvement

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.30 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 69 Needs Improvement
Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 100 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 44 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 22 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 3 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 144 High

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 96

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 100

Bus Trip Density* 535 e
Combined Bus Availability High whichimpacts Modal Options score
Operations
Shoulder Availability Medium Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 0

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet

Corridor Information

Corridor Number
Facility

From

To

Construction Status

7.7
IH 35E
DNT

IH 30
Partial Construction

Performance Measures

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT)

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion)

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.33

Pavement in Poor Condition

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition

Roadway Infrastructure _

Available Arterial Capacity %
Frontage Road Percentage

Parallel Freeway Percentage

Modal Options I

Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor

Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length
Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length
Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length*
Bus Trip Density*

Combined Bus Availability

Operations

Shoulder Availability

ITS Device Coverage Percentage
Truck Lane Restriction Percentage
HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D

205 Needs Improvement

2.15 Needs Improvement
Sufficient

0 Sufficient

0 Sufficient

58 Roadway Infrastructure
54 Score
32 Low

2 Modal Options Score

98 High

91

100

539 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Hi gh which impacts Modal Options Score

Low Operations Score
100 Medium

0

0
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet

Corridor Information

Corridor Number
Facility

From

To

Construction Status

36.1

us 175

IH 45

IH 20

Partial Construction

Performance Measures

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT)

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion)

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.16

Pavement in Poor Condition

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition

Roadway Infrastructure _

Available Arterial Capacity %
Frontage Road Percentage

Parallel Freeway Percentage

Modal Options I

Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor

Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length
Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length
Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length*
Bus Trip Density*

Combined Bus Availability

Operations

Shoulder Availability

ITS Device Coverage Percentage
Truck Lane Restriction Percentage
HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D

85 Sufficient
1.23 Sufficient

Sufficient
4 Sufficient
0 Sufficient

36 Roadway Infrastructure
71 Score
33 Low

6 Modal Options Score

31 Medium

0

62

182 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Hi gh which impacts Modal Options Score

Low Operations Score
97 Low

85

0
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Congestion Management Process Corridor 36.1

US 175 between IH 45 and IH 20
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Performance Statement

Continue to monitor

Asset Statement
Promote options, may need roadway capacity

Corridor Statement
Continue to monitor

Corridor Output
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 27.2

Facility IH 45

From UsS 175

To IH 20

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 64 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.16 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.22 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 73 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 15 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 53 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 3 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Medium

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 77

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 207 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty ngh which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations

Shoulder Availability High Operations Score
ITS Device Coverage Percentage 87 Medium

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 100

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Process Corridor 27.2

IH 45 between US 175 and IH 20
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Performance Statement

Continue to monitor

Asset Statement
Promote modal options and operate

Corridor Statement
Continue to monitor

Corridor Output
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 27.1

Facility IH 45

From IH 30

To USs 175

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 109 Needs Improvement

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.92 Needs Improvement

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.24 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 91 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 3 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 3 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 184 High

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 73

Bus Trip Density™ >33 comine t form Combined 8us Avabilty
Combined Bus Availability High whichimpacts Modal Options score
Operations
Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 Medium

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 100

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Process Corridor 27.1

IH 45 between IH 30 and US 175
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 28.8

Facility IH 30 "Horseshoe"

From IH 35E

To IH 35E

Construction Status Recent Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 531 Needs Improvement

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 2.26 Needs Improvement

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.51 Needs Improvement
Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 79 Needs Improvement
Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 100 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 70 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 1 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 158 High

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 94

Bus Trip Density™ >42 comine t form Combined 8us Avabilty
Combined Bus Availability High whichimpacts Modal Options score
Operations
Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 0

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 7.8

Facility IH 35E

From IH 30

To us 67

Construction Status Full Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 122 Needs Improvement

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.49 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.21 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 35 Needs Improvement
e S
Available Arterial Capacity % 14 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 36 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 4 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 82 High

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 90

Bus Trip Density™ 406 comine t form Combined 8us Avabilty
Combined Bus Availability High whichimpacts Modal Options score
Operations
Shoulder Availability Medium Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 95

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 28.9

Facility IH 30

From IH 35E

To IH 45

Construction Status Full Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 225 Needs Improvement

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 2.31 Needs Improvement

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.31 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 100 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 44 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 95 High
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 3 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 102 High

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 100

Bus Trip Density™ >40 comine t form Combined 8us Avabilty
Combined Bus Availability High whichimpacts Modal Options score
Operations
Shoulder Availability Low Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 Medium

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 0

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 27

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 28.7

Facility IH 30

From SL 12

To IH 35E

Construction Status Partial Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 63 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.18 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.22 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 65 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 69 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 16 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 1 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Medium

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 100

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 293 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty ngh which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability Low Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 High

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 75

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 100

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Process Corridor 28.7
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 21.3

Facility DNT

From PGBT (North)

To IH 635 (North)

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 115 Needs Improvement

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.72 Needs Improvement

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.58 Needs Improvement
Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 38 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 100 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 55 Medium
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 1 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Medium

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 100

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 130 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty ngh which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability Low Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 Medium

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 0

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet

Corridor Information

Corridor Number
Facility

From

To

Construction Status

23.5
Us 75
PGBT

IH 635 (North)
None

Performance Measures

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT)

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion)

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.50

Pavement in Poor Condition

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition

Roadway Infrastructure _

Available Arterial Capacity %
Frontage Road Percentage

Parallel Freeway Percentage

Modal Options I

Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor

Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length
Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length
Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length*
Bus Trip Density*

Combined Bus Availability

Operations

Shoulder Availability

ITS Device Coverage Percentage
Truck Lane Restriction Percentage
HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D

84 Sufficient
1.54 Needs Improvement
Needs Improvement
22 Needs Improvement
0 Sufficient

12 Roadway Infrastructure
100 Score
0 Low

6 Modal Options Score

102 High

0

69

135 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Hi gh which impacts Modal Options Score

Medium Operations Score
100 Low

93

100
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Congestion Management Process Corridor 23.5
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 14.2

Facility SH 199

From Tarrant C/L

To IH 820 (North)

Construction Status Recent Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 134 Needs Improvement
Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.13 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.18 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 7 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 44 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 93 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low

Modal Options I

Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 0 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 5

Bus Trip Density* / combi tofom Combined 5us Avalablty
Combined Bus Availability Low which impacts Modal Options Score
Operations
Shoulder Availability Low Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 75 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage
HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
201
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Congestion Management Process Corridor 14.2
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 153.2

Facility IH 820 (West)

From IH 30

To SH 199

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 29 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.00 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.04 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 18 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 85 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 1 Low

Modal Options I

Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 1 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 8

Bus Trip Density™ 1> comine t form Combined 8us Avabilty
Combined Bus Availability Low whichimpacts Modal Options score
Operations
Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 94 Medium

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 100

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Process Corridor 153.2
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 153.1

Facility IH 820 (West)

From IH 20

To IH 30

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 37 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.00 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.05 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 100 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 80 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Medium
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 1 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 47

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 9 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty Low which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 89 Medium

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 100

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 5.7

Facility IH 35W

From IH 30

To IH 20

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 81 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.31 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.26 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 2 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 65 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 99 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 59 Medium
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 4 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Medium

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 100

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 173 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty ngh which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 Medium

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 97

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 5.8

Facility IH 35W

From IH 20

To Tarrant C/L

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 46 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.28 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.27 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 25 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 100 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 4 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 2 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 91

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 31 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Availability Medium which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 85 Medium

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 92

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 5.5

Facility IH 35W

From IH 820 (North)

To SH 121

Construction Status Partial Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 145 Needs Improvement

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.56 Needs Improvement

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.27 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 43 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 64 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 2 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 5 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Medium

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 48

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 100

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 144 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty ngh which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability Medium Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 70 High

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 0

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 100

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Process Corridor 5.5
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet

Corridor Information

Corridor Number
Facility
From

To
Construction Status

11.10

SH 121

IH 820 (East)

IH 35W

Partial Construction

Performance Measures

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT)

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion)

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.23

Pavement in Poor Condition

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition

Roadway Infrastructure _

Available Arterial Capacity %
Frontage Road Percentage

Parallel Freeway Percentage

Modal Options I

Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor

Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length
Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length
Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length*
Bus Trip Density*

Combined Bus Availability

Operations

Shoulder Availability

ITS Device Coverage Percentage
Truck Lane Restriction Percentage
HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D

34 Sufficient
1.11 Sufficient

Sufficient
1 Sufficient
0 Sufficient

33 Roadway Infrastructure
85 Score
49 Low

4 Modal Options Score
0 High

104

35

90 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density

combine to form Combined Bus Availability
which impacts Modal Options Score

Medium

Medium Operations Score
99 Low

77

0
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CONGESTION MAMAGEMENT PADCESS

Congestion Management Process Corridor 11.10
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 1.4

Facility us 287

From Tarrant C/L

To IH 35W

Construction Status Partial Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 22 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.01 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.05 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 9 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 37 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low

Modal Options I

Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 0 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 0

Bus Trip Density* / combi tofom Combined 5us Avalablty
Combined Bus Availability Low which impacts Modal Options Score
Operations
Shoulder Availability Medium Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 27 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage
HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 5.4

Facility IH 35W

From usS 287

To IH 820 (North)

Construction Status Partial Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 158 Needs Improvement

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.46 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.42 Needs Improvement
Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 40 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 71 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 3 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 1 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 100

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 34 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Availability Medium which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 30 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 0

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 72

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
217
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Congestion Management Process Corridor 5.4

IH 35W between US 287 and IH 820 (North)
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 150.2

Facility IH 820 (North)

From IH 35W

To SH 183

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 69 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.37 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.23 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 55 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 80 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 20 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 3 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 27

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 20 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty Low which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability Low Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 67 High

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 0

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 100

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Process Corridor 150.2

IH 820 (North) between IH 35W and SH 183
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 7.1

Facility IH 35E

From IH 35W

To SRT

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 104 Needs Improvement

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.12 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.14 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 1 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 16 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 100 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 7 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 High

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 94

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 79

Bus Trip Density* 47 e
Combined Bus Availability Low whichimpacts Modal Options score
Operations
Shoulder Availability Medium Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 High

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 0

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 62

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
221
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 11.5

Facility SH 121

From IH 35E

To IH 635 (North)

Construction Status Partial Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 14 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.23 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.39 Needs Improvement
Pavement in Poor Condition 15 Needs Improvement

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 1 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 27 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 93 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 3 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 33

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 20 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty Low which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability Medium Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 72 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage
HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 12.3

Facility SH 114

From SH 170

To SH 121

Construction Status Partial Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 29 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.12 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.38 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 1 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 11 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 87 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 5 Low

Modal Options I

Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 2 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 2

Bus Trip Density™ 0 combin toorm Combined s Avaiablty
Combined Bus Availability Low which impacts Modal Options Score
Operations
Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 56 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage
HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 30.7

Facility IH 20

From usS 287

To SH 360

Construction Status Partial Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 66 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.26 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.35 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 54 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 61 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 1 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 99

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 6 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Availability Medium which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 98 Medium

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 100

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 38.2

Facility us 67

From IH 20

To SH 360

Construction Status Partial Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 38 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.05 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.12 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 4 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 18 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 87 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low

Modal Options I

Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor Modal Options Score

0
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low
Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0
Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 2

Bus 7'/‘/,'0 Dens/ty* 19 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density

combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty Low which impacts Modal Options Score
Operations I
Shoulder Availability Low Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 35 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage
HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 7.10

Facility IH 35E

From IH 20

To us 77

Construction Status Partial Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 43 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.01 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.05 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 41 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 92 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 1 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 26

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 14 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty Low which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 90 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 44

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 30.10

Facility IH 20

From SL 12

To us 67

Construction Status Partial Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 73 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.05 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.20 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 100 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 28 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 0 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 40

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 69 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty Low which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability Low Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 99 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 100

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 7.6

Facility IH 35E

From SH 183

To DNT

Construction Status Full Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 94 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.89 Needs Improvement

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.47 Needs Improvement
Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 20 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 99 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 2 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 77 High

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 113

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 100

Bus Trip Density™ a4l comine t form Combined 8us Avabilty
Combined Bus Availability High whichimpacts Modal Options score

Operations

Shoulder Availability High Operations Score
ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 0

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet

Corridor Information

Corridor Number
Facility
From

To
Construction Status

22.5

SH 183

SH 114

IH 35E

Full Construction

Performance Measures

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT)

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion)

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.27

Pavement in Poor Condition

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition

Roadway Infrastructure _

Available Arterial Capacity %
Frontage Road Percentage

Parallel Freeway Percentage

Modal Options I

Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor

Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length
Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length
Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length*
Bus Trip Density*

Combined Bus Availability

Operations

Shoulder Availability

ITS Device Coverage Percentage
Truck Lane Restriction Percentage
HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D

85 Sufficient

1.51 Needs Improvement
Sufficient

4 Sufficient

0 Sufficient

14 Roadway Infrastructure
90 Score
0 Low

2 Modal Options Score

72 Medium

0

95

208 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Hi gh which impacts Modal Options Score

Medium Operations Score
100 High

0

68
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet

Corridor Information

Corridor Number
Facility
From

To
Construction Status

12.6

SH 114

PGBT (West)

SH 183

Partial Construction

Performance Measures

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT)

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion)

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.29

Pavement in Poor Condition

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition

Roadway Infrastructure _

Available Arterial Capacity %
Frontage Road Percentage

Parallel Freeway Percentage

Modal Options I

Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor

Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length
Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length
Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length*
Bus Trip Density*

Combined Bus Availability

Operations

Shoulder Availability

ITS Device Coverage Percentage
Truck Lane Restriction Percentage
HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D

34 Sufficient
1.18 Sufficient

Sufficient
2 Sufficient
0 Sufficient

44 Roadway Infrastructure
100 Score
30 Low

6 Modal Options Score

63 Medium

0

63

91 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Hi gh which impacts Modal Options Score

Low Operations Score
100 High

0

100
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 11.3

Facility SRT

From us75

To DNT

Construction Status Full Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 73 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.24 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.26 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 40 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 100 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low

Modal Options I

Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 0 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 5

Bus Trip Density™ 9 comine t form Combined 8us Avabilty
Combined Bus Availability Low whichimpacts Modal Options score
Operations
Shoulder Availability Low Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 Medium

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 0

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet

Corridor Information

Corridor Number
Facility
From

To
Construction Status

23.4
Us 75
SRT

PGBT
None

Performance Measures

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT)

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion)

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.36

Pavement in Poor Condition

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition

Roadway Infrastructure _

Available Arterial Capacity %
Frontage Road Percentage

Parallel Freeway Percentage

Modal Options I

Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor

Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length
Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length
Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length*
Bus Trip Density*

Combined Bus Availability

Operations

Shoulder Availability
ITS Device Coverage Percentage
Truck Lane Restriction Percentage

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D

92 Sufficient
1.22 Sufficient

Sufficient
6 Sufficient
0 Sufficient

35 Roadway Infrastructure
100 Score
0 Low

3 Modal Options Score
19 Low

0

30

23 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density

combine to form Combined Bus Availability
which impacts Modal Options Score

Low

Low Operations Score
96 Low

100

55
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CMP

CONGESTION MAMAGEMENT PADCESS

Congestion Management Process Corridor 23.4

US 75 between SRT and PGBT
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 21.4

Facility DNT

From IH 635 (North)

To IH 35E

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 67 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.42 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.65 Needs Improvement
Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 71 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 10 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 126 High
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 2 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 38 Medium

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 100

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 279 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty ngh which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability Low Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 Medium

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 0

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 30.12

Facility IH 20

From IH 35E

To IH 45

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 85 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.20 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.35 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 67 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 98 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 0 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 100

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 62 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty ngh which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability High Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 98 Medium

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 100

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 0

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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Congestion Management Process Corridor 30.12

IH 20 between IH 35E and IH 45
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Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 28.14

Facility IH 30

From Rockwall C/L

To SS 302

Construction Status Partial Construction

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 50 Sufficient

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.00 Sufficient

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.02 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 1 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 3 Sufficient
e S
Available Arterial Capacity % 17 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 99 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 0 Low

Modal Options I

Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 0 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 0 Low

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 0

Bus Trip Density* 0 combi tofom Combined 5us Avalablty
Combined Bus Availability Low which impacts Modal Options Score
Operations
Shoulder Availability Low Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 2 Low

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage
HOV/Managed Lane Percentage

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D
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CMP

CONGESTION MAMAGEMENT PADCESS

Congestion Management Process Corridor 28.14

IH 30 between Rockwall C/L and SS 302
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Performance Statement

Continue to monitor
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Corridor Output

Partial Construction

L/“/
Wise Denton ollin
Hu
walll
I |
Parker | [ Ta RN
| Kaufman
Hood Johnson / llis

Created: 7/7/2021
250



Congestion Management Corridor Fact Sheet @

Corridor Information

Corridor Number 28.10

Facility IH 30

From IH 45

To UsS 80

Construction Status None

Crash Rate (Crashes per 100 million VMT) 124 Needs Improvement

Travel Time Index (Recurring Congestion) 1.68 Needs Improvement

Level of Travel Time Reliability (Non-Recurring Congestion) 1.33 Sufficient

Pavement in Poor Condition 0 Sufficient

Bridge Deck in Poor Condition 1 Sufficient

Roadway Infrastructure
Available Arterial Capacity % 56 Roadway Infrastructure
Frontage Road Percentage 47 Score

Parallel Freeway Percentage 48 Low
ModalOptions
Park and Rides within 1 mile of corridor 3 Modal Options Score
Parallel Light Rail as percentage of corridor length 26 Medium

Parallel Commuter Rail as percentage of corridor length 0

Parallel Bus Route as percentage of corridor length* 99

Bus Tr/p Dens/ty* 327 *Parallel Bus Route and Bus Density
combine to form Combined Bus Availability

Combined Bus Avallablllty ngh which impacts Modal Options Score

Operations I

Shoulder Availability Low Operations Score

ITS Device Coverage Percentage 100 Medium

Truck Lane Restriction Percentage 0

HOV/Managed Lane Percentage 100

More detail on corridor evaluation and scoring criteria available in Appendix D.
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Congestion Management Process Corridor 28.10

IH 30 between IH 45 and US 80
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