1993
TRANSPORTATION

IMPROVEMENT

PROGRAM

for the Dallas-Fort Worth Metropolitan Area



What Is NCTCOG?

The North Central Texas Council of Governments is a voluntary association of cities, counties,
school districts, and speciai districts — within the sixteen-county North Central Texas region —
established in January 1966, to assist local governments in planning for common needs,
cooperating for mutual benefit, and coordinating for sound regional development.

North Ceniral Texas is a 16-county metropolitan region centered around the two urban centers
of Dallas and Fort Worth. Currently the Council has 212 members, including 18 counties, 153
cities, 23 independent school districts, and 20 special districts. The area of the region is
approximately 12,800 square miles, which is larger than nine states, and the population of the
" region is over 4.1 million, which is larger than 30 slates.

NCTCOG’s structure is relatively simple; each member government appoints a voting
representative from the governing body. These voting representatives make up the General
Assembly which annually elects an 1t-member Executive Board (9 local elected officials and
2 regional citizens). The Executive Board is supported by policy development, technical
advisory, and study committees, as well as a professional staff of approximately 100.

North Central Texas Council of Governmenis

G

NCTCOG's offices are located in Arlington in the Centerpoint Two Building at 616 Six Flags
Drive (approximately one-half mile south of the main entrance to Six Flags Over Texas).

North Central Texas Council of Governments
R O. Box 5888

Arlington, Texas 76005-5888

{817) 640-3300

NCTCOG’s Department of Transportation

Since 1974 NCTCOG has served as the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) for
fransportation for the Dallas-Fort Worth area. NCTCOG's Department of Transporiation is
responsible for the regional planning process for all modes of transportation. The department
provides technical support and staff assistance to the Regional Transportation Council and its
technical commitiees, which compose the MPO policy-making structure. In addition the
department provides technical assistance o the local governments of North Central Texas in
planning, coordinating, and implementing transportation decisions.

The preparation of this document was financed through grants from and disseminated under
the sponsorship of the Federal Highway Adminisiration and the Federal Transit Administration
(US. Department of Transportation). The United States Government assumes no liability for its
contents or use thereof.
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TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

1. INTRODUCTION

The Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) is a staged, multiyear program of projects
proposed for funding by federal, State, and local sources within the Dallas-Fort Worth
Metropolitan Area. The 1993 TIP was developed by the North Central Texas Council of
Governments (NCTCOG) in cooperation with local governments, the Texas Department of
Transportation (TxDOT), and local transit authorities in accordance with the Metropolitan Planning
Requirements as set forth in the Interim Guidance of the Intermodal Surface Transportation
Efficiency Act of 1991 (ISTEA).

All roadway and transit projects to be funded under Title 23 and Title 49 by the U.S. Department
of Transportation must be listed in the TIP.* In addition, all ground transportation improvements
which improve single-occupancy vehicle capacity within the Dallas-Fort Worth Metropolitan Area
must be inventoried and included in the TIP for the conformity analysis requirements of the Clean
Air Act Amendments of 1990 (CAAA).**

PURPOSE AND SCOPE

The Annual Element of the 1993 TIP identifies priority roadway and transit projects for initiation
between October 1, 1992 and September 30, 1993. The TIP also lists roadway and transit
projects proposed over the next eight years.

The projects presented here have been chosen to implement improvements included in
Mobility 2010: The Regional Transportation Plan for North Central Texas. The Plan was
prepared by considering the social, economic, environmental, travel, and financial effects of
numerous alternative transportation improvements and selecting the facilities that best fulfill the
needs and objectives of the Dallas-Fort Worth Metropolitan Area as shown in Exhibit 1.

* All projects in this document which are proposed for federal funding were initiated in a
manner consistent with the federal guidelines in Section 450.204, Subpart B, of Title 23 of the
Code of Federal Regulations and Section 613.200, Subpart B, of Title 49 of the Code of
Federal Regulations.

** The "Guidance for Determining Conformity of Transportation Plans, Programs, and Projects
with Clean Air Act Implementation Plans During Phase 1 of the Interim Period" was issued
jointly by the U.S. Department of Transportation and the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency. Section 5.3.3 of this guidance maintains that a precondition to the conformity
determination is a showing of emissions reductions between the baseline transportation
system and the system that results by adding federally funded projects and nonfederally
funded projects required in the TIP. The baseline transportation system includes existing and
locally projects.
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TIP Objectives

s To identify and delineate transportation improvement projects recommended by the
Regional Transportation Council (RTC) as a result of the comprehensive, cooperative, and
continuing regional transportation planning process. This is achieved through the
muiltiyear listings of roadway and transit projects.

e Toidentify the priorities established by the RTC, local governments, transit authorities, and
TxDOT for transportation system improvements.

e To indicate realistic, current estimates of costs for funding transportation improvement
programs and individual projects for each year constrained by estimates of available
revenues.

¢ To demonstrate that energy, environmental, air quality, cost, and mobility considerations
are addressed in regional transportation planning and local programming.

¢ To implement Mobility 2010: The Regional Transportation Plan for North Central Texas
in accordance with guidelines established in ISTEA.

Summaries of the 1993 TIP for each mode are included with the appropriate detailed project lists.
Throughout the TIP, a number of acronyms are used to assist in the documentation. A list of
acronyms and definitions is included as Appendix A.

RELATIONSHIP OF TRANSPORTATION PLANNING DOCUMENTS

Mobility 2010: The Regional Transportation Plan for North Central Texas

Mobility 2010: The Regional Transportation Plan for North Central Texas is the long-range
framework for transportation system development. The Transportation Improvement Program is
the mechanism by which the Plan will be implemented. The Plan calls for substantial roadway
construction in the developing areas of the region, upgrading of existing roadways in developed
areas, and a significant expansion of public transportation in developed areas. Implementation
of this Plan, through the TIP, will require an aggressive approach to roadway and high
occupancy vehicle lane construction, a commitment to public transportation, and dedication to
aregional congestion management system based on transportation system management options
and travel demand management techniques to reduce congestion and augment major capital
investments.

1992-93 Unified Planning Work Program for Regional Transportation Planning

The Unified Planning Work Program (UPWP) is the instrument for coordinating transportation and
comprehensive planning in the North Central Texas region. The UPWP describes the
transportation and comprehensive planning efforts in the North Central Texas region to be
conducted by the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO), and defines functional and financial
responsibilities of participating agencies. Several types of transportation system management
options and travel demand management programs were submitted by local governments and
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agencies for funding in the 1993 TIP. While many of these programs were funded, others have
not yet been fully investigated as to their cost-effectiveness or potential travel savings. As a
result, projects of this nature which were not selected were inventoried and will be more fully
investigated as part of the 1992-83 UPWP for possible inclusion in the 1994 TIP funding cycle.
Exhibit 2 illustrates the relationship between the TIP, UPWP, and the Regional Transportation
Plan.

TxDOT Project Development Plan

The TxDOT 1993 Transitional Project Development Plan (PDP) is TxDOT's 10-year planning
document that guides the development of transportation improvements to be implemented by
each of the TxDOT districts. In the Dallas-Fort Worth area, this includes District 2 in Fort Worth
and District 18 in Dallas. All TxDOT projects included in the TIP are also included in the PDP,
Because the PDP is a ten-year planning document and the TIP is nine-year document, the PDP
may include additional projects in Year 10. )

In addition, ISTEA requires that the TIP be constrained by available financial resources; while
TxDOT, based on State law, may overprogram the PDP by as much as 30 percent. Hence, the
PDP may contain additional projects beyond those included in the TIP. In order for any of these
additional projects to move forward, they must be included in the TIP. Copies of the TxDOT PDP
can be obtained through the Fort Worth and Dallas District offices.

-4



EXHIBIT 2

METROPOLITAN PLANNING
ORGANIZATION RESPONSIBILITIES

Unified Planning
Work Program

O

Transportation Regional

Improvement | Transportation
Program Plan




2. ISTEA REQUIREMENTS IMPACTING THE TIP

This 1993 TIP has been developed in accordance with the requirements of ISTEA and guidance
received from the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and FTA dated April 6, 1992. Specific
requirements of the TIP and a brief discussion of how NCTCOG met the requirements are
outlined below.

e The TIP must include a priority list of projects to be carried out in each three-year
period.

The 1993 TIP contains a list of priority projects to be implemented over the next nine years
(three three-year periods). The first four years are listed individually, while Years 5 and 6
are combined as are Years 7, 8, and 9. To ensure that high priority, cost-effective projects
were selected, all proposed projects were scored according to technical criteria regardless
of the expected implementation date and were ranked according to score. This project
evaluation and selection procedure is discussed further in a later section. Each year or
group of years was then financially constrained to the available funds expected. Together,
this ensures that the most cost-effective projects are given top priority and implemented
at the earliest possible opportunity given the funding and construction constraints.

e The TIP must contain a financial plan which shows the source of funds for the
projects contained in the TIP.

NCTCOG and TxDOT have worked to identify the amount of federal and State funds
expected to be available annually for transportation improvements. The TIP contains a
separate financial plan which documents these amounts.

¢ Projects identified in the TIP must be consistent with the long-range plan.

The method used to select projects for the TIP is consistent with NCTCOG’s regional
transportation planning process. The same planning process and principles were used
to develop the current long-range plan, Mobility 2010, and conform to the requirements
of the Clean Air Act Amendments of 1980. The Plan has been approved by the Regional
Transportation Council and has been accepted by FHWA, FTA, and the State.

o There must be reasonable opportunity for public comment prior to approval of the
TIP.

To ensure adequate public involvement in the TIP development process, the RTC created
three Program Subcommittees made up of local elected officials, TxDOT officials, and
DART and FWTA representatives. The Subcommittees represented three geographic
subregions of the Metropolitan Area and were responsible for recommending to the RTC
projects within their subregions to be included in the TIP. In conjunction with each
Subcommittee, a public meeting was conducted to allow the members to receive input
from the citizens and local governments they represent. In addition, a local government
hearing was held in conjunction with an RTC meeting. All of these were conducted prior
to approval of the TIP. Additional information on the TIP development process is provided
in this document.
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e The TIP must cover the entire Metropolitan Area, including the designated
nonattainment area.

The Dallas-Fort Worth Metropolitan Area has been expanded to meet all requirements
outlined in ISTEA, including the entire nonattainment area, the current urbanized area, and
the area expected to be urbanized within 20 years. The 1993 TIP covers the entire
Metropolitan Area as previously shown in Exhibit 1.



3. METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION DESIGNATION FOR THE
DALLAS-FORT WORTH, DENTON, AND LEWISVILLE AREAS

The North Central Texas Council of Governments is designated by the Governor of Texas as the
Metropolitan Planning Organization for the Dallas-Fort Worth Metropolitan Area in accordance
with federal law (PL 102-240), the Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991. The
Regional Transportation Council is the regional transportation policy body for the MPO.
According to federal law, ". . . Metropolitan Planning Organizations, in cooperation with the State,
shall develop transportation plans and programs for urbanized areas of the State." Further, "The
process for developing such plans and programs shall provide for consideration of all modes of
transportation and shall be continuing, cooperative, and comprehensive to the degree
appropriate, based on the complexity of the transportation problem."

The contract for the Metropolitan Planning Organization involves the North Central Texas Council
of Governments, the Regional Transportation Council, and the State of Texas. The designation
of the MPO is by agreement among the units of general purpose local governments and the
Governor. The initial designation by the Governor was on July 2, 1974. The latest designation
(which was approved by NCTCOG’s Executive Board on July 28, 1988 and by the Regional
Transportation Council on July 8, 1988) will continuously be in effect after September 1, 1988,
until rescinded. A copy of this agreement is provided as Appendix B.

The 1990 U.S. Census revealed that the populations of both the Denton and Lewisville urbanized
areas exceed 50,000. As aresult, the U.S. Bureau of the Census designated these cities as small
urbanized areas of less than 200,000. According to Section 134 of Title 23 of the United States
Code and as reaffirmed in ISTEA, a Metropolitan Planning Organization shall be designated for
each urbanized area of more than 50,000 population. During FY 1991-92, NCTCOG was so
designated by the Governor of Texas as the Metropolitan Planning Organization for both the
Denton and Lewisville urbanized areas. Hence, the Regional Transportation Council is also now
serving as the policy body for transportation planning and fund programming in these areas.
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4. DEVELOPMENT OF THE 1993 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

With enactment of the Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 came new
responsibilities for Metropolitan Planning Organizations. The North Central Texas Council of
Governments, as the MPO for the Dallas-Fort Worth Metropolitan Area and the Denton and
Lewisville urbanized areas, was assigned project-level programming responsibilities for 1) Surface
Transportation Program--Metropolitan Mobility (STP-MM) funds in the urbanized area,
2) Congestion Mitigation/Air Quality (CMAQ) funds in ozone nonattainment areas, and 3) Transit
Program funds in the urbanized area. NCTCOG selected these projects in consultation with
TxDOT and the transportation authorities. In addition, those projects selected by TxDOT as part
of the National Highway System also required the endorsement of the MPO prior to inclusion in
the TIP.

The 1993 TIP was developed over a four-month period through the cooperative efforts of
NCTCOG, local governments, transit authorities, and TxDOT with additional input by the public
according to the schedule shown in Exhibit 3. The process was guided by the Regional
Transportation Council's Intermodal Project Programming Policy for 1992 attached as
Appendix C.

Project selection for STP-MM, CMAQ, and Transit Section 9 was based on a fully competitive
process, with emphasis on public and local elected officials’ involvement. Further, the selection
of projects for funding centered on the development of a technically based project selection and
evaluation process which ensured that the most cost-effective projects were selected when
balanced against additional criteria deemed important to the region including air quality, financial
commitment, and intermodalism. A detailed summary of the criteria used for project selection
and project evaluation methodology is provided in following sections. Finally, the TIP was set
forward with the requirement that projects included in the TIP could be funded based on current
available sources of revenue from the various program funding sources.

COMMITTEE AND ELECTED OFFICIALS’ INVOLVEMENT

The 1993 TIP was developed and reviewed at five levels of government. Technical advice was
provided by three committees: the Public Transportation Technical Committee (PTTC), the
Highway Technical Committee (HTC), and the Travel Demand Management (TDM) Committee.
Members of these Committees are lead technical personnel from local governments, TxDOT, and
transit providers in the North Central Texas region. These Committees played a key role in the
development of the criteria used to evaluate and select projects included in the TIP and the
project evaluation process. The current Committee members are listed in Appendix D.

The TIP was also developed in conjunction with three subcommittees of the Regional
Transportation Council, consisting of 68 elected officials and representatives from TxDOT, the
Dallas Area Rapid Transit (DART), and the Fort Worth Transportation Authority (FWTA) appointed
by local governments representing three subregions: eastern, northern, and western. The RTC
Program Subcommittees provided policy-level direction for the evaluation and selection of
projects and for forwarding recommendations regarding projects to be included in the TIP to the
Regional Transportation Council for consideration. A listing of local elected officials serving on
the Subcommittees is provided in Appendix E.
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EXHIBIT 3

1993 TIP SCHEDULE

Subcommittee Orientation July 1-2
Public Meetings/Subcommittee Meetings July 21-23
Project Submittal July 24
Project Evaluation/Financial Analysis Aug. 21
_Subcommittee Project Recommendations Aug. 23-28
“Draft TIP to TxDOT Sept. 1

RTC TIP Approval/Local Government Hearing Sept. 10

Executive Board TIP Approval/Air Quality
Conformity Approval Sept. 24

Final TIP to TxDOT Oct. 1



TIP APPROVAL

The 1993 Transportation Improvement Program was approved by the Regional Transportation
Council, the transportation policy body for this Metropolitan Planning Organization, on
September 10, 1992. The RTC provides guidance to assure that multimodal regional
transportation planning is accomplished according to federal, State, and local requirements.
Members of the RTC include elected officials of local governments, District Engineers, and
transportation authority Board members.

The TIP was then reviewed by the Government Applications Review Committee (GARC) as part
of the Texas Review and Comment System (TRACS) review process. Additional information on
the TRACS process is shown below. This review constitutes additional coordination to assure
that all projects in the TIP are consistent with the desires and plans of local governments. GARC
recommends action to the NCTCOG Executive Board. GARC members are senior city
management personnel, adding a broad administrative perspective to the review.

The final step in the TIP development process was approval by the NCTCOG Executive Board
on September 24, 1992. This was the last phase of TRACS review. Executive Board action is
the actual endorsement that projects in the TIP are consistent with local plans and local
governments have been satisfactorily involved in development of those projects. In addition to
approving the TIP, the Executive Board also approved the air quality conformity analysis,
determining that the 1893 TIP is in conformity under the Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990. The
Board members include local elected officials and other citizen representatives.

Following completion of the TIP for the Dallas-Fort Worth area, the TIP was transmitted to the
Texas Department of Transportation in Austin. The document was then merged by TxDOT with
TIPs from remaining regions across the State to form a Statewide TIP. The Statewide TIP was
adopted by the TxDOT Commission on September 28, 1992, and then transmitted by TxDOT to
the appropriate federal funding agencies: the Federal Highway Administration and Federal
Transit Administration.

TEXAS REVIEW AND COMMENT SYSTEM (TRACS) REQUIREMENTS FOR THE
TRANSIT AND ROADWAY ANNUAL ELEMENTS

Effective May 1, 1984, TRACS replaced the procedures formerly required by OMB Circular A-95,
These guidelines mandate cooperation among federal, State, and local governments in
evaluating, reviewing, and coordinating federally assisted projects. NCTCOG has been
designated by the Governor’s Office as the "Regional Review Agency" (RRA) responsible for
conducting the new TRACS process.*

The TRACS process decreases the applicant’s burden and increases review effectiveness
through uniform criteria and improved funding agency accountability. The multilevel review
system that was part of the OMB A-95 procedures still exists in the TRACS process, as described
previously.

* The new review and comment system was developed pursuant to Executive Order 12372 (as
amended by Executive Order 12416), issued in July 1882, and the following public laws:
Section 204 of Demonstration Cities and Metropolitan Development Act of 1966,
Intergovernmental Cooperation Act of 1968, and National Environmental Policy Act of 1969,
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TRACS Project Review Criteria

Compliance with federal, State, and local laws, regulations, and ordinances
Consistency with State, areawide, and/or local planning goals and objectives
Addressing of a clearly defined need

Study of effects on the environment

Identification of goals that are specific, measurable, and achievable

Demonstration of a feasible delivery strategy

Contribution to a balanced delivery of services among political subdivisions covered by
the application

e Analysis of costs and benefits

& Documentation of record of the applicant

Below is a flowchart of the TRACS review process.

PTTC/HTC | - | GARC | = | Exec. Board

In order to comply with TRACS, the Transportation Department and the Executive Director’s
Office of NCTCOG solicit comments from local governments in the Transportation Study Area on
the entire list of projects in the Annual Element of the TIP. This eliminates the need for
project-by-project consideration. For the 1993 TIP, only transit and roadway projects were
programmed for the 1993 fiscal year are subject to this endorsement.



5. TRANSPORTATION IMPLICATIONS OF THE CLEAN AIR ACT AMENDMENTS OF
1990

The Clean Air Act Amendments were signed into law on November 15, 1990. By strengthening
previous measures and adding new requirements, the Act has combined air quality planning with
a new traditional transportation planning process. Long-range plans, transportation improvement
programs, and specific transportation projects are being called upon to provide relief to the air
pollution problem in areas not achieving air quality standards.

NONATTAINMENT

By virtue of the Act, the Dallas-Fort Worth Metropolitan Area has been designated as
nonattainment for the pollutant ozone. Ozone, which is formed in the lower atmosphere when
reactive hydrocarbon compounds and oxides of nitrogen combine in the presence of sunlight,
is a health hazard to humans. The National Ambient Air Quality Standard (NAAQS) for ozone is
0.12 parts per million (ppm). The Dallas-Fort Worth region has a design value of 0.14 ppm based
on several years of monitoring data. Therefore, the Counties of Collin, Denton, Dallas, and
Tarrant were designated as being in nonattainment with a classification of Moderate.

With a Moderate classification, the region is required to attain the ozone standard by 1996 and
must implement several transportation control measures in order to do so. Mandated
requirements include an upgraded inspection/maintenance program, Stage Il vapor recovery
systems at refueling stations, and reductions in the Reid Vapor Pressure of gasoline. Locally
adopted control measures may consist of rideshare programs, high occupancy vehicle lanes,
alternative fuel vehicles, incident detection and response programs, intersection improvements,
bicycle facilities, transit projects, and many others. These local options must contribute annual
hydrocarbon emission reductions amounting to 15 percent by 1996. All of the transportation
control measures combined must assist in providing for an attainment demonstration in 1996.
If the ozone standard is not attained in 1996, the area will be reclassified as Serious and must
meet the requirements of that classification.

CONFORMITY

The Act contains provisions in Section 176(c)(3) for determining conformity during the interim
period. The interim period was originally scheduled to end on November 15, 1891, but has been
extended until the final conformity guidelines are promulgated by the Environmental Protection
Agency and the U.S. Department of Transportation. Metropolitan Planning Organizations must
follow the interim provisions in making conformity determinations for transportation plans,
programs, and projects during this period.

The purpose of conformity is to ensure consistency between federal actions and the air quality
planning process. Specifically, transportation plans and programs must conform to the purpose
of the State Implementation Plan (SIP) by eliminating or reducing the severity of existing violations
of the NAAQS and achieving timely attainment of the NAAQS or interim emission reduction goals.
Plans and programs may not contribute to any new violations of the standards. A conformity
determination was made in September 1991 for Mobility 2010: The Regional Transportation Plan
for North Central Texas. At that time, the 1992 Transportation Improvement Program for the
Dallas-Fort Worth Metropolitan Area was similarly found to conform. New or revised plans or
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programs require additional conformity analysis. The conformity determination for this
1993 Transportation Improvement Program for the Dallas-Fort Worth Metropolitan Area can be
found in Section 10.

Metropolitan Planning Organizations must implement the projects in their adopted transportation
plans and programs and may not adopt plans or programs that do not conform. Failure to
comply with these or other requirements of the Act could result in sanctions that include severe
growth limits in nonattainment areas, withholding of State roadway funds, withholding of State
air program grant funds, and federal control over air quality implementation plans.



6. FINANCIAL PLAN

With the passing of the Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991, the funding
allocations, development guidelines, project selection, and local involvement requirements
surrounding the preparation of the Transportation Improvement Program have changed
dramatically. The North Central Texas Council of Governments, as the Metropolitan Planning
Organization for the Dallas-Fort Worth Metropolitan Area, working under the local elected officials
of the Regional Transportation Council, TxDOT, and the local transportation authorities, has
prepared the 1993 Transportation Improvement Program for the Dallas-Fort Worth Metropolitan
Area in keeping with the guidance and directives provided by the Intermodal Surface
Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991.

One of the key requirements of ISTEA is that the TIP be a financially constrained document, with
the amount of funds being programmed equal to the total funds available. This is included to
ensure that transportation projects committed for funding in the various years of the TIP have
funds available to allow them to be let for construction. In addition, it puts emphasis on the need
for the various local and State entities to work together to ensure that a particular project has all
the necessary preliminary work completed by the program year. The 1993 Transportation
Improvement Program for the Dallas-Fort Worth Metropolitan Area contains a set of projects in
the Annual Element that is fully programmed to available funds and is financially constrained over
a nine-year time frame.

As directed by ISTEA, the Dallas-Fort Worth Metropolitan Area has received authorization to
program approximately $429 million in transportation improvements in 1993. Exhibit 4 contains
the target dollar amounts for the funding categories that are part of the 1993 TIP. These target
amounts were allocated through the Texas Department of Transportation to the two local TxDOT
Districts (2 and 18) and then to the various funding categories for programming. All projects
submitted for funding were evaluated using a specific set of criteria and prioritized. The Annual
Element for the 1993 TIP contains only Priority 1 projects. Due to previous funding commitments
on the part of TxDOT and funding limits placed on each District's funding level, programmed
funds for both the Surface Transportation Program--Metropolitan Mobility and the Congestion
Mitigation/Air Quality Program are less than the available funds in early TIP years and greater
than those available in later TIP years. The result of which balances project funding against that
available over the nine-year period, with some surplus remaining in the later years. Exhibit 5
shows the funds that have been programmed by category for the first four years of the TIP. As
the fiscal year progresses, if a project that is programmed is not ready to begin, it will be -
replaced by the next highest priority project in that category from later years.

Comparison of Exhibits 4 and 5 reveals that each year is financially constrained to the total funds
available. There is some fluctuation between categories within a year, but the total amount
available is never exceeded. As directed by ISTEA, the 1993 Transportation Improvement
Program for the Dallas-Fort Worth Metropolitan Area is consistent with the funds available and
will be implemented on a priority basis.
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EXHIBIT &4

DALLAS-FORT WORTH METROPOLITAN AREA
FUNDS AVAILABLE
($ Millions, 1992)

1993 Annual (Out Years)

Transit' $23.68 $23.68
Congestion Mitigation/ $90.82 $45.41

Air Quality
Surface Transportation $67.52 $44.37

Program (MM)
NHS + $247.06 $304.02
Total $429.08 $417.48

'Including Small and Large Urban Area Section 9
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EXHIBIT 5

DALLAS-FORT WORTH METROPOLITAN AREA
" FUNDS PROGRAMMED
($ Millions, 1992)

1993 1994 1995 1996

Transit' $23.68 $23.68 $23.68 $23.68

Congestion Mitigation/ $23.79 $52.24 $39.07 $39.49
Air Quality

Surface Transportation $50.16 $34.27 $41.41 $50.65
Program (MM)

NHS + $331.45 $307.29  $313.32 $255.66

Total $429.08 $417.48  $417.48 $369.48

"Including Small and Large Urban Area Section 9



7. DESCRIPTION OF TRANSPORTATION FUNDING PROGRAMS

The Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 allows for greater flexibility in
program funding, provides for funding in several new areas, and continues funding support for
several existing federal transportation programs. The following summary provides a brief
description of transportation funding programs included in the 1993 TIP and specific types of
projects funded in the various program areas.

NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM

The Federal-Aid Highway Program for the past 20 years had been focused on the construction
and improvement of four federai-aid systems: Interstate, Primary, Secondary, and Urban. With
the passage of ISTEA, there are now two systems (the National Highway System and the
Interstate System) plus a block grant type program labeled the Surface Transportation Program.

The National Highway System (NHS) will consist of 155,000 miles (plus or minus 15 percent) of
major roads in the United States. Included will be all Interstate routes, a large percentage of
urban and rural principal arterials, the defense strategic highway network, and strategic highway
connectors. The System will be proposed by the Secretary of Transportation, after consultation
with the States, and must be designated by law by September 30, 1995. In the interim, the NHS
consists of roadways classified as principal arterials. An evaluation of the current functional
classification system in the Dallas-Fort Worth Metropolitan Area will be conducted by NCTCOG
in cooperation with TxDOT during the fall of 1992. A revised functional classification system for
the Dallas-Fort Worth area will then be provided to FHWA for interim use until 1995 when the
NHS system is designated. Funding for NHS is $21 billion nationally for the six years. The
formula for distribution of funds is based on each State’s FY 1987-1991 share of total national
funding. Within the Dallas-Fort Worth Metropolitan Area, NHS funds are allocated through the
State to the District 2 and 18 offices based on TxDOT allocation procedures. NHS funding for
Dallas-Fort Worth is estimated at $250 to $300 million per year.

Within the TxDOT district offices, NHS funds are allocated across an entire range of State project
funding programs areas including Mobility, Texas Trunk System, Rehabilitation, and Traffic
Management. Descriptions of each of these program areas are shown in Exhibit 6.

INTERSTATE SYSTEM

Although considered part of NHS, the Interstate system will retain its separate identity and
funding providing for completion of the remaining system at $7.2 billion nationally over the next
six years, Interstate substitution projects funded at $960 million, and Interstate Maintenance at
$17 billion. Similar to NHS funds, Interstate funds are provided to the Dallas-Fort Worth area
through TxDOT district offices for construction and maintenance.

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM

The Surface Transportation Program is a new block grant type program that may be used by the
State and localities for any roads that are not functionally classified as local or rural minor
collectors. Total funding for the STP program nationally over the next six years is $23.9 billion.
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EXHIBIT 6

1993 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
STATE AND FEDERAL FUNDING CATEGORIES

CATEGORY DESCRIPTION
1 INT-C Interstate Construction This category provides for the completion of the Interstate Highway
System to a design described in the Interstate Needs Estimate.
2 INT-M Interstate Maintenance This category is intended for use in maintaining the Interstate
Highway System which is nearing the end of its 20-year design life.
3A NH-M National Highway System This category is intended to address the mobility needs on the
Mobility National Highway System (NHS) throughout the State.
3B NH-TX National Highway System This category is intended to address construction on the Texas Trunk
Texas Trunk System System. The funding is from the NHS funds of ISTEA.
3C NH-R National Highway System This category is to address the rehabilitation needs of the NHS in the
(NHS) Rehabilitation State.
3D NH-TM National Highway System This category is to address the traffic management needs on the
(NHS) Traffic Management NHS.
3E NH National Highway System This category is to address relatively small miscellaneous projects
(NHS) Miscellaneous associated with the NHS. Generally, these projects are a necessarily
delayed part of a larger project that has already been constructed.
4A ST-HE Surface Transportation This category was created by the ISTEA, which provided that
Program (STP) Safety 10 percent of all the STP funds apportioned to the State be
dedicated to safety projects.
4B ST-TE Surface Transportation This category is to address projects that are above and beyond what
Program (STP) Transportation could normally be expected in the way of enhancements to the
Enhancement transportation system.
4C ST-MM Surface Transportation This category is to address transportation needs within the urbanized
Program (STP) Metropolitan areas with populations of 200,000 or greater.
Mobility/Rehabilitation
4D ST-UM Surface Transportation This category is intended to address the mobility or rehabilitation
Program (STP) Urban needs in those urbanized areas which between 5,000 and 200,000
Mobility/Rehabilitation population.
4E ST-RM Surface Transportation This category is to address mobility or rehabilitation needs in the
Program (STP) Rural rural areas of the State.
Mobility/Rehabilitation
4F ST-R Surface Transportation This category is intended to address the rehabilitation needs of the
Program (STP) Rehabilitation non-NHS roadways as well as the NHS or Interstate roadways.
4G ST-RX Surface Transportation This category is to address needed railroad grade separations.
Program (STP) Rural Road
Grade Separation Safety
Program
5 CM Congestion Mitigation and Air This category is to address congestion mitigation and air quality
Quality Improvement improvement in the nonattainment areas in the State.
B6A BR-ON Bridge These two categories are to address the bridge needs in the State.
& BR-OF Replacement/Rehabilitation Category 6A is to address those bridges on the State system, while
6B Program Category 6B addresses those off the State system.
7 PM State Preventive Maintenance This category is to allow preventive maintenance work on the

highway system. This includes bridges on the TxDOT system also.
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8 FM State Farm to Market Roads This category is to provide new farm to market roads. The
construction of the roads to prison locations is also included in this
category.

2] PARK State Park Roads This category is to address the need for constructing and
rehabilitating roadways within the Texas State Parks.

10 SIGN State Rehabilitation of Signs, This category is intended to address the need for rehabilitating

Signals, and Pavement signs, signals, and pavement markings.
Markings

11 DIsC State District Discretionary This category is to address miscellaneous work in the Districts at the
discretion of the District Engineer.

12 COMM Commission Strategic Priority This category is intended to give the Transportation Commission
some flexibility in selecting projects throughout the State which deo
not meet other program criteria, but promote economic development,
provide system continuity with adjoining states and Mexico, or
address other strategic needs of the State as determined by the
Transportation Commission.

13 MOBL State Mobility This category is to address the previously approved State funded
projects throughout the State,

14 REHAB State Rehabilitation This category is to address rehabilitation needs on the TxDOT
system that might not qualify for federal funding.

15 DP Federal Demonstration Projects | This category is to address the development of projects across the
State that have been designated as ISTEA demonstration projects.

16 MISC Miscellaneous This category is to address projects that will not fit into any other
category.

17 METRO State PASS Metro Match This category is to address only these projects that have been
approved in previous programs,

18 PASS State Principal Arterial Street This category s to address the projects in the existing PASS-Urban

System (PASS) Program. In the past, the PASS program was coupled with the
former Urban system program. The PASS program was a State
funded program supplemented by local funding. The Urban
program was a federally funded program suppiemented by State
and/or local funding.

In the cities which are involved in the PASS program, the atiributal
Urban federal funding allocated to a city was required to be spent in
that city.

19 FED Other Federal Funds (Non- Projects constructed with these funds would include roads

State) constructed by federal agencies on federal land such as parkways,
scenic roadways, and access facilities.

20 LOCAL Local Funds (Non-State, Projects built entirely with local funds such as bond program

Nonfederal) projects constructed by counties and cities.

21 TOLL Tollroad Facilities Projects constructed by the Texas Turnpike Authority or other entities
with funds collected through tolls.

22 FEAS Feasibility Project Projects authorized for feasibility studies by TxDOT including

environmental assessments, public meetings, identification of project
need, design parameters, and project cost.
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Once funds are allocated to the states, the states must set aside 10 percent for safety
construction activities (i.e., hazard elimination and rail-highway crossings) and 10 percent for
transportation enhancements, which encompass a broad range of environmental-related activities.
Each state must divide 50 percent (62.5 of the remaining 80 percent) of the funds by population
between each of its areas over 200,000 and the remaining areas of the state. The remaining
30 percent can be used in any area of a state, with a portion of this amount guaranteed to areas
of less than 5,000.

Within the Dallas-Fort Worth Metropolitan Area, STP funding is provided in three principal
categories: Surface Transportation Program--Metropolitan Mobility (STP-MM) in which funding
is allocated to the U.S. Census urbanized area, Surface Transportation Program--Urban Mobility
(STP-UM) provided to those areas outside the urbanized area but greater than 5,000 in
population, and the areas less than 5,000 in population or the Surface Transportation Program--
Rural Mobility (STP-RM). Funding eligibility by geographic area for these funding programs is
illustrated in Exhibit 7.

Projects to be funded by STP-MM are the programming responsibility of the MPO in consultation
with TxDOT, DART, and FWTA. Projects within the Metropolitan Area to be funded with STP-UM
or STP-BRM funding are selected by TxDOT in consultation with the MPO. Each year, the
Dallas-Fort Worth Metropolitan Area will receive approximately $44.37 million of STP-MM funding.
Funds which are allocated by the State to the TxDOT District offices are suballocated to the
eastern and western subregions based upon estimates of vehicle miles of travel within each area.

The majority of transportation improvements funded in the 1993 TIP with STP-MM funds include
roadway widenings on various Farm to Market roads and major arterials and construction of new
arterials.

CONGESTION MITIGATION/AIR QUALITY PROGRAM

The Congestion Mitigation/Air Quality Program directs funds towards transportation projects in
nonattainment areas for ozone and carbon monoxide as designated by the Clean Air Act. These
projects will contribute to meeting the attainment of National Ambient Air Quality Standards. Total
funding for the Program nationally for the next six years is $6 billion. The funds are distributed
based on each State’s share of the population of air quality nonattainment areas weighted by the
degree of air pollution.

The Dallas-Fort Worth area will annually receive $45.41 million for Congestion Mitigation/Air
Quality project funding to be spent in the four-county nonattainment area of Collin, Denton,
Dallas, and Tarrant Counties as shown in Exhibit 8. These funds are allocated to the eastern and
western subregions based on estimates of the amount of mobile source emissions in each
subregion.

Examples of projects funded in the 1993 TIP with CMAQ funds aimed at reducing single-occupant
vehicle mobile source emissions include conversion of diesel-powered buses to compressed
natural gas power, intersection improvements, signal system improvements, park-and-ride lots,
high occupancy vehicle lanes, and vanpool and rideshare programs.
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EXHIBIT 7

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION FUNDING PROGRAMS

Metropolitan Mobility

Urban Mobility/
Rural Mobility

D Discretionary Only

North Central Texas Council of Governments

Transportation Department
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EXHIBIT 8

CONGESTION MITIGATION/AIR QUALITY FUNDING PROGRAMS

Ozone Nonattainment Area

Horth Contral Texas Counclt of Governments

Transportation Department
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TRANSIT SECTION 9

Consistent with previous legislation, the Dallas-Fort Worth area will continue to receive Transit
Section 9 funding. ISTEA, however, did increase the role of the MPO in the selection of Section 9
transit projects in consultation with the transit operators. As outlined in following sections, transit
projects were evaluated on a fully competitive basis with projects submitted for CMAQ and
STP-MM funding.

Since 1982, FTA has considered the Dallas-Fort Worth area as a single urban area for formula
grant purposes. The geographic area eligible for these funds is shown in Exhibit 8. A subarea
allocation process authorized by the Regional Transportation Council provides for the distribution
of operating and capital assistance to all transit operators. The process allocates funds within
the region in the same manner FTA allocates funds nationally.

In addition to Transit Section 9 for the Dallas-Fort Worth urban area, the TIP also includes Transit
Section 8 funds for both the Denton and Lewisville urban areas. These areas are designated as
small urban areas of greater than 50,000 people and hence are eligible for Section 9 transit funds
from a program designated for small urban area funding also shown in Exhibit 9.

Total Section 8 transit funding for the Dallas-Fort Worth, Denton, and Lewisville urban areas is
estimated to be $23.68 million annually. Examples of transit projects funded in the 1993 TIP
include: bus and van replacement, fleet expansions, bus rehabilitation, and transit stations. A
complete listing of all Section 9 transit projects funded in the TIP is included in the Transit
Section of this document.

TRANSIT SECTION 3

Funds from the Transit Section 3 Discretionary and Formula Capital Program comes to transit
operators directly from the Federal Transit Administration. New Start Rail and Bus funds are
allocated on a Discretionary basis; Rail Modernization funds are allocated by formula. Funding
for transit projects listed in the TIP as being funded with Section 3 funds should not be
considered committed or approved, but rather an indication of intent on behalf of transit
operators to pursue Section 3 funds for those projects over the course of the fiscal year through
the FTA grant application process.

TRANSIT SECTION 16

Transit Section 16 is a capital assistance program for nonprofit organizations. Funds in this
program are directed toward assisting the elderly and disabled when other public transit services
are unavailable, insufficient, or inappropriate. Funds are allocated to each state through an
administrative formula based on the percentage of elderly and disabled persons by state. This
FTA program is administered through TxDOT. Before coming to NCTCOG, applications for
Section 16 funds are first reviewed and approved by TxDOT District offices and then forwarded
to NCTCOG for the Texas Review and Comment System (TRACS). Following TRACS review,
projects are forwarded to TxDOT in Austin for potential funding. While Section 16 projects must
be listed in the TIP, this listing does not indicate funding for the project has been secured.
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TRANSIT FUNDING PROGRAMS

DFW Urban Area: Section 9

Denton/Lewisville Urban
Areas: Section 9

Rural Area: Section 18

North Central Texas Council of Governments

Transportation Department



Currently, TxDOT is developing a plan to coordinate and consolidate the Section 16 program
statewide. The outcome of this process is likely to modify the selection of Section 16 projects
in the future. A listing of Section 16 Projects submitted for potential funding is included in the
TIP Transit Section.

TRANSIT SECTION 18

Federal Transit Administration Section 18 funds are apportioned to each state for public
transportation projects in nonurbanized areas (under 50,000 population). The Texas Department
of Transportation administers these funds. Section 18 funds are apportioned to states based on
population and may be used for planning, capital, operating, and administrative assistance to
state agencies, local public bodies, nonprofit organizations, and operators of public
transportation services. The goals of this program are to enhance the access of individuals in
nonurbanized areas to health care, shopping, education, public services, and recreation; to assist
in maintenance, development, improvement, and use of public transportation systems in rural and
small urban areas.

Similar to Section 16, the District offices of TxDOT first review and approve the Section 18
applications prior to being sent to NCTCOG for TRACS review. The applications are then
forwarded to TxDOT in Austin for potential funding. While Section 18 projects within the
Metropolitan Area must be included in the TIP, listing of the projects does not indicate that the
project has been funded by TxDOT. A listing of Section 18 projects submitted for potential
funding is included in the TIP Transit Section.
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8. PRIVATE SECTOR PARTICIPATION IN PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION PROGRAMS

On December 5, 1986, the Urban Mass Transportation Administration (now the Federal Transit
Administration) issued guidelines for development and documentation of policies and programs
for private enterprise participation in the planning and programs funded under the Urban Mass
Transportation Act of 1964 as amended.

it is the policy of the North Central Texas Council of Governments to encourage private
enterprise participation to the maximum extent feasible in the process of planning and
implementing mass transportation services, funded or assisted under the provisions of the Urban
Mass Transportation (UMT) Act of 1964, as amended, and under the provisions authorizing use
of Federal Transit Administration funds for public mass transit projects.

The privatization policy has been developed to provide guidance to NCTCOG in its role as the
Metropolitan Planning Organization for the North Central Texas planning area and to all local
public participants in the Unified Planning Work Program and the Transportation Improvement
Program in achieving compliance with the requirements of Section 3(e}(1) and (2), Section 8(e),
and Section 9(f) of the Urban Mass Transportation Act, as specified under the joint Urban Mass
Transportation Administration/FederalHighway Administration (UMTA/FHWA) planningregulations
(48 FR 30332, June 20, 1983) and under the UMTA private enterprise participation regulations
(49 FR 41310, October 22, 1984 and 51 FR 3306, January 24, 1986). Under Section 3(e), FTA
must, before approving a program of projects, find that such program provides for the maximum
feasible participation of private enterprise. Section 8(¢) directs FTA funding recipients to
encourage private sector participation in the plans and programs funded under the UMT Act.
As a precondition to funding under Section 8, recipients must develop a private enterprise
program in accordance with the procedures described in Section 9(f).

The NCTCOG Transportation Department staff works to assure that private transportation
providers and any new private business entrants are seriously considered by the transit
authorities and other public providers participating in the development of projects for the Annual
Element of the TIP before endorsement by NCTCOG and the Regional Transportation Council.

PARTICIPATION IN THE ANNUAL PLANNING PROCESS

All private transportation providers and new business entrants are invited to participate in the
annual planning process through the Public Transportation Technical Committee/Highway
Technical Committee (PTTC/HTC) and the Travel Demand Management Committee.
Approximately 25 private transportation providers are included in Committee mailings and have
the opportunity to provide information and input in the decision-making process.

The following is a list of Section @ grant recipients and their effort to include private sector
participation in public transportation programs:
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Dallas Area Rapid Transit

One of the unique features of Dallas Area Rapid Transit's operating program is the fact that the
agency contracts with the private sector for the provision of some of its services. While DART
remains responsible for the programs, it has hired ATE to operate suburban express and local
bus service as well as DARTAbout service, Crawford Technical Services, Inc. to operate
HandiRides van service, and three local taxi companies to provide HandiRides taxi service.
These contractors provide and supervise the transit service and maintain the vehicles used in
operations. The contracts established with each of these service providers contain operating
performance standards which the contractors are expected to meet, and DART maintains an
aggressive program to monitor and audit contractor compliance.

Fort Worth Transportation Authority

The Fort Worth Transportation Authority has been committed to privatization since its inception.
FWTA has no employees; it contracts with the City of Fort Worth for management and operations
services. The City contracts with McDonald Transit Associates, Inc., a private sector firm, to
manage and operate the fixed-route, subscription, and charter bus service as well as the
mobility-impaired service. FWTA also contracts with another private sector firm, Van Pool
Services, Inc., to provide vans and management of the FWTA vanpool service. Other services
are contracted as appropriate.

FWTA involves privately owned transportation services in its Mobility-impaired Transportation
Service (MITS), FWTA's elderly and disabled transportation program. In Fiscal Year 1993, Gem-T,
Fort Worth Cab and Baggage (FWCB), YMCA Special Transportation Services, and Metro Charter
Tours will provide supplemental transportation service for the mobility impaired. These contracts
account for approximately 74,000 annual trips at a cost of $8.00 to $9.00 per trip. The per-trip
cost is less per trip than MITS is able to provide to passengers. Cost savings accomplished
through these contract agreements allow MITS to respond to increasing trip demands.

In May 1988, the Executive Committee approved the concept of replacing some existing service
with shared-ride taxies. Competitive proposals were solicited, and a contract was awarded to
Fort Worth Cab and Baggage to provide transportation in place of fixed-route bus service from
10:15 p.m. - 12:15 p.m. This service started on August 1, 1988, and continued until 1990 when
ridership increased and FWTA resumed service.

FWTA has developed a site for a downtown park-and-ride/airporter terminal. Requests for
proposals were solicited for operation of the facility for FWTA. The only proposer, American
Airlines, leases space from FWTA but declined to operate the facility.

Arlington

Documentation submitted by the City of Arlington privatization indicates that the local process
for involvement of the private sector has been consistent with the policy. The City of Arlington
continues to contract with a local taxi company to provide supplemental special transit service.
The private sector will continue to be involved in the current service delivery, and private
providers will be kept informed of future opportunities. The City will also involve the private
sector in the construction and operation of a park-and-ride facility in the I.H. 20 corridor. Taxi
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companies, Super Shuttle, and similar transit providers will be afforded the opportunity to serve
the facility. Existing commuter bus service from Texas Stadium and the Arlington South Sports
Complex is provided by Coaches American Transfers and Tours, Inc.

Grand Prairie

Documentation submitted by the City of Grand Prairie indicates that the local process has been
consistent with the privatization policy. The City will review, on an annual basis, the type of
services which are offered through its Parks and Recreation Department and determine if any
changes need to be made in the routes. Approximately 80 to 120 persons a day use the
transportation service for medical, recreational, educational, or work trip purposes. The City of
Grand Prairie updates information on transit providers annually.

Mesquite

The City of Mesquite currently operates a small transportation service in association with senior
citizen recreational programs. Approximately 50 to 100 persons are transported to and from
recreational activities each day. Some expansion of service is planned in future years.

During 1992-93 expansion of the program to provide transportation for educational, medical, and
work-related trips is planned.

In accordance with the City’s policy, a detailed cost analysis of the existing service will be
conducted to examine the appropriateness of competitive contracting. The City of Mesquite
Parks and Recreation Department has an ongoing process for maintaining up-to-date information
on transit providers in Mesquite.

Plano

Plano has submitted information indicating compliance with the privatization policy. The City of
Plano operates a small transportation service in association with the Senior Citizen Recreational
Center. The private sector has declined to participate in the transportation services.

Denton

The City of Denton has had a contract with Services Program for Aging Needs, inc. (SPAN) since
1974. Originally, the transit service provided demand-responsive services to elderly and disabled
persons and expanded to a fixed-route system in 1989. Currently, transit service for all residents
in the Denton city limits is provided by SPAN.

The City of Denton involved the private sector in recent public meetings as part of the

compliance process for the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1991 (ADA}. SPAN contracts with
Denton Taxi for supplemental elderly and disabled demand-responsive transit,
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Lewisville

Transportation services for elderly and disabled persons is provided by Services Program for
Aging Needs, Inc. (SPAN) in the Lewisville urban area. Approximately 9,300 persons were served
in Fiscal Year 1992. The City of Lewisville has submitted documentation verifying private sector
participation in the bid process.
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9. 1993 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM PROJECT EVALUATION
AND SELECTION

The selection of transportation projects for the 1993 TIP was a major emphasis in the TIP
development process. Traditionally, federal funds were allocated separately for roadway and
transit projects. Roadway projects were selected by TxDOT based on a cost-effectiveness index
(CEl) as reported in the State Project Development Plan. Transit projects were selected by transit
operators and funded based on the federal allocation formula which was a function of
demographic and service criteria for each transit service area. For the first time, transportation
projects submitted for consideration in the TIP had to compete with each other for limited federal
funds in accordance with the new Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991.
Roadway projects, transit projects, and other transportation-related projects were evaluated with
a single set of criteria to determine which would receive federal funding. In addition, project
selection had to be in compliance with the Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990 and the American
with Disabilities Act of 1991.

The ISTEA legislation authorized Metropolitan Planning Organizations around the country to
coordinate the selection and funding of transportation projects in urbanized areas. MPOs, who
had traditionally coordinated planning efforts, are now responsible for the implementation of
transportation projects that would best serve the mobility and air quality needs of their regions.
Through the MPO process, local governments and cities now have the opportunity to participate
in identifying and solving transportation-related problems in their respective areas. Projects
submitted for evaluation do not have to be limited to new roadways, roadway widenings, or
transit services. Projects can now include intersection signal improvements, grade crossings,
incident management systems, and othertypes of transportation improvements or enhancements.

The evaluation of projects for the 1993 TIP was conducted using a five-criteria/100-point rating
system. The selection of these criteria was based on a series of surveys that were conducted
among transportation professionals and local elected officials in the Dallas-Fort Worth area. The
surveys were used as a screening process to determine a set of criteria that would positively
impact regional mobility in the area. A preliminary list of 21 criteria (Exhibit 10) was selected
based on the guidelines set by ISTEA, CAAA, and ADA. These focused on muitimodalism,
mobility enhancements, and air quality considerations. These criteria were listed in a survey form
and given to various elected officials and transportation professionals who were requested to
score each criteria so that the total points would not exceed 100. The results of the survey
reduced the initial set of criteria to 13. Further screening through the surveying process
produced a final selection of five criteria. They were cost-effectiveness (current and future), air
quality/energy conservation benefits, project commitment/local cost participation,
intermodal/multimodal projects/social mobility (Exhibit 11). Each criteria was given points based
on its importance in the project evaluation process with the total not exceeding 100. This final
set of criteria and the associated weights were approved for use in the 1993 TIP process by the
local Public Transportation Technical Committee/Highway Technical Committee and the Regional
Transportation Council.

Once the criteria had been established for project selection, a series of evaluation methodologies
was developed for each project type submitted based on the five criteria. The following
information provides a summary of the project evaluation procedures used to develop the
1993 TIP.

T
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EXHIBIT 10

TRANSPORTATION CRITERIA RATING FORM
(Please score criteria and sum to 100)

CRITERIA EXPLANATION POINTS

Safety

1982 Cost Effectiveness Travel Time Savings + Total Project Cost

2010 Cost Effectiveness Future Travel Time Savings + Total Project Cost

Air Quality

Rehabilitation/

Maintenance

Corridor Preservation Project includes actions which result in the preservation of rights-of-way for
future transportation use

Economic Development

Project Commitment Project is contained in an adopted local, regional, or State plan

Continuity/Gap

intermodal Project A project or facility which provides for the interaction of two or more
transportation modes in a given area and which promotes the efficient
movement and transfer of people or goods

Multimodal Project A project or facility in a corridor other than one supporting singe-occupant
autos

Energy Conservation

Local Cost Participation The percentage of the total project costs to be funded by local funds

Social Mobility A project which provides transportation services to individuals or groups who
need some form of transportation due to an inability to utilize other forms of
transportation; this can include services to the Elderly & Disabled or
economically disadvantaged individuals

Aesthetics A transportation-related project which enhances the community appearance or
urban design; the project does not necessarily have to be one which has
specific mobility value

Congestion Pravention

Security

Multijurisdictional/

Regional Significance

infrastructure investment A capital project with a fikefihood of producing long-term economic benefits as
opposed 10 an operational project which only provides direct benefits for a
given short time period

Future Project Flexibility A project which permits future capacity expansion or conversion to a higher
carrying capacity mode

impiementation Schedule A project ready for construction within 12 to 24 months

TOTAL 100

COMMITTEE COUNTY

SOURCE: Transpornation Department, North Central Texas Council of Governments
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EXHIBIT 11

PROJECT EVALUATION CRITERIA

1993 TIP

Criteria

Current Cost Effectiveness (1992)
Future Cost Effectiveness (2010)
Air Quality/Energy Conservation

Project Commitment/
Local Cost Participation

Intermodal/Multimodal/
Social Mobility

Possible Points

25
20
20

20

15

100



EVALUATION OF ROADWAY PROJECTS

Roadway projects were evaluated and scored using the five criteria approved by the Regional
Transportation Council. This process is briefly outlined below:

Current/Future Cost-Effectiveness

Current cost-effectiveness of roadway projects was calculated by estimating the travel time
savings of motorists using the proposed facility if it were built today (year 1990). Travel time
savings of new facilities was estimated from the average travel time saved by motorists traveling
similar facilities in areas where the new facilities would be built. Future cost-effectiveness was
calculated by estimating the travel time savings of motorists using the proposed facility if it were
built in the future (year 2010). Cost-effectiveness is a function of annual travel time benefits
(hours of travel saved * value of time) and the total annualized dollar cost of making the
proposed roadway improvements. A maximum 25- and 20-point rating scale was used to
determine the scores for projects under the current and future cost-effectiveness criteria,
respectively (see Exhibit 12).

Air Quality/Energy Conservation

Air quality benefits were calculated from the difference in vehicle emissions caused by an
improvement in vehicle speeds due to the construction of the proposed roadway facility in 1990.
Vehicle emissions are a function of vehicle miles of travel (VMT) and nonmethane hydrocarbon
(HC) emissions per VMT at different vehicle speeds. A 20-point rating scale was used to
determine the scores for the $/Ib. of emissions of each project.

Project Commitment/Local Cost Participation

Local cost participation was calculated as a ratio of local funds available and total project cost.
Project submittal forms were consulted for comments to determine Principal Arterial Street
System/Federal Aid Urban System (PASS/FAUS), thoroughfare plan, and Minute Order projects.
Projects were scored on a 20-point rating scale and given the higher score of either local cost
participation or project commitment.

Intermodal/Multimodal Projects/Social Mobility

Roadway capacity improvement projects were assumed to support mainly single-occupancy
vehicle travel and were assigned a score of 0.

i
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EXHIBIT 12

CALCULATION OF BENEFIT/COST RATIO

FOR ARTERIAL WIDENINGS
ASSUMPTIONS:
Cost of Congestion/Person Hour = $892
Average Auto Occupancy = 1.20
Number of Days/Year = 260
Capital Recovery Factor for 40 Years = 0.06646 i
@ 6 Percent
Truck Factor = 1.0
Peak-Hour Directional Split = 60 Percent
Equivalent Peak-Hour Volume Factor = 10 Percent (DDHV Factor = .06)
Free Speeds = 90 Percent of Speed Limits
Delay/Mile (in minutes) = 0.015 * Exp (4.0 * V/C)
Hours of Congestion/Day = 8.33
EQUATIONS:
Benefit/Cost Ratio = Annualized Travel Time Savings ($)
Annualized Total Project Costs
Annualized Total Project Costs = Total Project Costs * Capital Recovery Factor

@ 6 Percent for 40 Years

Il

Annualized Travel Time Savings Daily Travel Time Savings (Personal Hours) * Value of

Time * Number of Days/Year

Daily Travel Time Savings = Directional Design Hourly Volume (DDHV) * Auto
Occupancy * Reduction in Delay Due to Road
Widening * Hours of Congestion/Day

DDHV = Equivalent Peak-Hour Volume Factor * Peak-Hour
Directional Split * Truck Factor * 24-Hour Traffic
Volumes
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EVALUATION PROCESS FOR TRANSIT, TRAVEL DEMAND MANAGEMENT, AND
MISCELLANEOUS

Transit projects were evaluated for cost-effectiveness by determining the vehicle-hours removed
from the main traffic stream. This is different than travel time savings methodologies used for
roadway projects in that the users of the project or program do not, in most cases, receive any
travel time savings. These types of projects could not be evaluated using the traditional travel
time savings methodology. However, there are obvious benefits to these types of projects such
as reducing vehicle travel and reducing congestion. The procedure used was to determine the
number of person-hours of travel removed from the main traffic stream for each project. This
value was multiplied by the value of time and annualized. The total cost of the project was then
annualized using the capital recovery factor for an appropriate number of years. The annual
benefits were divided by the annual cost to arrive at the benefit/cost (B/C) ratio for that project.
For these projects, the current and future B/C ratios were equal to the calculated ratio.

The air quality benefits were similarly evaluated using the HC reduction of the vehicle-miles
removed from the main traffic stream. The annual cost was divided by the annual HC reduction
to determine the cost-effectiveness of the emission reduction (see Exhibit 13).

EVALUATION PROCESS FOR HOV LANES

HOV lanes were evaluated using a traditional travel time savings method. Using data obtained
from the existing R.L. Thornton HOV lane and each corridor’s projected HOV volume, the travel
time savings for HOV users (auto and bus) was calculated in terms of person-hours saved. The
travel time savings was multiplied by the value of time and annualized. The total cost of the
project was then annualized using the capital recovery factor for an appropriate number of years.
The annual benefits were divided by the annual cost to arrive at the benefit/cost ratio for that
project. For these projects, the current and future B/C ratios were equal to the calculated ratio.

The air quality benefits were similarly evaluated using the HC reduction of the vehicles on the
HOV lanes due to the increased speed and auto occupancy. The annual cost was divided by
the annual HC reduction to determine the cost-effectiveness of the emission reduction.

EVALUATION PROCESS FOR INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS

Intersections were evaluated using a traditional travel time savings method. Using the total traffic
volume passing through the intersection, assuming a 0.1 mile intersection approach and an
average travel speed through the intersection before the improvement was made, the average
person-hours of travel before the improvement was determined. Next, depending on the type
of intersection improvement, a new speed was used to determine the average person-hours of
travel after the improvement was made. For new grade separations, the same methodology was
used with a longer approach length and a higher final speed. The person-hours reduced was
then multiplied by the value of time and annualized. The total cost of the project was then
annualized using the capital recovery factor for an appropriate number of years. The annual
benefits were divided by the annual cost to arrive at the benefit/cost ratio for that project. For
these projects, the current and future B/C ratios were calculated individually using current and
future traffic volumes.
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The air quality benefits were similarly evaluated using the HC reduction of the vehicles passing
through the intersection due to the increased speed. The annual cost was divided by the annual
HC reduction to determine the cost-effectiveness of HC reduction.

EXHIBIT 13

DETAILED ASSUMPTIONS FOR EVALUATION OF TRANSIT,
TRAVEL DEMAND MANAGEMENT, AND MISCELLANEOUS PROJECTS

COST-EFFECTIVENESS FOR TRANSIT, TRAVEL DEMAND MANAGEMENT,
MISCELLANEQUS

- Person hours removed from roadway

PHRS Saved = V x AO x TL x Days
YR SPD

where: V = volume (vehicles removed daily)
(in some cases, peak-period)
AQ = auto occupancy
- TL = average trip length (miles)
Days = impacted days per year
SPD = speed of removed vehicles

AIR QUALITY BENEFITS OF TRANSIT, TDM, MISC.

- #HC removed from roadway
# removed = V x TL x [HCB - HCA]

where: HCx = #s HC @ a given speed per vehicle-mile before & after
(after may be 0 in many cases)

ASSUMPTIONS:

Auto Occupancy = 1.0-1.3

Trip Length = 7-15 miles

Days/Yr = 260-300

Speed = 15-50 mph

HCx = 1.3-3 g/mi

Cost Recovery Factor = 0.2374-.06646 (5-40 yrs)

NOTE: Values for each project are used as appropriate for the type of project.
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EVALUATION PROCESS FOR BICYCLE MOBILITY PROJECTS AND OTHER
MISCELLANEOUS ENHANCEMENTS

Current and Future Cost-Effectiveness

Bicycle transportation projects were evaluated for cost-effectiveness by estimating the vehicle
hours of travel that would be removed from congested vehicular traffic flow. The projects were
located by area type and congestion level. If a project was not in a relatively congested part of
the four-county area, it was not scored for present or future year cost benefit because of the lack
of mobility benefits. For bicycle projects in congested areas, the number of persons exposed
to the bicycle facility was calculated for each project by using the average population density for
each area type and the length of the proposed project. To then convert the exposed population
to bicycle vehicle hours of travel, an average round trip length of twice the project length or
seven miles, whichever was less, was assumed, along with a bicycle mode share of 1 percent.
This estimate of bicycle travel was then multiplied by the value of time and annualized and
compared with an annualized estimate of the total project cost. A project life of 20 years was
assumed for all proposed bicycle projects. The benefit/cost ratio for the present and future years
was determined and varied by the change in population density and area type that is anticipated
between now and the year 2010. Miscellaneous enhancement projects that provided no mobility
benefits to the congested vehicular traffic areas of the region received no points under the
cost-effectiveness criteria (see Exhibit 14).

Air Quality/Energy Conservation

The estimates of bicycle vehicle miles developed for the cost-effectiveness calculations were used
to calculate the air quality benefits for each congested area project. It was assumed that the
bicycle trips were replacing a roadway trip that would travel on average of 30 miles per hour,
resulting in a certain level of HC emissions reduced. The annual project cost was then divided
by the pounds of HC reduced to obtain the air quality score for the project. Again, miscellaneous
enhancement projects that provided no mobility benefits to congested areas of the region
received no points under the air quality criteria.

Local Cost Participation/Project Commitment

Irregardless of the location of a project, if the submittal included any indication that the project
was contained in an approved bicycle or city park plan or that any local funds were committed
to the project, the appropriate score was given for the level of commitment indicated. Bicycle
plans or city park plans were assumed to be equivalent to council-approved transportation plans
and given ten points.

Intermodal/Multimodal Projects/Social Mobility

Projects including bicycle or pedestrian improvements, irregardless of their location in the
four-county area, or those facilitating intermodal connections were scored accordingly.

1-38



EXHIBIT 14

DETAILED ASSUMPTIONS FOR EVALUATION OF BICYCLE MOBILITY PROJECTS

Calculation of Bicycle Miles of Travel Based On:

-1986 and 2010 population density by area type

-round trip length of seven miles or twice the project length, whichever was less
-area exposed to bicycle facility equal to a one-mile radius surrounding the project
-bicycle mode share of 1 percent

Calculation of Bicycle Vehicle Hours of Travel Based On:

-average bicycle speed

Calculation of Bicycle Benefits Based On:

-value of time of $8.92 per hour
-annualized assuming 260 travel days per year

Calculation of Annual Bicycle Project Cost Based On:

-project life of 20 years
-capital recovery factor of 0.08718

Calculation of Air Quality Benefits Based On:

-average speed of vehicles being removed from roadway traffic assumed at 30 mph
-pounds of HC reduced at 30 mph of 0.00402
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10. AIR QUALITY CONFORMITY DOCUMENTATION FOR THE
1993 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENTPROGRAMFORTHE DALLAS-FORT
WORTH METROPOLITAN AREA

INTRODUCTION

With the signing of the Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990 into law, the Dallas-Fort Worth area
has been classified as a moderate nonattainment area for ozone. As a result, the
1993 Transportation Improvement Program for the Dallas-Fort Worth Metropolitan Area must
conform to the applicable State Implementation Plan in order to ensure consistency between
federal actions and the air quality planning process. Conformity of the TIP will be demonstrated
if the requirements of the following sections in the Act are met:

Section 176(c)(1)(B): All conformity determinations must be "based on the most recent
estimates of emissions, and such estimates shall be determined from the most recent
population, employment, travel, and congestion estimates as determined by the Metropolitan
Planning Organization."

Section 176(c)(3)(A)(1): The TIP must be “consistent with the most recent estimates of
mobile source emissions."

Section 176(c)(3)(A)(ii): The TIP must "provide for the expeditious implementation of
Transportation Control Measures (TCM) in the applicable implementation plan."

Section 176(c)(3)(A)(iii): The TIP must "contribute to annual emissions reductions consistent
with Sections 182(b)(1) and 187(a)(7)."

- The methodology designed to fulfill these requirements was developed by the Texas Mobile
Source Modeling Technical Working Group made up of representatives from the U.S. Department
of Transportation, the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), the Texas Air Control Board
(TACB), the Texas Department of Transportation, and the Metropolitan Planning Organizations
from nonattainment areas within the State of Texas.

This conformity determination was conducted under the auspices of the Regional Transportation
Council of the North Central Texas Council of Governments. The RTC and NCTCOG maintain
the legal status of Metropolitan Planning Organization for the Dallas-Fort Worth region, as
designated by the Governor of Texas on July 2, 1974. It has been demonstrated that the
1993 Transportation Improvement Program for the Dallas-Fort Worth Metropolitan Area
satisfactorily meets the requirements of both the State Implementation Plan and the Clean Air Act
(42 U.S.C. 7504, 7506(c) and (d)) as amended on November 15, 1990.

CONSISTENCY WITH MOBILE SOURCE EMISSIONS ESTIMATES

The population, employment, travel, and congestion estimates used in this analysis are the most
recent figures of the North Central Texas Council of Governments, These values are consistent
with all other agency and department planning responsibilities. The emission calculations were
based on these travel and congestion estimates and on emission factors developed using EPA’s
MOBILE4.1 Mobile Source Emission Factor Model. The input parameters and data for
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MOBILE4.1 were provided in part by the Texas Air Control Board and the U.S. Department of
Transportation. These parameters are consistent with the 1990 Base Year On-Road Mobile
Source Emission Inventory (draft). Execution of the MOBILE4.1 program is conducted by
NCTCOG.

TRANSPORTATION CONTROL MEASURES

The Dallas-Fort Worth nonattainment area for ozone is comprised of four counties: Collin, Dallas,
Denton, and Tarrant. Although the most recent State Implementation Plan ended in 1991 and,
therefore, no applicable SIP currently exists, the most recent SIP contained two categories of
transportation control measures. These are: 1) intersection signal improvements, including traffic
signal timing, traffic signal progression, and low-cost intersection improvements; and 2) travel
demand management programs for employers with over 100 employees, including
carpool/vanpool programs, parking incentive programs, variable work hour programs, and transit
fare subsidy programs.

More than 6,300 intersection signal improvements were implemented from 1983 through 1991
with the cooperation of the local governments in Dallas and Tarrant Counties. This exceeds the
4,400 required by the most recent SIP, as shown in Exhibit 15. A travel demand management
campaign was also developed to reduce auto emissions and improve air quality in the
Metropolitan Area. The "Let Go of the Wheel" campaign, the most recent effor, is designed to
encourage drivers of single-occupant vehicles to join a carpool or vanpool or utilize transit
services. The program is a joint effort of NCTCOG, Dallas Area Rapid Transit, and the Fort Worth
Transportation Authority. The campaign was implemented in the fall of 1991. In an earlier
campaign, NCTCOG, in conjunction with the Travel Demand Management Committee, surveyed
2,400 employers with over 100 employees in Dallas and Tarrant Counties in 1989 (see
Exhibit 15). The survey was designed to identify employer participation in discount transit fares,
flextime benefits, carpool/vanpool matching programs, variable work hours, subscription transit
service, and bicycle programs. Interest from responding employers was forwarded to DART or
FWTA for campaign implementation.

Both of the categories of transportation control measures required by the most recent SIP have
been implemented and are considered complete. The most recent "Let Go of the Wheel"
campaign is a second-phase travel demand management campaign, above and beyond the
original intent of the program. In anticipation of the emission reductions required for the
upcoming SIP revision attainment demonstration and 15 percent rule, the 1993 Transportation
Improvement Program for the Dallas-Fort Worth Metropolitan Area contains several categories
of new transportation control measures that will contribute to the region’s air quality objectives.
These include intersection improvements, signal retiming and progression, grade separations,
high occupancy vehicle lanes, alternative fuel vehicle conversion/replacement, motorist
assistance/incident detection and response programs, park-and-ride lots, travel demand
initiatives, and bikeways.

EMISSIONS ESTIMATES AND REDUCTIONS

In order to determine the contributions to annual emissions reductions, analysis of hydrocarbon
emissions is necessary in the first milestone year, defined as 1996 for ozone nonattainment areas
as described in Section 182(b)(1) of the Clean Air Act. The attainment year for areas with a
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EXHIBIT 15

TRANSPORTATION CONTROL MEASURES

Signal/intersection

Travel Deménd

Improvements Modification
Required Required
by SIP Complete by SIP Complete
County 1983-1992  1983-1991 1983-1992  1983-1991
Dallas 2750 4069 1800 1800
Tarrant 1650 2234 600 600
Total 4400 6303 2400 2400



moderate ozone designation such as the Dallas-Fort Worth Metropolitan Area is 1996. Although
the Act does not explicitly require a showing of emissions reductions for dates beyond the
attainment year, an analysis of emissions from TIP projects during the period of five to nine years
after the attainment year will verify that these projects do not increase emissions beyond the
attainment date. This second milestone year is 2005. Travel and congestion estimates for 1996
and 2005 were developed through NCTCOG's transportation planning process. Population,
employment, and number of households for the Dallas-Fort Worth Metropolitan Area for the years
1990, 1996, and 2005 are provided in Exhibit 16. Although analysis of 1993 TIP projects does
not apply to 1990, demographic estimates and travel parameters for the year 1990 are included
for reference.

Projects in the financially constrained TIP are separated into six temporal categories: annual
listings for Years 1, 2, 3, and 4; Years 5 and 6 combined; and Years 7, 8, and 9 combined. The
listings for Years 1 through 4 correspond to the Years 1993 through 1996. Projects in these four
categories meet the requirements for completion by the end of the milestone year of 1996 and
were included in the conformity analysis. Two transportation systems were modeled in order to
estimate the air quality impact of the TIP projects: a Baseline scenario and a New TIP scenario.
Because of the unique nature of the transportation control measures contained in the TIP,
selected transportation system management projects/transportation control measures were
processed separately from the traditional roadway improvements. Roadway improvements
completed by 1996 were contained in either the Baseline network or the New TIP network based
on several classification criteria.

For the Baseline network, projects must be: 1) currently under construction and nearing
completion and 2) local government projects in the Annual Element with no federal fund
participation. These projects were added to a 1992 transportation network to create the Baseline
network. Projects added to the New TIP network include: 1) any federally funded projects in
Years 1 through 4 with completion scheduled by 1996 and 2) projects without federal funding but
requiring federal involvement and contained in the TIP with completion scheduled by 1996.
These New TIP projects were added to the Baseline network to create the New TIP network.
Because all of the transportation control measures in the TIP required federal participation, these
were processed as New TIP projects. Itis NCTCOG's best estimate that all New TIP projects will
be implemented in the scheduled time frame based on available funding and anticipated
implementation dates received from local governments or submitting agencies.

A quantitative analysis on the two roadway networks was conducted using NCTCOG’s most
recent estimates of population, employment, travel, and congestion. Population and employment
figures were estimated with the DRAM/EMPAL model using travel times from the Traffic
Assignment model, consistent with all other NCTCOG transportation planning responsibilities.
The 1996 vehicle trips were equilibrated using a feedback mechanism in which travel times from
the Traffic Assignment model of the Dallas-Fort Worth Regional Travel Model (DFWRTM) were
iterated back through the Trip Distribution, Mode Choice, and Traffic Assignment models. This
step was taken to ensure consistency between the travel time impedance paths used to distribute
and route trips within the transportation model. Then the final 1996 vehicle trips were assigned
to both the Baseline and New TIP roadway networks. Also tested were the long-term effects of
the New TIP improvements. Two additional traffic assignments were performed using projected
2005 vehicle trips loaded onto the Baseline and New TIP networks.

Similar to the 1996 analysis, a 1990 roadway network was assigned 1990 vehicle trips generated

using the travel time equilibration technique. This exercise provides the vehicle miles of travel
and speeds needed to determine 1990 mobile source emissions estimates.
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EXHIBIT 16

DEMOGRAPHIC AND PERFORMANCE SUMMARY

FOR THE 1993 TIP CONFORMITY ANALYSIS

1990 1996 2005
Travel Travel Travel
and and and
Congestion Congestion Congestion
1990 Network |1996 Baseline 1996 New TIP [1996 Baseline 1996 New TIP
Population 3,599,000 3,918,000 3,918,000 4,350,000 4,350,000
Employment 2,259,000 2,542,000 2,542,000 2,951,000 2,951,000
Households 1,416,000 1,558,000 1,558,000 1,766,000 1,766,000
VMT 89,221,000 99,951,000 99,850,000 117,174,000 117,070,000
Speed (mph) 28.5 27.0 27.6 23.8 24.4




Emissions calculations were based on locally specific emission factors developed using EPA’s
MOBILE4.1 program. Special attention was given to spatial and temporal parameters so that the
emissions calculations were accurately estimated. These factors were used in a performance
evaluation program which reports travel characteristics and emissions by year, county, and facility
type. Vehicle miles of travel and average roadway speeds for all modeled episodes are shown
in Exhibit 16. For the 1996 comparison, implementing the New TIP projects decreased vehicle
miles of travel slightly, increased average speeds by 2 percent, and decreased congestion delay
by 6 percent. These roadway improvements accounted for 2.6 tons per day reduction in
hydrocarbon emissions between the Baseline and New TIP networks using 1996 travel and
congestion, as shown in Exhibit 17. Similar travel characteristics were demonstrated using 2005
travel and congestion. Vehicle miles of travel decreased slightly, speeds increased by 3 percent,
and congestion delay went down by 5 percent with the addition of the federally funded projects
in the TIP. This travel behavior contributed to the 1.7 percent (2.8 tons per day) reduction in
hydrocarbon emissions in Exhibit 18.

The transportation control measures in the New TIP scenario were processed separately using
MOBILE4.1 emission factors and 1996 and 2005 travel and congestion consistent with those
used for the roadway networks. Exhibit 19 contains the daily hydrocarbon emission reductions
from these measures between the Baseline and New TIP scenarios for the years 1996 and 2005.
In 1996, the New TIP control measures are expected to have 3.5 tons per day of hydrocarbon
benefits, as shown in Exhibit 19. This figure is 3.1 tons per day in 2005.

in summary, with 1996 travel and congestion, the Baseline emissions of 155.8 tons per day
decreased to New TIP emissions of 149.7 tons per day for a 3.9 percent reduction. Roadway
improvements and transportation control measures contributed 2.6 and 3.5 tons per day,
respectively. Applying 2005 travel and congestion to the New TIP projects, the Baseline
emissions were reduced from 164.9 tons per day to 159.0 tons per day. Roadway improvements
and transportation control measures contributed 2.8 and 3.1 tons per day, respectively.

From the results of the emissions comparisons made between the Baseline and New TIP
scenarios, it is demonstrated that implementation of the federally funded projects in the
1993 Transportation Improvement Program for the Dallas-Fort Worth Metropolitan Area provides
for a reduction in hydrocarbon emission levels. This holds true for both the attainment year of
1996 and the milestone year of 2005. Therefore, it can be concluded that the TIP contributes to
annual emissions reductions as required by the Act, and the TIP conforms to the purpose of the
State Implementation Plan. Appendix F contains a resolution, approved by the NCTCOG
Executive Board, endorsing the findings that the 1993 Transportation Improvement Program
conforms to the State Implementation Plan for air quality as well as supporting signatures.
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EXHIBIT 17

CONFORMITY OF THE 1993 TIP
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EXHIBIT 18

CONFORMITY OF THE 1993 TIP

1996 Network |

1996 Network with | .\

Federally Funded
TIP Projects

2005 Travel and Congestion

3.6% Reduction
1.7% Roadway Improvements
1.9% Transportation Control Measures
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EXHIBIT 19

EMISSIONS REDUCTIONS FROM THE
TCMs IN THE 1993 TIP

HYDROCARBON EMISSIONS (Ibs / day)

INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS
SIGNAL TIMING/PROGRESSION
GRADE SEPARATIONS

HOV LANES

ALTERNATIVE FUEL VEHICLES

MOTORIST ASSISTANCE/INCIDENT
DETECTION AND RESPONSE

PARK-AND-RIDE LOTS
TRAVEL DEMAND

BIKEWAYS

TOTAL (Ibs / day)

TOTAL (tons / day)

LOCATIONS ' 'CONGESTION =~ CONGESTION ~
250 LOCATIONS 1,577 1,352
850 LOCATIONS 3,297 2964

3 LOCATIONS 23 20

6 FACILITIES 1,462 1,261
300 VEHICLES 152 132
6 CORRIDORS 405 345

4 LOCATIONS 24 21
13 PROJECTS 109 91
3 FACILITIES 8 8
7,057 6,194

3.5 3.1



11. COST OVERRUNS AND PROGRAM AMENDMENTS

The 1993 Transportation Improvement Program list of projects is constrained against available
resources for each of the nine years of the Program. Therefore, all projects in Year 1 are of equal
high priority. Since the Program is balanced to available resources, cost overruns would result
in the potential of high priority projects being delayed into Year 2. Several other types of actions
result in the need to have a dynamic TIP monitoring program. Such items as cost underruns,
local governments unable to meet local match requirements, lawsuits, delays in right-of-way or
utility clearances, and local governments not endorsing either federal environmental or State
design requirements and wishing to pursue the project with local funds are additional examples
of potential changes that could occur as a result of TIP implementation.

The current policy of the RTC is higher scored projects will be implemented first only if early
construction is feasible and funding caps are not violated. Therefore, changes listed above could
lead to projects being expedited or delayed. Diligent monitoring with frequent regular briefings
to the Regional Transportation Council is essential. The following RTC policy permits
administrative amendments by the NCTCOG Director of Transportation between regularly
scheduled RTC meetings:

The TIP Roadway Section and Transit Section Annual Elements may be amended by the
RTC at any time. Revisions are usually first submitted for review by the Highway
Technical Committee or the Public Transportation Technical Committee. The Technical
Committees recommend a position on each revision to the RTC and the Government
Applications Review Committee. The RTC acts on the Committees’ recommendations.
GARC considers the Technical Committee recommendations and recommends action for
the NCTCOG Executive Board.

An amendment can be submitted directly to the RTC to preclude the normal review
processing sequence if rapid turnaround is important. If the project is approved by the
RTC, it is submitted to GARC for TRACS review and then to the Executive Board for final
action.

The TIP is intended to be a current and accurate listing of transportation projects
proposed for federal funding. This document is using by federal agencies to assure that
local governments support projects for which federal funding has been requested. Timely
revisions to the TIP are important to avoid funding delays. The RTC has previously
endorsed the following administrative amendment policy and will reconsider this policy in
November 1992.

Administrative amendments are permitted:

e For up to 10 percent of any project $1,000,000 or more and up to $100,000 for any
project under $1,000,000 and

e For previously unprogrammed projects under $2,000.

Administrative amendments would not be permitted in the following situations:

e Adding a previously unprogrammed project $2,000 or over

& Completely eliminating or deleting a project

& Changing the nature of a project in a way which substantially reduces its
effectiveness
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e Changing the priority of a project
e Changing any aspect of fund allocation in the program
® Moving projects from the 2-9 Year Element to the Annual Element
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12. 1993 TIP ANNUAL ELEMENT

The 1993 Roadway Annual Element indicates an estimated total of $464,008,000. Participants
include TxDOT Districts 2 and 18, the Texas Turnpike Authority, and local governments. The
Transit Annual Element contains $62,221,000 in Section 9 projects. Below is a breakdown of the
roadway and transit projects by functional class and entity, respectively.

1993 TIP PROJECTS

Arl_ Other Local
A DART

Federal

State

TRANSIT ROADWAY
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13. SELF-CERTIFICATION AND REQUIREMENTS

On August 1, 1983, the federal regulations governing transportation planning under the Federal
Highway Administration and Federal Transit Administration grant programs were amended,
shifting many responsibilities from the federal government to the states, Metropolitan Planning
Organizations, and public transit operators.

The regulations in Section 450.112, Subpart A, of Title 23 of the Code of Federal Regulations,
mandate a self-certification process, wherein each state and MPO must document that these
responsibilities are being met in the regional transportation planning process. This certification
must accompany the TIP and be approved by the NCTCOG Executive Board and the RTC before
it is submitted to the federal funding agencies. Appendix F contains the federal requirements and
also demonstrates how the requests are met by the regional transportation planning process.
In addition, Appendix F provides certification statements from the RTC, TxDOT, and area transit
operators supporting the consistency of projects with these federal regulations.

FUTURE CERTIFICATION

Under the provisions of the Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991, the
Secretary shall assure that each Metropolitan Planning Organization in each Transportation
Management Area is carrying out its responsibilities under federal law by September 30, 1993,
and at least every three years thereafter. Certification may only be made if 1) the MPO is
complying with all applicable provisions of federal law and 2) the Transportation Improvement
Program for the Metropolitan Area has been approved by the Governor (23 USC 134(i)(5), FTA-
Section 8(i)(5)).

However, interim guidance provided by FHWA and FTA direct all MPOs to continue to self-certify
until additional federal regulations are issued.
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1993 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
TRANSIT ANNUAL ELEMENT CONTROL SUMMARY

SECTION 9 CAPITAL AND OPERATING ASSISTANCE

K DISTRICT 2 DISTRICT 18

PROJECT TOTAL FEDERAL PROJECT TOTAL FEDERAL

NUMBER PROJECT NAME COosT COST NUMBER PROJECT NAME cosT cosT
Operating G-93-1 Adington E & D Transportation 478,000 238,000 O-83-4 Grand Prairie E & D Transportation 138,000 88,000
0-93-2 FWTA General Transportation 9,180,000 4,590,000 0-82-10 MATA & City of Dailas (FY92) 200,600 100,000
0833 FWTA NETS £ & D Transportation 372,000 188,000 3-93-5 Mesauite E & D Transportation 28,000 14,000
0-92-3 Mesquite E & D Transportation (FY82) 28,000 14,000
O-85-8 Plano E & D Transportation 24,000 12,000
Subtotal 10,030,000 5,015,000 418,000 208,000
Capital C-83-1 Adington Capital Asslsta §10,000 485,000 C-g3-2 DART Vehicle Acquisition 2,400,000 1968,000
C-63-3 DART Vehicle Rehabilitation 6,800,000 5,440,000
C-93-4 DART Passenger Transfer Facilities 1,000,000 800,000
C-83-5 DART lliinois Station Transit Center 850,000 780,000
C-83-6 DART Hampton Station Center 800,000 720,000
C-83.7 DART Bus Shelters, Benches, & Signs §00,000 400,000
C-83-8 DART Electronics Shop - Construction 4,000,000 3,200,000
C-83-8 DART Fep! of Service Vehicles & Equip 50,000 780,000
C-83-10 DART Bus Tools & Equipment 350,000 280,000
C-93-11 DART Light Rail Transit Tools & Equip 2,284,000 1,827,000
C-g3-12 DART Computer Equipment 1,400,000 1,120,000
C-g2-6 DART Vehicle Acquisition 16,800,000 14,040,000
c-82-6 DART § Gadand Transit Center Constr 2,800,000 2,240,000
c-82-7 DART Lake Ray Hubbard Trans Ctr Constr 3,100,000 2,480,000
G-82-8 DART Vehicle Acquisition 1,317,000 1,074,000
C-92-13 DART Prestonwood Transit Cir Land Acg 2,500,000 2,000,000
C-82-14 DART Farmers Branch Trans Cir Land Acq 1,012,000 808,000
C-92-15 DART Pleasant Grove Trans Otr Land Acq 2,100,000 1,660,000
C-83-13 Mesquite Vehicle Acqulsition 100,000 80,000
Subtotal 510,000 485,000 51,263,000 41,678,000
Total Programmed 10,540,000 8,500,000 51,881,000 41,887,000
Allocation* §,501,000 41,154,000
Total Regional Allecation 48,855,000

* Includes canryover of 1892 District 18 funds in the amount of $24,437,000.




FTA SECTION 9 OPERATING ASSISTANCE SUMMARY TABLE

1993 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

ANNUAL ELEMENT FOR TRANSIT

PROJECT TOTAL FEDERAL
NUMBER PROJECT DESCRIPTION COST SHARE
0-93-1 Arlington E & D Transportation 478,000 239,000
0-93-2 FWTA General Transportation 9,180,000 | 4,590,000
0-93-3 FWTA NETS E & D Transportation 372,000 186,000
0-93-4 Grand Prairie E & D Transportation 138,000 69,000

0-92-10 McKinney Avenue Transit Authority and
City of Dallas (FY92) 200,000 100,000
0-93-5 Mesquite E & D Transportation 28,000 14,000
0-92-3 Mesquite E & D Transportation (FY92) 28,000 14,000
0-93-6 Plano E & D Transportation 24,000 12,000
TOTAL 10,448,000 5,224,000




FTA SECTION 9 CAPITAL ASSISTANCE SUMMARY TABLE

1993 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

ANNUAL ELEMENT FOR TRANSIT

PROJECT TOTAL FEDERAL
NUMBER DESCRIPTION COST SHARE
C-93-1 Arlington Capital Assistance 510,000 485,000
C-93-2 DART Vehicle Acquisition 2,400,000 1,868,000
C-93-3 DART Vehicle Rehabilitation 6,800,000 | 5,440,000
C-93-4 DART Passenger Transfer Facilities 1,000,000 800,000
C-93-5 DART lllinois Station Transit Center 950,000 760,000
C-93-6 DART Hampton Station Center 900,000 720,000
C-93-7 DART Bus Shelters, Benches, and Signs 500,000 400,000
C-93-8 DART Electronics Shop - Construction 4,000,000 3,200,000

C-93-9 DART Replacement of Service Vehicles

and Equipment 950,000 760,000
C-93-10 DART Bus Tools and Equipment 350,000 280,000
C-93-11 DART Light Rail Transit Tools and Equipment 2,284,000 1,827,000
C-93-12 DART Computer Equipment 1,400,000 1,120,000
C-92-5 DART Vehicle Acquisition 16,800,000 | 14,040,000
C-92-6 DART South Garland Transit Center 2,800,000 | 2,240,000

Construction
C-92-7 DART Lake Ray Hubbard Transit Center 3,100,000 | 2,480,000

Construction
C-92-8 DART Vehicle Acquisition 1,317,000 1,074,000
C-92-13 DART Prestonwood Transit Center

Land Acquisition 2,500,000 2,000,000
C-92-14 DART Farmers Branch Transit Center

Land Acquisition 1,012,000 809,000
C-92-15 DART Pleasant Grove Transit Center

Land Acquisition 2,100,000 1,680,000
C-93-13 Mesquite Vehicle Acquisition 100,000 80,000

51,773,000 | 42,016,000

| ]




FTA SECTION 9 ELDERLY AND DISABLED TRANSIT PROJECT SUMMARY TABLE

1993 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

ANNUAL ELEMENT FOR TRANSIT

ANNUAL
PROJECT ELEMENT | 1994-2001
NUMBER DESCRIPTION (FEDERAL) | (FEDERAL)
0-93-1 E & D Transportation Service
- City of Arlington 239,000 1,405,000
0-93-3 E & D Transportation Service
- FWTA/NETS 186,000 1,040,000
0-93-4 E & D Transportation Service
- City of Grand Prairie 69,000 345,000
0-93-5 E & D Transportation Service
- City of Mesquite 14,000 70,000
0-92-3 E & D Transportation Service, FY92
- City of Mesquite 14,000
0-93-6 E & D Transportation Service
- City of Plano 12,000 60,000
C-93-1 Capital Assistance
- City of Arlington 485,000 2,757,000
C-93-2 Vehicle Acquisition
- DART 1,968,000
C-92-5 Vehicle Acquisition
- DART 1,074,000
C-83-13 Vehicle Acquisition
- City of Mesquite 80,000
4,141,000 5,674,000




Section 9 Operating Assistance

1993 Annual Element - Transit Section
Transportation Improvement Program

Project Description Cost*
Number
0-93-1 Operating Assistance
E&D City of Arlington
This project will provide operating assistance for the
transportation of elderly and disabled through the 478,000 T
HandiTran program. 238,000 F
0-93-2 Operating Assistance
FWTA
9,180,000 T
This project will provide operating assistance for FWTA. 4,580,000 F
0-93-3 Operating Assistance
E&D FWTA
This project will provide operating assistance for the 372,000 T
transportation of elderly and disabled through the NETS 186,000 F
program.
Total District 2 Section 9 Operating Assistance projects 10,030,000 T
5,015,000 F

* T = total project cost, F = federal funds requested
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Section 9 Operating Assistance

1993 Annual Element - Transit Section
Transportation Improvement Program

Project Description Cost*
Number
0-93-4 Operating Assistance
E&D City of Grand Prairie
This project will provide operating assistance for elderly 138,000 T
and disabled transportation service, 69,000 F
0-92-10 Operating Assistance
McKinney Avenue Transit Authority and City of Dallas
(FY9o2)
200,000 T
This project would provide funds for operating assistance. 100,000 F
0-93-5 Operating Assistance
E&D City of Mesquite
This project will provide operating assistance for elderly 28,000T
and disabled transportation service. 14,000 F
0-92-3 Operating Assistance for Eiderly and Disabled
E&D Transportation Service
City of Mesquite (FY92)
This project would provide operating assistance for elderly
and disabled transportation service to and from City of 28,000 T
Mesquite recreation programs. 14,000 F
0-93-6 Operating Assistance
E&D City of Plano
This project will provide operating assistance for elderly 24,000 T
and disabled transportation service. 12,000 F
Total District 18 Section 9 Operating Assistance projects 418,000 T
209,000 F

* T = total project cost, F = federal funds requested
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Section 9 Operating Assistance

1993 Annual Element - Transit Section
Transportation Improvement Program

Project Description Cost*
Number
Total Section 9 Operating Assistance projects 10,448,000 T
5,224,000 F

* T = total project cost, F = federal funds requested
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Section 9 Capital Assistance

1993 Annual Element - Transit Section
Transportation Improvement Program

s
st

Project Description Cost*

Number

C-93-1 Capital Assistance

E&D City of Arlington
This project will provide for Handitran capital assistance 510,000 T
(95/5). 485,000 F
Total District 2 Section 9 Capitél Assistance projects 510,000 T

485,000 F

* T = total project cost, F = federal funds requested
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Section 9 Capital Assistanée

1993 Annual Element - Transit Section
- Transportation Improvement Program

Project
Number

Description

Cost*

C-93-2
E&D

C-93-3

C-83-4

C-93-5

Vehicle Acquisition
DART

This project will provide for the replacement of 46
HandiRide vans that were acquired in 1981 and will have
exceeded FTA criteria for replacement. These vehicles will
be wheelchair accessible and alternative fuel powered,
(83/17).

Vehicle Rehabilitation
DART

This project will provide for the rehabilitation of 463
vehicles to prolong length of service, decrease
maintenance costs, and reduce emissions.

Passenger Transfer Facilities
DART

This project will provide for the construction of passenger
transfer facilities at two locations: one at MLK Center in
South Dallas and the other in West Dallas at Bernal and
Canada. Enclosures and/or shelters will also be
constructed at major bus stops and transfer locations.

llinois Station Transit Center
DART

This project will provide for the construction of an LRT
station at lllinois Avenue on the South Oak Cliff line as part
of the DART Light Rail Transit Starter System. This
includes the incremental cost of constructing a bus transit
center enclosure and canopy at this LRT station.
Construction of the parking and LRT station is included in
the LRT budget and will be accelerated to make the
multimodal facility available to bus patrons prior to
commencement of LRT service in 1996.

2,400,000 T
1,968,000 F

6,800,000 T
5,440,000 F

1,000,000 T
800,000 F

950,000 T
760,000 F

* T = total project cost, F = federal funds requested
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Section 9 Capital Assistance

1993 Annual Element - Transit Section
Transportation Improvement Program

Project
Number

Description

Cost* H

C-93-6

C-93-7

C-93-8

Hampton Station Center
DART

This project will provide for the construction of a station at
Hampton Road on the West Oak Cliff line as part of the
DART Light Rail Transit Starter System. This provides for
the incremental cost of constructing a bus transit center
enclosure and canopy at this LRT station. Construction of
the parking and LRT station is included in the LRT budget
and will be accelerated to make this multimodal facility
available to bus patrons prior to commencement of LRT
service in 1996,

Bus Shelters, Benches, and Signs
DART

This project will provide for the acquisition and placement
of 50 additional bus shelters and procurement of
additional benches and signs.

Electronics Shop - Construction
DART

This project will provide for the construction of an
Electronics Shop for the maintenance of all electronic
components utilized on DART buses, HandiRide and
DARTAbout vans, and future light and commuter rail
vehicles.

800,000 T f
720,000 F

500,000 T
400,000 F

4,000,000 T
3,200,000 F

* T = total project cost, F = federal funds requested
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Section 9 Capital Assistance

1993 Annual Element - Transit Section
Transportation Improvement Program

Project Description Cost*
Number
C-93-9 Replacement of Service Vehicles and Equipment

DART

This project will provide for the replacement of vehicles

and equipment required to service DART’s bus and van

fleet, as well as replacement of supervisor vehicles and

automobiles. All vehicles exceed FTA replacement 850,000 T

requirements. 760,000 F
C-93-10 Bus Tools and Equipment

DART

This project will provide for the purchase of shop tools 350,000 T

and equipment required to maintain the DART bus fleet. 280,000 F
C-93-11 Light Rail Transit Tools and Equipment

DART

This project will provide for the purchase of tools and

equipment required for the LRT program, including special

field vehicles and related equipment, major shop tools and

equipment, and vehicles rerailing and electronic 2,284,000 T

equipment. 1,827,000 F
C-93-12 Computer Equipment

DART

This project will provide for the replacement of computers,

peripherals, and other related equipment. In addition, the

IBM mainframe computer will be upgraded to

accommodate the installation of data and management 1,400,000 T

systems. 1,120,000 F

* T = total project cost, F = federal funds requested
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S

Section 9 Capital Assistance

1993 Annual Element - Transit Section
Transportation Improvement Program

Project
Number

Description

Cost*

C-92-5

C-92-6

C-92-7

C-92-8
E&D

C-92-13

Vehicle Acquisition
DART

This project will provide for the purchase of 60
replacement natural gas buses (83/17).

South Garland Transit Center Construction
DART

This project will provide construction funds for DART's
South Garland Transit Center located at |.H. 635 and
Shiloch Road.

Lake Ray Hubbard Transit Center Construction
DART

This project will provide construction funds for DART's
Lake Ray Hubbard Transit Center located at Duck Creek
Drive west of Belt Line Road.

Vehicle Acquisition
DART :

This project will provide for the purchase of 40 expansion
vans for DART’s HandiRides program.

Prestonwood Transit Center Land Acguisition
DART

This project will provide funds for land acquisition for a
Prestonwood Transit Center to be located in the vicinity of
Prestonwood Blvd./Belt Line Road or Noel Road/Spring
Valley Road.

16,800,000 T
14,040,000 F

2,800,000 T
2,240,000 F

3,100,000 T
2,480,000 F

1,317,000 T
1,074,000 F

2,500,000 T
2,000,000 F

* T = total project cost, F = federal funds requested
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Section 9 Capital Assistance

1993 Annual Element - Transit Section
Transportation Improvement Program

Project Description Cost*
Number
C-92-14 Farmers Branch Transit Center Land Acquisition
DART
This project will provide funds for land acquisition for a
Farmers Branch Transit Center to be located in the vicinity 1,012,000 T
of Denton Drive and Valley View Drive. 809,000 F
C-92-15 Pleasant Grove Transit Center Land Acquisition
DART
This project will provide funds for land acquisition for a
Pleasant Grove Transit Center to be located in the vicinity '
of U.S. 175/Jim Miller Road or Bruton Road/Jim Miller 2,100,000 T
Road. 1,680,000 F
C-93-13 | Vehicle Acquisition
E&D City of Mesquite
This project will provide for the purchase of two
24-passenger replacement buses for the transportation of 100,000 T
elderly and disabled. 80,000 F
Total District 18 Section 9 Capital Assistance projects 51,263,000 T
41,678,000 F
Total Section 9 Capital Assistance projects 53,533,000 T
43,043,000 F

* T = total project cost, F = federal funds requested
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Section 3 Capital Assistance

1993 Annual Element - Transit Section
Transportation Improvement Program

V Project
Number

Description

Cost*

C-93-50

C-93-51

C-93-53

C-93-54

C-93-562 .

Maintenance Facility
FWTA

This project would provide for the construction of a
maintenance facility. This also includes land acquisition to
expand operational area of FWTA’s grounds.

Vehicle Acquisition
FWTA

This project would provide for the purchase of four full-size
buses for expansion of service, rehabilitation of 29 buses,
and acquisition of five replacement MITS vans and two
expansion MITS vans.

Bus Shelters
FWTA

This project would provide for the replacement and
addition of 55 bus shelters.

Operations Equipment
FWTA

This project would provide for various system upgrades for
bus dispatching.

Maintenance Shop Equipment
FWTA

This project would provide for the purchase of various
shop equipment and tooling to upgrade maintenance
capabilities.

16,112,000 T
8,056,000 F

3,520,000 T
1,760,000 F

248,000 T
124,000 F

113,000 T
0OF

466,000 T
233,000 F

* T = total project cost, F = federal funds requested
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Section 3 Capital Assistance

1993 Annual Element - Transit Section
Transportation Improvement Program

Project Description Cost*
Number
C-93-55 | LAN/MIS Upgrade for Bus Operations

FWTA

This project would provide for system enhancement to 181,000 T

improve dispatching and staff interaction ability. 90,000 F
C-93-56 Marketing Planning Scheduling, Training, Human

Resources and Rideshare Equipment, Studies, and

Production

FWTA

This project would provide for a wide range of studies and

equipment needs for improvement of overall operation of 88,000 T

delivery of all FWTA services. 29,000 F
C-93-57 | Vehicle Acquisition

FWTA

This project would provide for the replacement of staff 99,000 T

vehicles. 50,000 F
C-93-58 Rideshare Signage and Computer Enhancements

FWTA

This project would provide enhancements to promote

carpooling and vanpooling throughout the Metroplex 634,000 T

region. 32,000 F
C-93-58¢ | MITS Operations

FWTA

This project would provide for system upgrades to MITS 33,000 T

dispatch. 15,000 F

* T = total project cost, F = federal funds requested
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Section 3 Capital Assistance

1993 Annual Element - Transit Section
Transportation improvement Program

Project
Number

Description

Cost*

C-93-60

| cose

C-93-62

C-93-63

New Copier—-Transportation Building
FWTA

This project would provide for one heavy duty, high speed
copier. This would reduce repair and maintenance
charges on current copying equipment.

Records Management Study
FWTA

This project would provide for a Records Management
Consultant to establish a Records Management System to
bring FWTA into compliance with the Local Government
Records Law (HB 1285).

Break Room Rehabilitation
FWTA

This project would provide for improvements to the
Administration Building Break Room as well as provide
more work space and general building maintenance.

RAILTRAN Proiect Manager
FWTA

This project would provide for a the employment of a
RAILTRAN project manager or the hiring of a consulting
service to manage the technical aspects of the
RAILTRAN/Intermodal Center Project.

15,000 T
8,000 F

30,000 T
OF

3,000T
2,000 F

64,000 T
OF

* T = total project cost, F = federal funds requested
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Section 3 Capital Assistance

1993 Annual Element - Transit Section
Transportation Improvement Program

H Project Description Cost*

Number

C-93-64 RAILTRAN Commuter Line/Intermodal Transportation
Center
FWTA
This project will provide for construction of the RAILTRAN 13,400,000 T
commuter line and an Intermodal Transportation Center. 5,680,000 F
Total District 2 Section 3 Capital Assistance projects 34,441,000T

16,079,000 F

* T = total project cost, F = federal funds requested
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Section 3 Capital Assistance

1993 Annual Element - Transit Section
Transportation Improvement Program

Project
Number

Description

Cost*

C-93-65

C-93-66

C-93-67

South Oak Cliff Light Rail Transit Program
DART

This project will provide for the construction of a 9.6-mile
light rail transit system extending through the Dallas CBD
to the terminus at Ledbetter and Lancaster in South Oak
Cliff. The FY 93 program includes construction of the CBD
and OC-1 line segments and the Service and Inspection
Maintenance Facility, procurement and installation of the
Electric Traction, Signal and Communication Systems, and
procurement of 19 LRT vehicles.

South Oak Cliff Bus Maintenance Facility and Training

Academy
DART

This project will provide for the construction of a 250-bus
maintenance facility, alternative fuel stations, and training
academy. This facility consolidates maintenance functions
now performed at the leased East Grand facility and the
Oak Cliff facility, which will be used as a maintenance
base for nonrevenue and HandiRide vehicles. This project
provides a single location to maintain the expanding fleet
of alternative fuel buses. In addition, all DART bus, rail,
and police training functions will be consolidated at this
location.

Dallas CBD Multimodal Transfer Facilities
DART

This project will provide for land acquisition and
construction of two Dallas CBD Multimodal Transfer
Centers to accommodate the 30,000 bus patrons that
transfer daily in the CBD as well as other bus riders. Each
location will have an enclosure and canopy, with 16 bus
bays at the Pacific and Giriffin site and 22 bus bays at the
Pearl and Olive site. The sites will also be used by
DART's HandiRide and DARTAbout vans as well as taxis
and are adjacent to the future DART LRT line on Pacific
and Bryan.

200,000,000 T
107,000,000 F

30,000,000 T
24,000,000 F

20,000,000 T
16,000,000 F

* T = total project cost, F = federal funds requested
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Section 3 Capital Assistance

1993 Annual Element - Transit Section
Transportation Improvement Program

T e e o7 e

Project Description Cost*
Number
Total District 18 Section 3 Capital Assistance projects 250,000,000 T
147,000,000 F
Total Section 3 Capital Assistance projects 282,218,000 T

162,089,000 F

* T = total project cost, F = federal funds requested
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DISTRICT 2
Section 16 Capital Assistance

1993 Annual Element - Transit Section
Transportation Improvement Program

Project Description Cost*
Number
C-83-100 | Vehicle Acquisition
E&D American Red Cross
This project will provide for the purchase of three Type |
vans w/lifts, three Type VIl vans w/ramps, and one Type IX 180,000 T
van. 144,000 F
C-93-101 | Vehicle Acquisition
E&D Concerned Citizens
This project will provide for the purchase of one Type IX 21600 T
van. 17600 F
C-93-102 | Vehicle Acquisition
E&D Dan Danciger
I This project will provide for the purchase of one Type IX 30,000 T
van. 24,000 F
C-93-103 | Vehicle Acquisition
E&D Hood County Committee on Aging
This project will provide for the purchase of one Type IX 25,000 T
van. 20,000 F
C-83-104 | Vehicle Acquisition
E&D Johnson County
This project will provide for the purchase of one Type | van 35,000 T
wilift. 28,000 F

* T = total project cost, F = federal funds requested
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DISTRICT 2
Section 16 Capital Assistance

1993 Annual Element - Transit Section
Transportation Improvement Program

Project Description Cost*
Number
C-93-105 | Vehicle Acquisition
E&D Lakewood Village
This project will provide for the purchase of one Type IX 20,000 T
van wi/lift. 16,000 F
C-93-106 | Vehicle Acquisition
E&D N.E. YMCA
This project will provide for the purchase of two Type | 66,000 T
vans. 52,800 F
C-93-107 | Vehicle Acquisition
E&D Parker County C.O.A.
This project will provide for the purchase of two Type IX 42,000 T
vans. 33,600 F
C-93-108 | Vehicle Acquisition
E&D Stephenville Senior Citizens
This project will provide for the purchase of one Type IX 30,000 T
vans w/lift. 24,000 F
C-93-109 | Vehicle Acquisition
E&D Trinity Terrace Retirement
This project will provide for the purchase of one Type Vil 18,000 T
van (85/15). 15,400 F

* T = total project cost, F = federal funds requested
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DISTRICT 2
Section 16 Capital Assistance

1993 Annual Element - Transit Section
Transportation Improvement Program

Project Description Cost*
Number
C-93-110 | Vehicle Acquisition
E&D Westchester House
This project will provide for the purchase of one 39,000 T
26-passenger Type Il van w/lift. 31,200 F
C-93-111 | Vehicle Acquisition
E&D Wise County Committee on Aging
This project will provide for the purchase of one Type | van 17,000 T
wilift. 13,600 F
Total District 2 Section 16 Capital Assistance projects 467,600 T
420,200 F

* T = total project cost, F = federal funds requested
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DISTRICT 18
Section 16 Capital Assistance

1993 Annual Element - Transit Section
Transportation Improvement Program

Project Description Cost*
Number
C-93-112 | Vehicle Acquisition
E&D Alameda Heights
This project will provide for the purchase of one Type X 28,400 T
minivan. 23520 F
C-93-113 | Vehicle Acquisition
E&D Bannon, Inc.
This project will provide for the purchase of one Type IX 20,000 T
van. 16,000 F
C-83-114 | Vehicle Acquisition
E&D CC Young Memorial
This project will provide for the purchase of one Type VIi 29,400 T
minivan. 23,520 F
C-93-115 | Vehicle Acquisition
E&D Catholic Charities of DLS
This project will provide for the purchase of two Type IX 40,000 T
vans. 32,000 F
C-93-116 | Vehicle Acquisition
E&D Christ Trinity Church
This project will provide for the purchase of one Type IX 60,000 T
van and one Type lIl bus w/lift. 48,000 F

* T = total project cost, F = federal funds requested
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DISTRICT 18
Section 16 Capital Assistance

1993 Annual Element - Transit Section
Transportation Improvement Program

Project Description Cost*
Number
C-83-117 | Vehicle Acquisition
E&D City of Cedar Hill
This project will provide for the purchase of two Type IX 40,000 T
vans. 32,000 F
C-93-118 | Vehicle Acquisition
E&D Community Ministries
This project will provide for the purchase of one Type | 35700T
bus w/lift, 28,560 F
C-83-119 | Vehicle Acquisition
E&D Denton County ARC
This project will provide for the purchase of one Type IX 20,000T
van. 16,000 F
C-83-120 | Vehicle Acquisition
E&D Ellis County COA
This project will provide for the purchase of two Type X 58,800 T
minivans. 47,040 F
C-83-121 | Vehicle Acquisition
E&D Ennis Golden Circle
This project will provide for the purchase of one Type IX 20,000T
van, 16,000 F

* T = total project cost, F = federal funds requested
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DISTRICT 18
Section 16 Capital Assistance

1993 Annual Element - Transit Section
Transportation Improvement Program

Project Description Cost*
Number
C-93-122 | Vehicle Acquisition
E&D Nexus
This project will provide for the purchase of two Type IX 40,000 T
vans. 32,000 F
C-83-123 | Vehicle Acquisition
E&D Project Independence
This project will provide for the purchase of three Type IX 60,000 T
vans. 48,000 F
C-93-124 | Vehicle Acquisition
E&D RIL, Inc.
This project will provide for the purchase of one Type VIII 370007
stationwagon and one Type IX van. 19,600 F
C-93-125 | Vehicle Acquisition
E&D Sequoia
This project will provide for the purchase of one Type | 16,800 T
wi/lift. 13,440 F
C-93-126 | Vehicle Acquisition
E&D Variety Club
This project will provide for the purchase of three Type li 218,400 T
vans w/lifts and seven Type IX vans. 174,720 F

* T = total project cost, F = federal funds requested
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DISTRICT 18
Section 16 Capital Assistance

1993 Annual Element - Transit Section
Transportation Improvement Program

Project Description Cost*
Number
C-83-127 | Vehicle Acquisition
E&D Wings of Mercy
This project will provide for the purchase of two Type IX 40,000 T
vans. 32,000 F
Total District 18 Section 16 Capital Assistance projects 765500 T
602,400 F
Total Section 16 Capital Assistance projects 1,233,100 T
1,022,600 F

* T = total project cost, F = federal funds requested
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DISTRICT 2 )
Section 18 Capital, Operating, and Administrative Assistance

1993 Annual Element - Transit Section
Transportation Improvement Program

Project Description Cost*
Number
" C-93-150 | Vehicle Acquisition and COA
E&D Cletran Transportation System
This project will provide for the purchase of one Type | van
and computer/sofiware as well as other Capital, Operating, 182,639 T
and Administrative assistance. 116,807 F
C-93-151 | COA
E&D Palo Pinto County Transportation Council
This project will provide for the purchase of office
equipment as well as other Capital, Operating, and 251,500 T
Administrative assistance. 148,820 F
C-93-182 | Vehicle Acquisition and COA
E&D Parker County Transportation Service, Inc. (PCTSI)
This project will provide for the purchase of one Type VI
van, one Type VIl van, and two two-way radios as well as 444355 T
other Capital, Operating, and Administrative assistance. 214285 F
C-93-153 | COA
E&D The Transit System, Inc.
This project will provide for the construction of new
facilities as well as other Capital, Operating, and 400,470 T
Administrative assistance. 193,169 F
Total District 2 Section 18 Capital, Operating, and 1,278,964 T
Administrative Assistance projects 672,081 F

* T = total project cost, F = federal funds requested
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DISTRICT 18
Section 18 Capital, Operating, and Administrative Assistance

1993 Annual Element - Transit Section
Transportation Improvement Program

Project Description Cost*
Number
C-93-154 | Vehicle Acquisition
E&D Collin County Committee on Aging (CCCA)
This project will provide for the purchase of five vans
w/lifts. (STP funds requested; however, formally not 653,000 T
approved to date.) 402,400 F
C-93-155 | Fleet Restoration
E&D Community Services
This project will allow for restoration of vehicle fleet to 808,500 T
meet ADA requirements. 469,450 F
C-93-156 | Vehicle Acquisition and Facility Restoration
E&D Kaufman County Senior Citizen Service
This project will provide for the purchase of one bus, three
vans, and one stationwagon as well as administrative 893,830 7T
facility restoral. (STP funds approved in District 18.) 562,200 F
C-93-157 | Vehicle Acquisition
E&D Special Programs for Aging Needs (SPAN)
This project will provide for the purchase of five standard 1,356,200 T
vans and one transit coach. 810,910 F
Total District 18 Section 18 Capital, Operating, and 3,711,830 T
Administrative Assistance projects 2,244,960 F
Total Section 18 Capital, Operating, and Administrative 4,990,494 T
Assistance projects 2,917,041 F

* T = total project cost, F = federal funds requested
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DISTRICT 1
Section 18 Capital, Operating, and Administrative Assistance

1993 Annual Element - Transit Section
Transportation Improvement Program

Project Description Cost*
Number
C-93-158 | Vehicle Acquisition and COA
E&D Hunt County Committee on Aging
This project will provide for the purchase of one Type |l
van as well as other Capital, Operating, and Administrative 146,855 T
assistance. 60,255 F

* T = total project cost, F = federal funds requested
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Locally Funded Projects

1993 Annual Element - Transit Section
Transportation Improvement Program

Project
Number

Description

Cost*

Commuter Rail Vehicle Rehabilitation
DART

This project will provide for the rehabilitation of Rail Diesel
Cars (RDC) DART is currently procuring for Phase | of the
Commuter Rail Project from Union Station to the South
Irving Transit Center. All mechanical components and
systems will be rehabilitated or replaced, and the interiors
of these vehicles will be upgraded to "new condition" and
modified for full compliance with ADA requirements.

Commuter Rail Maintenance Fagility
DART

This project will fund the construction of a facility for
maintenance and storage of commuter rail equipment.
The facility will meet the needs of DART's Phase |
Commuter Rail Project but will be designed to
accommodate expansion of rail service to Fort Worth and
Dallas/Fort Worth International Airport. The facility will
include a maintenance shop, offices, car washing
equipment, and a vehicle storage yard.

Dallas Union Station Intermodal Enhancements
DART

This project encompasses a range of facility improvements
that are required to permit this existing intermodal station
to support efficiently an expanded mix of light rail,
commuter rail, intercity rail passenger, and local bus
transit services. The proposed improvements include
track and signal rearrangement, platform and canopy
construction, accessibility improvements and ADA
compliance, and roadway access. The estimated cost of
these improvements is $9.1 million. The DART LRT budget
has identified funding for $6.4 million for these
improvements.

12,000,000 T
12,000,000 L

5,000,000 T
5,000,000 L

2,700,000 T
2,700,000 L

* T = total project cost, L = local match

11-31




CE-11

2-9 Year Element
1994-2001 Transportation Improvement Program
North Central Texas Region
Transit Section - Capital and Operating Assistance Projects
Aggregated Summary by Expenditure Type

Estimated Cost

||

Project Description Source ($1,000s)
FTA
(FTA) FY 1994 FY 1995 FY 1996 FY 1997/ FY 1999/ TOTAL
1998 2000/2001
DISTRICT 2 - ARLINGTON H

Capital Assistance
City of Arlington
This project will provide capital
assistance for the HandiTran program
(95/5) (reference Project C-93-1 in 275 T 150 T 560 T 655 T 1,262 T 29027
Annual Element). Section 9 261 F 143 F 532 F 622 F 1,199 F 2,757 F
Operating Assistance
City of Arlington
This project will provide operating
assistance for the HandiTran program
(reference Project 0-93-1 in Annual 538 T 598 T 478 T 598 T 598 T 2810T
Element). Section 9 269 F 299 F 239 F 299 F 209 F 1,405 F
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2-9 Year Element
1994-2001 Transportation Improvement Program
North Central Texas Region
Transit Section - Capltal and Operating Assistance Projects
Aggregated Summary by Expenditure Type

Estimated Cost
Project Description Source ($1,000s)
FTA
(FTA) FY 1994 FY 1995 FY 1996 FY 1997/ FY 1999/ TOTAL
1998 2000/2001 I
DISTRICT 2 - FWTA
Vehicle Rehabilitation
FWTA
This project will provide for the 600 T 600 T
rehabilitation of 12 buses. Section 9 300 F 300F
Vehicle Acquisition
FWTA
This project will provide for the 1,038 T 1,038 T
replacement of three airporter buses. Section 9 240 F 240F
Vehicle Acquisition
FWTA
This project will provide for the 272T 710 T 1,480 T 24627
replacement of 17 MITS vans. Section 9 136 F 375 F 737 F 1,248 F
[

e
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2-9 Year Element
1994-2001 Transportation Improvement Program
North Cenira! Texas Region
Transit Section - Capital and Operating Asslstance Projects
Aggregated Summary by Expenditure Type

| BAaEes——
Estimated Cost
Project Description Source ($1,000s)
FTA
(FTA) FY 1994 FY 1995 FY 1996 | FY 1997/ | FY 1999/ TOTAL |
1998 2000/2001
DISTRICT 2 - FWTA
Vehicle Acquisition
FWTA
This project will provide for the
purchase of five vans to expand MITS 27271 142 T 206 T 710T
service, Section 9 136 F 71F 148 F 355 F
Operating Assistance
FWTA
This project will provide for operating
assistance (reference Project 0-93-2 in 8,384 T 8,792T 7,316 T 8878 T 8878 T 42,148 T
Annual Element). Section 9 4192 F 4,396 F 3,658 F 4,439 F 4,389 F 21,074 F
Operating Assistance
FWTA
This project will provide for NETS
operating assistance (reference 4127 4327 3727 432 T
Project 0-83-3 in Annual Element). Section 9 206 F 216 F 186 F 216 F

§
B 4

=
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2-9 Year Element
1994-2001 Transportation Improvement Program
North Central Texas Region

Transh Section - Capital and Operating Assistance Projecis
Aggregated Summary by Expenditure Type

s
Estimated Cost
Project Description Source {$1,000s)
A
(FTA) FY 1994 FY 1995 FY 1996 FY 1997/ FY 1999/ TOTAL
1998 2000/2001
DISTRICT 18 - DART
Vehicle Acquisition
DART
This project will provide for the
replacement of alternative fuel
HandiRide vans for the transportation of 5400T 2000T 2400T 9438 T 9,800T 29,038 T
elderly and disabled (83/17). Section 9 4,482 F 1,660 F 1,992 F 7.834 F 8,134 F 24102 F
Vehicle Acquisition
DART
This project will provide for the
replacement of alternative fuel vehicles 3100T 3100 T 3,100T 9300T
for the DARTAbout program (83/17). Section 9 2,573 F 2573 F 2,573 F 7,719 F
Vehicle Acquisition
DART
This project will provide for the g 18810T | 18,459T | 29264 T 50,058 T § 116691 T
replacement of alternative fuel buses Section 9 15,695 F 15,321 F 24,289 F 41,548 F 96,853 F
(83/17).

X
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2-9 Year Element
1994-2001 Transportation Improvement Program

North Central Texas Region
Transit Section - Capital and Operating Assistance Projects
Aggregated Summary by Expenditure Type

Project Description

Source
(FTA)

Estimated Cost

($1,000s)

FY 1994

FY 1995

FY 1996

FY 1997/
1998

TOTAL

DISTRICT 18 - DART

of the Starter System.

Light Rail Transit Tools and Equipment
DART

This project will provide for the
purchase of tools and equipment
required for the LRT program, including
special field vehicles and related
equipment, major shop tools and
equipment, and vehicles rerailing and
electronic equipment (reference

Project C-93-11 in Annual Element).

Assorted Transit Capital
DART

This project will provide for assorted
transit capital.

Light Rail Transit System
DART

This project will provide for construction

Section 9

Section 9

Section 3

3816 T
3,053 F

8735 T
6,988 F

175,200 T
35,039 F

180,700 T

38,140 F

mm—

135,000 T

27,000 F

37300T

7,460 F

3816 T
3,083 F

8735T
6,988 F

538200 T
107,639 F

s
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2-9 Year Element
1994-2001 Transportation improvement Program
North Central Texas Region

Transit Section - Capital and Operating Assistance Projects
Aggregated Summary by Expenditure Type

Estimated Cost

Project Description Source ($1,000s)
FTA
(FTA) FY 1994 FY 1995 FY 1996 | FY 1997/ | FY 1999/ TOTAL
1998 2000/2001 i
DISTRICT 18 - DART
Light Rail Transit System
DART
This project will provide for the
construction of the North Central 5800T 5800T 31,400T 765007 § 119500T
extension. Section 3 4640 F 4,640 F 21,980 F 61,200 F 92,460 F
Commuter Rail
DART
This project will provide for the
implementation of commuter rail 25300 T 25300 T
service. Section 3 20,240 F 20,240 F

|
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2.9 Year Element
1994-2001 Transportation Improvement Program

North Central Texas Region
Transit Section - Capital and Operating Assistance Projects
Aggregated Summary by Expenditure Type

Project Description

Source
(FTA)

Estimated Cost

(81,000s)

FY 1994

FY 1985

FY 1996

FY 1997/
1998

FY 1999/
2000/2001

TOTAL

DISTRICT 18 - GRAND PRAIRIE

Vehicle Acquisition
City of Grand Prairie

This project will provide for the
purchase of one 15-passenger
replacement bus, one 20-passenger
reptacement bus, and one
15-passenger expansion bus for elderly
and disabled transportation service. All
vehicles will be lift-equipped {95/5).

Vehicle Acquisition
City of Grand Prairie

This project will provide for the
replacement of two lift-equipped
15-passenger vehicles and one
nonlift-equipped vehicle for elderly and
disabled transportation service (95/5).

Section 9

Section 9

125 T
119F

457
42 F

15T
109 F

GEEE

SH
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2-8 Year Element
1994-2001 Transportation Improvement Program
North Central Texas Region
Transit Section - Capital and Operating Assistance Projects
Aggregated Summary by Expenditure Type

Estimated Cost
Project Description Source ($1,000s)
FTA
1A FY 1994 FY 1995 FY 1996 | FY 1997/ | FY 1999/ TOTAL
1998 2000/2001
DISTRICT 18 - GRAND PRAIRIE

Operating Assistance
City of Grand Prairie
This project will provide for operating
assistance for elderly and disabled
transportation service (reference 138 T 138 T 138 T 138 7T 138 T 690T
Project 0-93-4 in Annual Element). Section 9 69 F 69 F 69 F 69 F 69 F 345 F

S
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2-9 Year Element
1994-2001 Transportation Improvement Program
North Central Texas Region
Transit Section - Capltal and Operating Assistance Projects
Aggregated Summary by Expenditure Type

Project Description

Source
(FTA)

Estimated Cost
($1,000s)

FY 1994

FY 1995

FY 1996

FY 1997/
1998

FY 1999/
2000/2001

TOTAL

ISTRICT 18 -

MESQUITE

Vehicle Acquisition
City of Mesquite

This project will provide for the
purchase of five propane minivans
converted for elderly and disabled
trangportation service,

Operating Assistance
City of Mesquite

This project will provide for operating
assistance for elderly and disabled
transportation service (reference
Project 0-93-5 in Annual Element).

Section 9

Section 9

178 T
140 F

287
14F

28T
14 F

287
14 F

28T
14 F

175 T
140 F

140T
707
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2-9 Year Element
1994-2001 Transporiation improvement Program
North Central Texas Region
Transit Section - Capital and Operating Assistance Projects
Aggregated Summary by Expenditure Type

Estimated Cost

Project Description Source ($1,000s)
FTA
F1A) FY 1994 FY 1995 FY 1996 | FY 1997/ | FY 1999/ TOTAL
1998 200072001
DISTRICT 18 - PLANO

Operating Assistance
City of Plano
This project will provide operating
assistance for elderly and disabled
transportation service (reference 247 24T 247 247 247 120 T
Project 0-93-6 in Annual Element). Section 9 12F 12 F 12F 12F 12F 60 F

e e ]




2-9 Year Element
1994-2001 Transportation Improvement Program
North Central Texas Region
Transit Section - Locally Funded Projects
Aggregated Summary by Expenditure Type

Estimated Cost
Project Description ($1,000s)

FY 1994 FY 1995 FY 1996 | FY 1997/ | FY 1999/ TOTAL
1998 2000/2001

DISTRICT 18 - DART

11

Light Rail Transit System

DART

This project will provide for the

construction of the Garland Line of the 10,200T| 10600T | 57,100T | 129200T § 207,100 T
light rail transit system. 10,200 L 10,600 L 57100 L | 129,200L § 207,100 L

Commuter Rail

DART

This project will provide for

implementation of commuter rail service 23701 T 5000T 50007 33,701 T
in the RAILTRAN corridor. 23,701 L 5,000 L 5,000 L 33,701 L

Local Assistance Program
DART

This project will provide for a technical 996 T 996 T 747 T 2,739 T
assistance program. 986 L 986 L 747 L 2,739 L
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1993 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
TRANSIT ANNUAL ELEMENT CONTROL SUMMARY

SECTION 9 CAPITAL AND OPERATING ASSISTANCE

” DENTON LEWISVILLE
PROJECT TOTAL FEDERAL PROJECT TOTAL FEDERAL
NUMBER PROJECT NAME CosT cosT NUMBER PROJECT NAME cosT COsT
Operating DO-83-1 Denton BPAN E & D Transportation 440,000 220,000 10-83-1 Lewisville SPAN E & D Transportation 130,000 65,000
Subtotal 440,000 220,000 130,000 65,000
u Capital DC-83-1 Denton Vehicle Acguisition 151,000 121,000 LC-93-1 Lewisville Vehicle Acgulsition 40,000 36,000
ﬂ Subtotal 181,000 121,000 40,000 38,000
Tetat Programmed 591,000 341,000 170,000 101,000
Allocation 341,000 101,000

s
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Section 9 Operating Assistance

1993 Annual Element - Transit Section
Transportation Improvement Program

&

Project Description Cost*

Number

DO-93-1 Operating Assistance

E&D City of Denton
This project will provide for operating assistance for elderly 440,000 T
and disabled transportation service through the SPAN 220,000 F
program.
Total Denton Section 9 Operating Assistance projects 440,000 T
220,000 F

* T = total project cost, F = federal funds requested
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Section 9 Operating Assistance

1993 Annual Element - Transit Section
Transportation Improvement Program

Project Description Cost*

Number

LO-93-1 Operating Assistance

E&D City of Lewisville
This project will provide for operating assistance for
demand-responsive elderly and disabled transportation 130,000 T
service. 65,000 F
Total Lewisville Section 9 Operating Assistance projects 130,000 T

65,000 F

* T = total project cost, F = federal funds requested
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Section 9 Capital Assistance

1993 Annual Element - Transit Section
Transportation Improvement Program

Project Description Cost*

Number

DC-93-1 Vehicle Acquisition

E&D City of Denton
This project will provide for the purchase of three 151,000 T
lift-equipped vans. 121,000 F
Total Denton Section 9 Capital Assistance projects 151,000 T

121,000 F

* T = total project cost, F = federal funds requested

11-46
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Section 9 Capital Assistance

1993 Annual Element - Transit Section
Transportation Improvement Program

Project Description Cost*

Number

LC-93-1 Vehicle Acquisition

E&D City of Lewisville
This project will provide for the purchase of one
handicapped-equipped CNG van for the transportation of 40,000 T
elderly and disabled (80/10). 36,000 F
Total Lewisville Section 9 Capital Assistance projects 40,000 T

36,000 F

* T = total project cost, F = federal funds requested
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2-9 Year Element
1994-2001 Transportation Improvement Program

North Central Texas Region
Transit Section - Capital and Operating Assistance Projects
Aggregated Summary by Expenditure Type

Estimated Cost.
Project Description Source ($1,000s)
FTA
13 FY 1994 FY 1995 FY 1996 | FY 1997/ | FY 1999/ TOTAL
1998 2000/2001
DENTON

Vehicle Acquisition
City of Denton
This project will provide for the
purchase of a five trolleys and 12 vans
(reference Project DC-93-1 in Annual 1217 36T 36T 73T 109 T 375 T
Element). Section 9 97 F 29 F 29F 58 F 87 F 300F
Operating Assistance
City of Denton
This project will provide for operating
assistance for elderly and disabled
transportation service through the :
SPAN program (reference 488 T 624 T 624 T 1,248 T 1,872 T 4,856 T
Project DO-93-1 in Annual Element). Section 9 244 F 312F 312F 624 F 936 F 2428 F
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2-9 Year Element
1994-2001 Transportation Improvement Program
North Central Texas Region
Transit Section - Capital and Operating Assistance Projects
Aggregated Summary by Expenditure Type

Project Description

Source
(FTA)

Estimated Cost

($1,000s)

FY 1994

FY 1995

FY 1996

FY 1997/
1998

FY 1999/
2000/2001

TOTAL

LEWISVILLE

Vehicle Acquisition
City of Lewisville

This project will provide for the
purchase of two Type lli expansion
buses equipped with CNG conversion
and repiacement of two Type lll buses
and one van equipped with CNG
conversion for the transportation of
elderly and disabled (90/10) (reference
Project LC-93-1 in Annual Element).

Operating Assistance
City of Lewisville

This project will provide for operating
assistance for demand-responsive
elderly and disabled transportation
service with 5 percent increase in
service each year {reference

Project LO-93-1 in Annual Element).

Section 9

Section 9

178 T
142 F

136 T
68 F

178 T
142 F

1427
71F

178 T
142 F

150 T
75 F

178 T
142 F

150 T
75F

178 T
142 F

1580 T
75 F

890 T
710F

7287
364 F
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ROADWAY SECTION

INTRODUCTION

The Roadway Section of the 1993 Transportation Improvement Program includes federal, State,
and local government projects in the Dallas-Fort Worth Metropolitan Area. This Program includes
freeways, toll roads, other principal and minor arterials, and collectors. Projects are listed by
responsible agency and project name. Costs are given for each project by funding program and
by the major type activity being performed. The listing also provides a time table for when funds
will be spent on each project listed. The Roadway Section project tables were developed by the
Regional Pianning Office of the Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) in cooperation with
the North Central Texas Council of Governments, TxDOT Districts 2 and 18, and local
governments.

The Roadway Project listing includes those projects selected by TxDOT as part of the Interstate
Highway System, National Highway System, Surface Transportation Program--Urban Mobility and
Rural Mobility, and various other State roadway funding categories. In addition, those projects
selected by the MPO for Surface Transportation Program--Metropolitan Mobility and Congestion
Mitigation/Air Quality are listed, as well as roadway projects to be constructed by local
governments with local funding sources.

The Annual Element is an important section of this document. This section lists estimated
engineering, construction, and right-of-way costs by project expected in the fiscal year beginning
October 1, 1992



TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FEDERAL FUNDING PROGRAMS

TxDOT
ABBREVIATION DESCRIPTION CATEGORY
BR-OF Bridges--Off System 6B
BR-ON Bridges--On System 6A
CM Congestion Mitigation/Air Quality 5
COMM Commission Strategic Priority 12
DISC State-Funded Discretionary 11
DP Federal Demonstration Project 15
FEAS Feasibility Project 22
FED Other Federal Funds 19
FM State-Funded Farm-to-Market 8
INT-C Interstate Construction 1
INT-M Interstate Maintenance 2
LOCAL Local Funding Sources (not TxDOT) 20
METRO PASS Metro Match 17
MISC Miscellaneous 16
MOBL State-Funded Mobility 13
NH National Highway System--Miscellaneous 3E
NH-M National Highway System--Mobility 3A
NH-R National Highway System--Rehabilitation 3C
NH-TM National Highway System--Traffic Management 3D
NH-TX National Highway System--Texas Trunk System 3B
PARK State-Funded Park Roads 9
PASS Principal Arterial Street System 18
it PM State Preventative Maintenance 7
REHAB State-Funded Rehabilitation 14
SIGN State-Funded Rehabilitation of Signs, Signals, 10
ST-HE Surface Transportation Program--Safety 4A
ST-MM Surface Transportation Program--Metro Mobility 4C
ST-R Surface Transportation Program-—-State Rehabilitation 4F
ST-RM Surface Transportation Program--Rural Mobility 4E
ST-RX Surface Transportation Program--RR Grade Separation 4G
ST-TE Surface Transportation Program--Transp. Enhancement 4B
ST-UM Surface Transportation Program--Urban Mobility 4D
TOLL Toll Road Funding 21

FUNCTIONAL CLASSIFICATION

INT Interstate

FWY Freeway

P.A. Principal Arterial
M.A. Minor Arterial
COL. Collector
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Texas Department of Transportation
Projects

District 2






ST 02
FISCAL YEAR 1993

RESPONSIBLE AGENCY
PROJECT NUMBER
COUNTY LOCATION
CITY  LOCATION
PROP. LETTING DATE
TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
|ST 02 200
| TARRANT
FORT_WORTH
SEP1993
TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST 02 100
TARRANT
TARRANT COUNTY
MAY1993
| TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST 02 114
TARRANT
TARRANT COUNTY
MAY1993

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST 02 140

TARRANT

MANSFIELD

0CT1992

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST 02 160

TARRANT

FORT_WORTH

JuL1993

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST 02 180

TARRANT

FORT_WORTH

FEB1993

|TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
IST 02 1503

| JOHNSON

| CLEBURNE

|APR1993

ITEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
|ST 02 1504

| JOHNSON

|CLEBURNE

|APR1993

|ITEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
IST 02 1505

| JOHNSON

| JOHNSON COUNTY
|APR1993

1993 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM FOR THE DALLAS - FORT WORTH METROPOLITIAN AREA

PROJECT

LIMITS (FROM)

LIMITS (T0)

CONTROL-SECT-JOB

WORK DESCRIPTION
C.R. (SHELBY RD.)
AT VILLAGE CK.

0902-48-000
REPLACE BRIDGE

CR. 270
AT VILLAGE CK. NEAR
BURLESON

0902-50-030

MAJOR REHAB.

CR, 309
AT E. BUFFALO CK.

10902-50-028

MAJOR REHAB.

C.S. (BROAD ST.)

AT TRIB. TO WALNUT CK.
MANSFIELD

0902-48-111

MAJOR REHAB.

C.S. (MANSFIELD AVE.)

AT TRIB. OF SYCAMORE CK.
IN FORT WORTH
0902-48-114

MAJOR REHAB.

C.S. (PRECINCT LINE RD.)
AT WEST FORK TRINITY
RIVER IN FORT WORTH
0902-48-113

MAJOR REHAB.

F.M. 917

AT NOLAN RIVER

1181-02-021

|MAJOR REHAB.

F.M. 917
AT WALLACE BRANCH

1181-02-020
MAJOR REHAB.
FM. 917
AT WALNUT CK.

1181-04-024
MAJOR REHAB.

|FUNC CLS
LENGTH
LANES

|
| COMMENTS

FEDPRG

SEE ABBREVIATIONS AND NOTES FOLLOWING ROADWAY SECTION INTRODUCTION

AS OF OCTOBER 1 ,1993

|

YEAR 2 g YEAR 3 YEAR 4 =

Total | TOTAL | TOTAL | |

FED. ENGR. |FED. ENGR. |[FED. ENGR. |

STATE CONST. |STATE CONST. |STATE | CONST. |
LOCAL ROW |LOCAL | ROW |LOCAL | ROW

............................................

TxDOT -- REGIONAL PLANNING OFFICE AT ARLINGTON

PAGE 11I-3

YEAR 5-6 YEAR 7,8,9
TOTAL | TOTAL
FED. | ENGR. |FED. ENGR.
STATE | CONST.|STATE | CONST.
LOCAL | ROW LOCAL | ROW
| |
I I
| [ I |
| | I I
|
.............................. |
|
I
|
I
I
I
|
I
| |
I I
|
............... [
I | |
| | |
I | I I
I | I
]
............... |ommmmmmecmmeeo
REVISED:




ST 02
FISCAL YEAR 1993

RESPONSIBLE AGENCY
PROJECT NUMBER
COUNTY LOCATION
CITY  LOCATION
PROP. LETTING OATE

| TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT|
|ST 02 4205

| JOHNSON

| BURLESON

APR1993

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
|ST 02 4300

| TARRANT

|FORT WORTH I
FEB1393

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
|ST 02 5152 |
| TARRANT l
|HURST }

| TEXAS DEPT
|ST 02 5163
| TARRANT
ARLINGTON
AUG1993
{TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
IST 02 5180

TARRANT

FORT WORTH

AUG1993

| TEXAS DEPT
|ST 02 5154
| TARRANT
FORT WORTH
JAN1993
TEXAS DEPT
|ST 02 5155
TARRANT
ARLINGTON
IAU61993 {
| TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT |
ST 02 5160 |
TARRANT

HURST

MAY1993

| TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT|
|ST 02 5172 |
TARRANT
RICH HILLS
AUG1993

SEE ABBREVIATIONS AND NOTES FOLLOWING ROADWAY SECTION INTRODUCTION

1993 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM FOR THE DALLAS - FORT WORTH METROPOLITIAN AREA

PROJECT

LIMITS (FROM)
LIMITS (T0)
CONTROL-SECT-JOB
WORK DESCRIPTION

S.H. 174

JAT M-K-T R.R.
l
0019-01-085

MAJOR REHAB.

S.H. 199
AT WEST FORK TRINITY

|RIVER

0171-05-060
MAJOR REHAB.

BEOFORD-EULESS RD.
AT 5 INTERSECTIONS

0902-48-968

BOWEN RD.
AT PLEASANT RIDGE RD.

0902-48-972

CLEAR FORK/BENBROOK TRAIL
SOUTHWEST BLVD.

LAKE BENBROOK

0902-48-984

EXPAND BUSES
CITYWIDE

0902-48-958,969,970

F.M. 157 (COOPER ST.)
SPUR 303

ARKANSAS LN.
0747-03-903

F.M. 3029 (PRECINCT LINE RO
AT HARWOOD RD.

I
3025-01-905

GLENVIEW OR.
AT BOOTH-CALLAWAY RD.

I
0902-48-977

[FUNC CLS |FEDPRG
[LENGTH [------
[LANES  |STATE
I CAT.
COMMENTS |

| P.A. | BR-ON
| 0.1 ———
14/4/4 6A

P.A. | BR-ON

0.1 |----
4/4/4 6A
COMMENTS| BRIDG
TMA oM

s

COMMENTS| RTC
TMA M

BIKE | CM
-
COMMENTS| RTC S
oA oM
e
COMMENTS | RTC S
A oM
l 5
[COMMENTS | RTC S
Y
e
[COMMENTS | RTC
TMaAL M

| COMMENTS | RTC SE

AS OF OCTOBER 1 ,1993

_____________________________________________ |
YEAR 2 YEAR 3 | YEAR 4 l
ToTAL | TOTAL | [TOTAL | |
. | ENGR. [FED. | ENGR. |FED. | ENGR.
STATE | CONST.ISTATE | CONST.|STATE | CONST.|
LOCAL | ROW  |LOCAL | ROW :LOCAL | ROW =
----------------------------- |
| I | | I
| | | | |
| | | | | |
I | I | | |
.............. |---_--_-------_ emcme————————
I I | I
| | [
| I I i
| I | |
.............. |--------------- mmmmcmc————————
I | | I
| | I
| | | |
I | I |
0G RATING 85; COG #1654 l
............................................. ,
|
|
| | { |
C0G RATING 65; COG #1223 SIGNAL }MPROVEMENTS
|
[
{
0G RATING 35; COG #1297 |
EX i e0]
2,464| [ 536
| 3,080 | 670|
616| i 134 |
0G RATING 79; COG #2659 & 2674 | |
............. [y P
| I | I I |
I I I I
| [ | |
| I | |
0G RATING 75; c?s #155 |
I | | I
I | I
| .
0G RATING 70; COG #1658;SIGNAL IMPROVEMENTS

0G RATING 59; COG #2118 ;INTER. IMPROVEMENTS

-- REGIONAL PLANNING OFFICE AT ARLINGTON

REVISED:
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ST 02
FISCAL YEAR 1993

RESPONSIBLE AGENCY I
PROJECT NUMBER
COUNTY LOCATION l
CITY  LOCATION
PROP. LETTING DATE |

| TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT|
ST 02 5888 |
TARRANT

GRAPEVINE

AUG1993

ITEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST 02 5176

TARRANT

ARLINGTON

|AUG1993

| TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT|
ST 02 5153 |
TARRANT

HURST

IAU61993

ITEXAS DEPT
ST 02 2055
TARRANT
FORT_WORTH |
|DEC1992 |
|TEXAS DEPT
|ST 02 2185
| TARRANT

| FORT WORTH
|AUGl§93

ITEXAS DEPT
|ST 02 2256
| TARRANT

| FORT WORTH
|JUL1993
ITEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
[ST 02 5178

| TARRANT I
|HURST |
JuL1993 I

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT|
ST 02 5167 I
TARRANT
ARLINGTON |
AUG1993

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORTI
|ST 02 5179 [
| TARRANT
LAKE WORTH |
AUG1993 |

1993 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM FOR THE DALLAS - FORT WORTH METROPOLITIAN AREA

PROJECT

LIMITS (FROM)
LIMITS (T0)
CONTROL-SECT-JOB
WORK DESCRIPTION

GRAPEVINE /SOUTHLAKE
BIKE TRAIL

0902-48-981
CONSTRUCT BIKE TRAIL

GREEN 0AKS BLVD.
AT RANDOL MILL RD.

0902-48-903

HARWOOD RD.
AT 4 INTERSECTIONS

0902-48-968

. 30
AT UNIVERSITY DR.

1068-01-148
SIGNS OR ILLUM.

1.H

0014-16-200
SIGNS OR ILLUM.

LONG BOONE RD.
AT HURSTVIEW DR.

0902-48-983

MITCHELL ST.
AT WEST ST.

I
0902-48B-973

PARK AND RIDE
LOCATION

|
0902-48-985

. 35W
AT WESTERN CENTER BLVD.

FUNC CLS|FEDPRG
LENGTH  ]------
LANES  [STATE

| | CAT
| COMMENTS |

| INT. (o]
5.1 |ome--
|8F/BF/BF| 5
COMMENTS| TRAFF
| INT. | M
| 0.1 feene-
6F/6F 5
COMMENTS| TRAF
INT. | CM
aF/4FJ4F| 5
COMMENTS
" eo | CM

I
| M.A. | CM
I |----
I | 5
| COMMENTS | RTC §
| P.A. | CM
I |----
| | 5
|

| I
SEE ABBREVIATIONS - AND NOTES FOLLOWING ROADWAY SECTION INTRODUCTION

AS OF OCTOBER 1 ,1993
U vz | vem3
ToTAL | TOTAL |
FED. | ENGR. [FED. | ENGR.
STATE | CONST.ISTATE | CONST
LOCAL | ROW [LOCAL | ROM

o
(53]
=
—
z—
D
@
w
P
(=)
o
D
-
—
o
w
w

COG RATING 65 ;C0G

|
£0G RATING 37;C0G # 1782

0G RATING 43; COG # 172; SIGNALl

lO————

. ISTATE

|
#212;SIGNAL IMPROVEMENTS

ENGR.
CONST.

I
FED. I
| ROW

LOCAL

i
TxDOT -- REGIONAL PLANNING OFFICE AT AR INGTON

I
|
[
I

YEAR 5-6
oAl |
FED. | ENGR.
STATE | CONST.
LOCAL [ ROW |

REVISED:

PAGE III-5

YEAR 7,8,9
TOTAL |
FED. | ENGR.
STATE | CONST.
LOCAL | ROW




ST 02
FISCAL YEAR 1993

RESPONSIBLE AGENCY
PROJECT NUMBER
COUNTY LOCATION
CITY  LOCATION
PROP. LETTING DATE

| TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
IST 02 4028

| TARRANT

|EULESS

}MAR1993

|TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
IST 02 4106

| TARRANT

|BEDFORD

| JAN1993

|TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
|ST 02 4104

| TARRANT

|GRAPEVINE

1993 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PRUGRAM FOR THE DALLAS - FORT WORTH METROPOLITIAN AREA

| PROJECT

LIMITS (FROM)
LIMITS (T0)
CONTROL-SECT-J0B
WORK DESCRIPTION

S.H. 10
AT VINE ST. IN EULESS

0094-02-085
ISIGNS OR ILLUM.

S.H. 121

AT CENTRAL DR.
IN BEDFORD
0364-01-076
SIGNS OR ILLUM.

S.H. 121

|AT GLADE RD.
|IN GRAPEVINE
10364-01-074
SIGNS OR ILLUM.

LANES 1
COMMENTS |

STATE
CAT.

|TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
|ST 02 5177

| TARRANT

IRICH HILLS

|AUG1993

|TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
IST 02

| TARRANT

|ARLINGTON

|JUL1993

|TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
|ST 02 5165

| TARRANT

|GRAPEVINE

lJUN1993

S.H. 183 l
AT SPUR 474 (RUFE SNOW DR.:

0094-02-901

SPUR 303
SUSAN DR.
FIELDER RD.
2208-01-903

SPUR 103 (MAIN ST.)
VARIOUS LOCATIONS

0363-04-901

| TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
IST 02 5182

| TARRANT

| TARRANT COUNTY

| JAN1993

|TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
IST 02 5170

| TARRANT

|ARLINGTON

1JuL1993

TRAVEL DEMAND
MANAGEMENT

0902-48-986

VARIOUS LOCATIONS
CITYWIDE

|0902-48-975

ITEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
IST 02 5171

| TARRANT

|FORT_WORTH

|AUG1993

IVARIOUS LOCATIONS
|CITYWIDE

|
10902-48-976

SEE ABBREVIATIONS AND NOTES FOLLOWING ROADWAY SECTION INTRODUCTION

AS OF OCTOBER 1 ,1993

YEAR 2
ToTAL |
FED. | ENGR.
STATE | CONST
LOCAL | ROW

COG RATING 59; COG #2776

| I
£0G RATING 65; SIGNAL IMPROVEMENTS

3 YEAR 4
| TOTAL |

| ENGR. [FED. | ENGR.
| CONST.|STATE | CONST.
| | ROW

|
|
|
!
7

TxDOT -- REGIONAL PLANNING OFFICE AT ARLINGTON

ENGR.
CONST.
ROW

PAGE I1I-6

| YEAR 7,8,9 |
ToTAL | |
FED. ENGR.
STATE CONST.
LOCAL ROW




ST €2
FISCAL YEAR 1993

RESPONSIBLE AGENCY
PROJECT NUMBER
COUNTY LOCATION
CITy  LOCATION
PROP. LETTING DATE
TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
IST 02
| TARRANT
HURST
FEB1993
TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
|ST 02 2126
| TARRANT
|FORT_WORTH
|APR1993
TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST 02 2484
| TARRANT
|FORT _WORTH
APR13993
TEXAS DEPT TRANSPQORT
IST 02 4032
TARRANT
EULESS
APR1993
TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST 02
TARRANT
COLLEYVILLE
APR1993
TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST 02 4220
TARRANT
EULESS
APR1993

ST 02 4366
TARRANT
FORT WORTH

ITEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
|ST 02 6008

| TARRANT

IBENBROOK

|NOV1992

|TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
|ST 02 2340

| TARRANT

|FORT WORTH

|DEC1992

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT

1993 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM FOR THE DALLAS - FORT WORTH METROPOLITIAN AREA
AS OF OCTOBER 1 ,1993

PROJECT

LIMITS (FROM)
LIMITS (T70)
CONTROL-SECT-JOB
WORK DESCRIPTION

I.H. 30
AT BRIDGEWOOD DR.

1068-02-086
[SIGNS OR ILLUM.

1 820
AT JOHN T. WHITE

0008-13-151
SIGNS OR ILLUM.

S.0. 10
[RT" SULPHUR BRANCH

0094-02-091
MAJOR REHAB.

IS.H. 26 o

[AT BRANSFORD RO.

0363-01-098
DRAINAGE  IMPROVEMENTS

sH. 183
AT AMON CARTER BLVD.

0094-02-090

SIGNS OR ILLUM.

S.H. 360

AT TRINITY BLVD. IN

FORT WORTH

12266-02-074

[SIGNS OR ILLUM.

u.s. 377

AT WEST PARK DR.
BENBROOK
0080-07-066
SIGNS OR ILLUM.

IN

J1.H.  35W
|AT HILLWOOD DR.
I

10081-12-019
IMAJOR CONSTR.

FUNC CLS |FEDPRG
LENGTH - mmm-
LANES  |STATE
I "CAT.

COMMENTS |

M.A. | DISC

1.1 f-me-
l6/6/6 | 11
COMMENTS |
TINT. [ oIsc
6F /6F/6F| 11
COMMENTS |
| INT. | DISC
|6F/6F/6F ] 11
| COMMENTS |

M.A. | DISC

0.2 Jo-mo--
a/4ja | 11
COMMENTS |
“p.A. I DISC
4/4/4 :-ii-
COMMENTS |
°'Ei§f"i'6i56'
8/8/8 | 11
| COMMENTS |
| Y. | DISC
6F/6F/6F| 11
COMMENTS |
“p.A. | DISC
a/a/4 | 16
IEbiﬁEi?§l
I INT. T op
| 1.6 fnees
[aF/aF | 15 |

[COMMENTS | CONSTR

. P PSS }
SEE ABBREVIATIONS ANO NOTES FOLLOWING ROADWAY SECTION INTROOUCTION

RS

YEAR 2
OTAL |
ED. | ENGR.
TATE | CONST
OCAL | ROW

|
I
|
[

|
YEAR 3 ’
ToTAL | |
FED. | ENGR.
STATE | CONST
LOCAL | ROW

YEAR 4
oAl |
FED. | ENGR,
STATE | CONST.
LOCAL | ROW

ITOTAL |
FED. |
STATE |
LOCAL |

B R B e I Tl I bl T T R PP

REVISED:

PAGE I1I-7

YEAR 7.8,9
TOTAL |
FED. | ENGR.
[STATE | CONST.
[LOCAL | ROW




ST 02 1993 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM FOR THE DALLAS - FORT WORTH METROPOLITIAN AREA PAGE III-8
FISCAL YEAR 1993 AS OF OCTOBER 1 ,1993
PROJECT DESCRIPTION YEAR 5-6 YEAR 7.8,9
RESPONSIBLE AGENCY | PROJECT TOTAL TOTAL
PROJECT NUMBER | LIMITS (FROM) FED. ENGR. |FED. ENGR.
COUNTY LOCATION LIMITS (70) |LANES  |STATE STATE CONST. |STATE CONST
| CITY LOCATION CONTROL-SECT-JOB | CAT. LOCAL | ROW LOCAL ROW
PROP. LETTING DATE WORK DESCRIPTION | COMMENTS
TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT|I.H. 20 | INT. | INT-
ST 02 2030 AT F.M. 157 0.1 |-----
| TARRANT |6F/6F J6F| 1
ARLINGTON 2374-05-033  Jeeemeen- |
JAN1993 ISIGNS OR ILLUM. |COMMENTS | TRAFF
TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT 1.H,  35W INT. INT- 26,118
ST 02 2311 AT I.H. 30 (E. CENTRAL 0.1 J----- 23,348| 1,000
TARRANT INCREMENT) 4F /8F 1 2,594 | 24,942
|FORT WORTH 0014-16-159  Je-ae--e- | 176 176
|MAY 1393 IMAJOR CONSTR. COMMENTS| RECO |
| TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORTII H. 354 INT. | INT-
IST 02 |AT I.H.  30(SOUTH INCREMEN| O.
| TARRANT I
|FORT WORTH 10014-16-208
]JUN1993 |MAJOR CONSTR.
TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORTII.H-  35W | |
ST 02 2259 ]1.1 MI N OF U.S. 67. S | |
JOHNSON 1.4 MI N OF N. CHBRS CRK | | |
JOHNSON COUNTY |0014-03-068 @ |eeeme--- | |
FEB1993 MAJOR REHAB.
TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORTI|F.M. 156
ST 02 1040 S. OF HASLET
TARRANT TARRANT-DENTON C-L
TARRANT COUNTY 0718-02-035 |
MAY1993 MAJOR CONSTR.
TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT|I.H. 20
ST 02 2010 AT COLLINS ST.
TARRANT
ARLINGTON 2374-05-036
SEP1993 MAJOR REHAB.
TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT|I.H. 30
ST 02 2150 AT DAVIS ST.
TARRANT IN ARLINGTON
ARLINGTON 1068-02-080
SEP1993 MAJOR REHAB.
TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT|I.H.  3SW
ST 02 2255 |AT 4TH ST. OVERPASS (S8)
TARRANT
FORT WORTH 0014-16-202  feeeeom--
DEC1392 MAJOR REHAB. 1
R ] Dt T Pt i B L ettt BTt ] B
|TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT|I.H. 820
|ST 02 2482 AT I.H, 30
| TARRANT |
|FORT WORTH |0008-13-149 | ---eme-- |
|AUG1993 | LANDSCAPING g
TxDOT -- REGIONAL PLANNING OFFICE AT ARLINGTON REVISED: )

SEE ABBREVIATIONS AND NOTES FOLLOWING ROADWAY SECTION INTRODUCTION



ST 02
FISCAL YEAR 1993

| RESPONSIBLE AGENCY
| PROJECT NUMBER

| COUNTY LOCATION

| CITY LOCATION

: PROP. LETTING DATE

1993 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM FOR THE DALLAS - FORT WORTH METROPOLITIAN AREA

| PROJECT

I LIMITS zFROM)
LIMITS (T0)

CONTROL-SECT-J0B

WORK DESCRIPTION

[ TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
IST 02

TARRANT COUNTY

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST 02 4066

TARRANT

GRAPEVINE

DEC1992

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST 02

TARRANT

GRAPEVINE

MAR1993

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST 02

TARRANT

EULESS

JUN1993

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST 02 2222

TARRANT

FORT WORTH

JUN1993

| TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
|ST 02 6130

TARRANT

KELLER

NOV1992

ST 02 2031
TARRANT
ARLINGTON
JUN1993

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
IST 02 4067

TARRANT

GRAPEVINE

NOV1992

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST 02 4201

JOHNSON

CLEBURNE

|SEP1993

PREVENTATIVE MAINTENANCE
|VARIOUS HIGHWAYS

S.H.
AT S.H. 26

IN GRAPEVINE

0353-03-055

SIGNS OR ILLUM.

S.H. 121

AT MUSTANG DR.

0364-01-073

SIGNALS

SPUR 97

AT BEAR CK.

(S. ENTRANCE OF D/FW AIRPOR
0094-08-003

ERQSION CONTROL

I.H, 30

W. OF SUMMIT AVE,

SUMMIT AVE,

1068-01-151

MAJOR CONSTR.,SIGNS OR ILLU
u.s. 377

KELLER HICKS RD.

0.5 MI. N. OF WATAUGA RD
0081-02-036

MAJOR CONSTR.

0
0.4 MI. E.
F.M.
2374-05-039
MAJOR CONSTR.

...........................

S.H. 114

0.4 MI. W. OF B.S. 114L
0.6 MI. E. OF B.S. 124L
0353-03-065

MAJOR CONSTR.

S.H. 174

0.3 MI S OF ATEST RR
0.5 MI N OF AT&SF RR
0019-01-087

MAJOR REHAB,

FUNC CLS
LENGTH
LANES

COMMENTS

CFWY. | MISC
INT.

INT
0.2
8F /8F /8F
TEWY. | NHR

.............

AS OF OCTOBER 1 ,1993

SEE ABBREVIATIONS AND NOTES FOLLOWING ROADWAY

6.800

...............

PAGE III-9

TYEAR 56T YEAR 7.8.9
TOTAL CUroTAl T
FED. | ENGR. [FED. | ENGR
.ISTATE | CONST.|STATE | CONST
LOCAL | ROW  [LOCAL | ROW
13,600 | 20,400]
13,600/ 13.600] 20,400 20,400

REVISED:




ST 02 1993 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM FOR THE DALLAS - FORT WORTH METROPOLITIAN AREA PAGE 1II-10

FISCAL YEAR 1993 AS OF OCTOBER 1 ,1993
| PROJECT DESCRIPTION ) BT VERR 3 | YERR & | YEAR 56 | YEAR 7.8.9
| RESPONSIBLE AGENCY |  PROJECT [FUNC CLS|FEDPRG’ oTAL | ToTAL | TOTAL | TotaL | TotaL 1
| PROJECT NUMBER |  LIMITS (FROM) LENGTH  [=mmme- ED. | ENGR. [FED. | ENGR. |FED. | ENGR. |[FED. | ENGR. |FED. | ENGR.
| COUNTY LOCATION |  LIMITS (T0) LANES  |STATE TATE | CONST.[STATE | CONST.|STATE | CONST.|STATE | CONST.|STATE | CONST.
| CITY  (OCATION |  CONTROL-SECT-JOB | CAT OCAL | ROW [LOCAL | ROW |LOCAL | ROW [LOCAL | ROW [LOCAL | ROW

| PROP. LETTING DATE |  WORK DESCRIPTION COMMENTS |

ITEXAS DEPT TRANSPORTIM.H. (GREEN OAKS BLVD.) M.A. | PASS
Al L.

| I I

|ST 02 3630 IBEADY R 1.5 Jeeme | |

TARRANT 10.3 MI. S. OF 1.H. 30 0/60/6D | 18 i | O | |

ARLINGTON |8679-02-001 |=mmemnen | i | i | i

JAN1993 MAJOR CONSTR. ' |
........................................................................................................ [ P .
TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT |M.H. (WATAUGA RD.) | |

ST 02 3720 F.M. 1938

TARRANT PRECINCT LINE RD. |

IN RICH HILLS 8606-02-009 f<e-enmenn i |

SEP1993 MAJOR CONSTR.

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT(B.S. 114L

ST 02 3005 AT SCRIBNER DR. )
TARRANT |

GRAPEVINE 0353-07-016 i

SEP1993 SIGNS OR ILLUM. |

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT|F.M. 157

ST 02 1096 AT TROJAN TR. IN EULESS

TARRANT |

EULESS |0747-03-057  Je-ceeeee ] | ,
DEC1992 [SIGNS OR ILLUM. |
TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT|F.M. 730

|ST 02 1816 AT LAKE CREST PKWY.

| TARRANT STRIBLING DR./PECAN ST.

|AZLE 0312-05-020  jesemeee-

SEP1993 SIGNS OR ILLUM. N

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT[F.M. 1187 96

ST 02 AT I.H. 358w | 0.1  fee--- 6

TARRANT 96 90

FORT WORTH 1330-02-029  emsewe-- |

DEC1993 SIGNING

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT|F.M, 1938 |

ST 02 1396 |AT WATAUGA RD.

TARRANT IN N. RICHLAND HILLS

N RICH HILLS 1978-01-027  |eeemeeee | |

ADG1993 SIGNS OR ILLUM.

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT|I.H. 20 | | |

ST 02 2001 AT COLLINS ST. | | |
TARRANT | | | |

| ARLINGTON 2374-05-029 | ==memm I I I I
|SEP1993 SIGNS OR ILLUM. | COMMENTS | l

| TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT|S.H. 10 | | | | | |
IST 02 4026 AT ENTRANCE TO FIRE I | I | I I I
| TARRANT STATION NO. 3 | I I I | |
|HURST 0094.02-080 = |eem-e--- | | | | | | ]
|MAR1993 SIGNS OR ILLUM. | |
______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ i

I
SEE ABBREVIATIONS AND NOTES FOLLOWING ROADWAY SECTION INTRODUCTION TxDOT -- REGIONAL PLANNING OFFICE AT ARLINGTON REVISED:




REVISED:

ST 02 1993 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM FOR THE DALLAS - FORT WORTH METROPOLITIAN AREA PAGE I11-11

FISCAL YEAR 1993 AS OF OCTOBER 1 ,1993
2 g Y R IORRURY [ RRI N [T ORI
} PROJECT DESCRIPTION YEAR 2 YEAR 3 YEAR 4 YEAR 5-6 YEAR 7,8,9
| RESPONSIBLE AGENCY | PROJECT FUNC CLS|FEDPRG TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL | TOTAL TOTAL

| PROJECT NUMBER I LIMITS (FROM) LENGTH  |o-e-e- FED. ENGR. [FED. ENGR. |FED. ENGR. |FED. ENGR. |FED. | ENGR.
| COUNTY LOCATION [ LIMITS (T70) LANES  |STATE STATE CONST. | STATE CONST. |STATE CONST. |STATE CONST. |STATE | CONST
| CITY  LOCATION | CONTROL-SECT-JOB CAT. LOCAL | ROW |LOCAL | ROW |LOCAL | ROW |LOCAL ROW  |LOCAL | ROW

| PROP. LETTING DATE | WORK DESCRIPTION COMMENTS

ITEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT|U.S. 67 P.A. SIGN I |

i$T 02 AT F.M. 157 —- l |
| JOHNSON | 2/2/2 10 ]

| JOHNSON COUNTY 10260-01-083  |ewemo-u- |

|APR1993 | TRAFFIC SIGNAL COMMENTS

| TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT|U.S. 67 M.A. SIGN

|ST 02 5050 AT FAIR CREST ST IN 0.1  [----

| JOHNSON CLEBURNE 0/0/0 10

| CLEBURNE 0422-03-048  femeenea-

|DEC1992 SIGNS OR ILLUM. COMMENTS |

|TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT|U.S. 377 pP.A. | SIGN

IST 02 6006 |AT R.M. 2871 IN BENBROOK |  [=-w=n--

| TARRANT 4p/4p/4D| 10 |

| BENBROOK 0080-07-065  |ee-eeme- I

|NOV1992 SIGNS OR ILLUM. COMMENTS |

ITEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT|F.M. 1709 M.A. ST-MM | {

|ST 02 1760 u.s. 377 3.5 |e--- | |

ITARRANT F.M, 1938 2/4/4 4C ] ,

' 5&% 1603-03-016 = Je-emeee- |

AUGT993 MAJOR CONSTR. COMMENTS| KELLEF SELECTED ON SYSTEM PROJECT COG RATING 65;C0G #2743

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT|M.H. (CAMPUS DR.) coL. ST-

ST 02 150 S. OF I.H. 20 1.3 |e----

TARRANT |ALTA MESA BLVD. 0/6/6D 4C

FORT WORTH 8727-02-000 @ |-emmee--

JuL1993 MAJOR CONSTR. COMMENTS| RTC Sf EM PROJECT COG RATING 65;C0G #2749

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT|S.H. 121 M.A, ST-MM

ST 02 FORT WORTH C.8.0 |  |-=-u-

TARRANT | CLEBURNE C/L 4c

|FORT WORTH 0504-02-945  |--eeemes

| JAN1T93 COMMENTS | INCLUI

| TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT|S.H. 121 FWY. ST-MM

|ST 02 4165 IS.H. 114 0.2 |-----

| TARRANT 0.3 MI. S. OF I.H. 635 4F/4F /4F| 4C

|GRAPEVINE 0364-01-902  [eec-e-ee

jJuL1993 MAJOR REHAB. COMMENTS | EXTEND S (E.B. TO N.B.);RTC SELECTED ON SYSTEM PROJECT;COG #2781

| TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT|S.H. 360 I

IST 02 4396 SIX FLAGS DR.

| TARRANT ABRAM ST,

| ARLINGTON 2266-02-911

|JuL1993 MAJOR CONSTR. ETC;RTC SELECTED ON SYSTEM PROJECT COG RATING 59;C0G #263 :

| TEXAS DEPT YRANSPORTIVARIOUS LOCATIONS

IST 02 5999 |STP-METRO MOBILITY ENGINEER [ |
| TARRANT | | 4cC i
| TARRANT COUNTY |0902-49-967 = Jemee-ee- | | | |

| JAN1993 JENGINEERING ONLY COMMENTS | |

TxDOT -- REGIONAL PLANNING OFFICE AT ARLINGTON

SEE ABBREVIATIONS AND NOTES FOLLOWING ROADWAY SECTION INTRODUCTION




ST 02 1993 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM FOR THE DALLAS - FORT WORTH METROPOLITIAN AREA PAGE 111-12
FISCAL YEAR 1993 AS OF OCTOBER 1 ,1993
e b et AN NS AU RSSO
PROJECT DESCRIPTION YEAR 5-6 VEAR 7.8,9

"RESPONSIBLE AGENCY |  PROJECT FUNC CLS|FEDPRG TOTAL "7 |ToTAL )
PROJECT NUMBER |  LIMITS (FROM) LENGTH N D. . IFED. . . IFED. | ENGR. [FED. | ENGR.
COUNTY LOCATION LIMITS (T0) LANES .ISTATE | CONST.|STATE | CONST.
CITY  LOCATION CONTROL-SECT-JOB LOCAL | ROW  |LOCAL | ROW
PROP. LETTING DATE WORK DESCRIPTION COMMENTS

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT|F.M. 1807 “coL. TTTTYTTTYTTYYTT
ST 02 1802 [F.M. 1706 8.9

| JOHNSON ELLIS C-L 2/242

JOHNSON COUNTY 1600-02-011  |emeeeeee

AUG1993 MAJOR REHAB. COMMENTS

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT |F.M. 2280 COL. | ST-R Eog@del 4 Ty yTTTY T TSI T 7T
ST 02 1842 uls. 67 4.9 |

TARRANT F.M. 917 IN SECTIONS 2/2/2 | |
KEENE 2465-01-009  fe--eoao- | i
MAY1993 MAJOR REHAB. COMMENTS i
TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT|U.S. 67 WA | ST-RKE SSssr Ty T !

|ST 02 5030 AT AT&SF RR IN CLEBURNE 0.4 |

| JOHNSON 2/4/4 -

[ CLEBURNE 0259-05-038 |-=cemanmn i

IJAN1993 MAJOR CONSTR. | COMMENTS

]TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT|F.M. 1709 MA. | ST-UME E.s629 o T T T ITTTTTY T T

IST 02 s, 377 3.5

| TARRANT 0.5 MI. W. OF F.M. 1938  |2/4/4

| SOUTHLAKE 1603-03-999  [emeceee-

1AUG1993 IMAJOR CONSTR. ICOMMENTS l ‘ l |
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- I------____-_--_

| FISCAL YEAR 1993 TOTALS 141,431 9,976 6,800 7,470 22,360 54,768

SEE ABBREVIATIONS AND NOTES FOLLOWING ROADWAY SECTION INTRODUCTION TxDOT -- REGIONAL PLANNING OFFICE AT ARLINGTON REVISED:




ST 02 1993 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM FOR THE DALLAS - FORT WORTH METROPOLITIAN AREA PAGE III-13

FISCAL YEAR 1994 AS OF OCTOBER 1 ,1993
PROJECT DESCRIPTION YEAR 1 YEAR 2 YEAR 3 YEAR 4 YEAR 5-6 YEAR 7,8,9
RESPONSIBLE AGENCY | PROJECT FUNC CLS|FEDPRG|TOTAL | TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL
PROJECT NUMBER LIMITS (FROM) LENGTH |------ FED. | ENGR. |FED. ENGR. |FED. ENGR. |FED. ENGR. [FED. ENGR. |FEO. ENGR.
COUNTY LOCATION LIMITS (T0) LANES STATE |STATE | CONST.|STATE | CONST.|STATE CONST. [STATE | CONST.[STATE | CONST.|STATE | CONST.
CITY  LOCATION CONTROL-SECT-JOB | CAT. |LOCAL | ROW |LOCAL | ROW |LOCAL | ROW JLOCAL | ROW JLOCAL | ROW |LOCAL | ROW
PROP. LETTING DATE WORK DESCRIPTION COMMENTS |
TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT|F .M. 4 coL. BR-ON 10| 287
ST 02 220 AT EAST BUFFALO CK. 0.1 |------ | 10 230 10
JOHNSON 2/2/2 6A | 10] 57 277
| CLEBURNE 0712-01-026  |e------- | | | | |
10CT1993 ’MAJOR REHAB. COMMENTS | i
TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT|F.M. 157 (COLLINS ST.) P.A. CM 140 1,970 |
ST 02 5164 AT S.H. 180 | ]ee-e-- 140 1,576 I
TARRANT 5 140 1,970 |
ARLINGTON 0747-03-904  |-------- 394| I
|SEP1994 COMMENTS| RTC SELECTED PROJECT COG RATING 65; COG #?; INTER. IMPROVEMENTS
TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT|F.M. 3029 (PRECINCT LINE RO] P.A. | CM 5 40 I I |
ST 02 5157 AT CANNON DR. |------ 5 30 [ | |
TARRANT | s 5 40 | | I
HURST 3125-01-903  |----e--- 10 I I I I
] JAN1994 COMMENTS] RTC SELECTED PROJECT COG RATING 75;C0G #1656; SIGNAL IMPROVEMENTS
| TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORTII.H.  35W INT. ] CM 10! ; 90| |
ST 02 2254 AT ALTA MESA BLVD. [ 10| 72| 5 |
TARRANT 6F/6F/6F| 5 I 10 | 181 85| | |
FORT WORTH 0014-16-195  Je----e--- | J I I |
DEC1393 ISIGNS OR ILLUM. COMMENTS| RTC SELECTED ON SYSTEM PROJECT COG RATING 55; COG #2772
TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT|I.H.  35W INT. CM 10 96
ST 02 2347 AT SYCAMORE SCHOOL RD. |  J------ 10 77 6
TARRANT 6F/6F/6F] 5 10 19 90
FORT WORTH 0014-02-033  e-e--ee- | | |
0CT1993 ISIGNS OR ILLUM. COMMENTS TRAFF{C SIGNAL;RTC SELECTED ON SYSTEM PROJECT COG RATING 55; COG #2772
TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT|I.H.  35W INT. o] 101 290
ST 02 2365 [HATTIE ST. 4.2 |------ 10 214 23
TARRANT I.H. 35W/I.H. 20 INT. |BF/8F/8F] 5 10 76 267
FORT WORTH 0014-16-197  Je-ee-ee-
APR1994 SIGNS OR ILLUM. COMMENTS| TRAF. SURVEILLANCE CONTROLRTC SELECTED ON SYSTEM PROJ. COG RATING 83;C0G #2774
TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORTIS.H. 121 FWY. CM 5 27
ST 02 5162 |AT BEDFORD-EULESS RD. |  ]------ 5 24
TARRANT AND PRECINCT LINE RD. 5 5 27
HURST 0364-01-903  |----o--- I 3 | I
JAN1994 FREEWAY SURVEILANCE COMMENTS| RTC SELECTED PROJECT COG RATING 69 ;COG # 1655 & 1664 :SURVEILANCE
TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT|I.H.  35W | INT. | DP 460| 9,756| 100| 454| | 12,470
ST 02 2305 |AT BASSWOOD BLVD. 1.2 J------ I 100 I 300 100 454| 12,470 400
TARRANT 4F /4F J4F| 15 460| | 9,756] 9,456 100 454 I 12,070
|FORT WORTH 0014-16-000  fe-e--ee- I 3601 I I [
|APR1994 MAJOR CONSTR. COMMENTS| INTERCHANGE I
TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT|S.H. 199 | P.A. op | 1001 14,7601 |
ST 02 4291 0.4 MI. N. OF DENVER TR. 1.1 eeeee- | 100| 14,760| 785 i
| TARRANT 0.7 MI. S. OF DENVER TR. 4/6/6 15 100§ I | 11,218 I
| AZLE 0171-04-983  |eceeeee- I | I 2,757] I | |
| SEP1994 MAJOR CONSTR. COMMENTS| FUNDING FROM TECHNICAL REVISION TO ISTEA BILL | [
........................................................................................................................................................ |

I I [
SEE ABBREVIATIONS AND NOTES FOLLOWING ROADWAY SECTION INTRODUCTION TxDOT -- REGIONAL PLANNING OFFICE AT ARLINGTON REVISED:




ST 02 1993 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM FOR THE DALLAS - FORT WORTH METROPOLITIAN AREA PAGE III-14

FISCAL YEAR 1994 AS OF OCTOBER 1 ,1993 |
PROJECT DESCRIPTION YEAR 1 | YEAR 2 | YEAR 3 |  YEAR 4 ’ YEAR 5-6 YEAR 7,8,9 |

RESPONSIBLE AGENCY PROJECT FUNC CLS|FEDPRG|TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL | TOTAL | |TOTAL | TOTAL
PROJECT NUMBER LIMITS (FROM) LENGTH |--m-m- FED. ENGR. [FED. ENGR. [FED. ENGR. |FED. | ENGR. |FED. | ENGR. [FED. ENGR.
COUNTY LOCATION LIMITS (T0) LANES  |[STATE |STATE | CONST.|STATE | CONST.ISTATE | CONST.|STATE | CONST.ISTATE | CONST.|STATE | CONST.|
CITY  LOCATION CONTROL-SECT-J0B CAT. |LOCAL ROW |LOCAL | ROW  |LOCAL | ROW JLOCAL | ROW |LOCAL | ROW |LOCAL | ROW
PROP. LETTING DATE WORK DESCRIPTION COMMENTS

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT|S.H. 199 P.A. | DP 100 15,078 | |

ST 02 4293 0.6 MI. N. OF F.M. 1886 1.1 |emee-- 100] 15,078 846 | |

TARRANT 0.5 MI. S. OF F.M. 1886 4/6/6 15 100 12,090 | |

|AZLE 0171-04-982  Jecee-e-- 2,142 | | |

| FEB1994 MAJOR CONSTR. . COMMENTS| FUNDING FROM TECHNICAL REVISION TO IS}EA BILL | |

|TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT|F.M. 3048 coL. | FM 20 521 |

|ST 02 1864 S.H.174 N OF CLEBURNE, E 1.3 |eee--- 20 20 |

| JOHNSON END OF EXIST F.M.3048 W. |0/2/2 8 20 521 501 |

| CLEBURNE 3414-01-005  Je-e-eee- I

|MAY1994 MAJOR REHAB. COMMENTS| (1.3 ,MI WEST)

| TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT|F.M. 3391 coL. | Fv | 50 2,200

|ST 02 1872 |END OF F.M. 3391 3.0 |------ 50 100 .

| JOHNSON C.R. 529 2/2/2 8 50 2,200| - 2,100

| BURLESON 3327-01-005  Jeeme-e--

|DEC1993 MAJOR CONSTR. COMMENTS| FROM ?.s MI SE OF IH 35W |

] ........................................................................................................................................................

ITEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT|I.H.  35W INT. | INT-C| 5,100 23,718

IST 02 2313 AT I.H: 30 |  eem--- | 4,590 100| 21,346 900

TARRANT (W. INCREMENT) 4F /8F 1 | 810 2,372| 18,818 |

FORT WORTH 0014-16-167 =~ |e=eemee- | 5,000 4,000 | | |
SEP1394 MAJOR CONSTR.,SIGNS OR ILLUICOMMENTS| RECONSTRUCT PARTIAL INTERCHANGE INCLU?E 1068-01-153 | |

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT|I.H. 20 INT. | NH 10 1,350 | | |

ST 02 1999 AT BOWMAN SPRINGS RD. 0.6 |------ 10| 1,125 90

| TARRANT 6F/6F/6F] 3E 10 225] 1,260

ARLINGTON 2374-05-044  |e;me-e-- |

MAR1994 MAJOR CONSTR. COMMENTS | | |
TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT I.H. . 30 INT. | NH-M 2501 | 7,528 |

ST 02 AT I.H.  35W(WEST CEN. INC| 0.5 |------ 200 250] 6,022 250

TARRANT = : , 4/8/8 3A 50 1,506] 7,278

FORT_WORTH B 1068-01<153 - |e;emeae-

SEP1994 V COMMENTS

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT|I.H. 30 INT. | NH-M 500 15,700

ST 02 2223 SUMMIT AVE. 0.6 |------ 400 12,560 600

| TARRANT HEMPHILL ST. 4F/8F/8F| 3A 100 500/ 3,140] 15,100

| FORT WORTH 1068-01-156,  |e;m-eeee | |

:AUGI§94 MAJOR CONSTR. COMMENTS |

| TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT|I.H. 820 INT. | NH-M | 6,900| 33,481 |

|ST 02 2490 AT S.H. 121, S.H. 26, | 1.4 |------ 7201  900| 21,745 900 |

| TARRANT S.H. 183, F.M. 1938 |4F /8F 3A 6,120] 11,669 25,844 |

|HURST 10008-13-155  |ememeae- 60! 6,000 671 6,737] |

|MAR1994 IMAJOR CONSTR. ,MAJOR REHAB.,|COMMENTS| INTERCHANGE IMPROVEMENTS INCLUDES 0008-14-073 FRONTAGE RDS, X STREETSI

| TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORTIU S. 67 P.A. PM 5| 55 | |

IST 02 5040 |AT C.R. 600 0.1 |------ | 5 5 | |

| JOHNSON |E. OF I.H.  35W IN ALVARAD|0/0/0 7 5 55 50 | |

| ALVARADO 10260-01-040  |---eee-- | | | | |

INOV1993 |sxs~s OR ILLUM. COMMENTS | [ |
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- [ L

SEE ABBREVIATIONS AND NOTES FOLLOWING ROADWAY SECTION INTRODUCTION TxDOT -- REGIONAL PLANNING OFFICE AT ARLINGTON REVISED:




ST 02

................................................................................

RESPONSIBLE AGENCY
PROJECT NUMBER
COUNTY LOCATION
CITY  LOCATION
PROP. LETTING DATE

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST 02 1840

JOHNSON

KEENE

0CT1993

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST 02 5070

JOHNSON

CLEBURNE

0CT1993

1993 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM FOR THE DALLAS - FORT WORTH METROPOLITIAN AREA

PROJECT
LIMITS (FROM)
LIMITS (T0)
CONTROL-SECT-JOB
| WORK DESCRIPTION

F.M. 2280
AT HILLCREST IN KEENE

2465-01-011
SIGNS OR ILLUM.

u.s. 67

AT WEST MEADOW DR IN
CLEBURNE

0422-03-050

SIGNS OR ILLUM.

| TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT|COLLINS ST.

|ST 02 5102
| TARRANT
|ARLINGTON
1JuL1994

[ — [ A -

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST 02 1860

TARRANT
IN_RICH_HILLS

1 J0L199%

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST 02 3550

TARRANT

FORT WORTH

APR1994

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST 02 5107

TARRANT

EULESS

SEP1994

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST 02 1507

JOHNSON

JOHNSON COUNTY
FEB1994

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
|ST 02 1640

TARRANT

TARRANT COUNTY
0CT1993

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST 02 3610

TARRANT

|MANSFIELD

|SEP1994

|GREEN OAKS BLVD.,SE
|HARWOOD ST.

10902-48-926

|MAJOR CONSTR.

IF.M. 3029
|GLADE RD
IS.H. 26
13125-01-004
[MAJOR CONSTR.

|M.H. (BEACH ST.)
IT.H. 820

|LONG AVE.
|8656-02-010

|MAJOR REHAB.

WESTPARK WAY
S.H. 183
S.H. 10
0902-48-934
MAJOR CONSTR.
F.M. 917

S.H. 174 IN JOSHUA
EGAN

1181-03-018
MAJOR REHAB.

F.M. 1187
u.S. 377
F.M. 1902
1330-01-036
MAJOR REHAB.
M.H.  (DEBBIE LN.)
B.U. 287P

U.S. 287 IN MANSFIELD
8352-02-001

|MAJOR CONSTR.

AS OF OCTOBER 1 ,1993

PAGE III-15

YEAR 7,8,9
TOTAL
FED. ENGR,
STATE CONST.
LOCAL ROW

YEAR 1 Ve 2 | YEAR 3 | YEAR 4 | YEAR 5-6 | YEAR 7,8,9
FUNC CLS|FEDPRG|TOTAL | TTAL | ToTAL | T0TAL | ToTAL |
LENGTH  [=-mnm- ED. | ENGR. [FED. | ENGR. |FED. ENGR. |FED. ENGR. |FED. | ENGR.
LANES  |STATE |STATE | CONST.ISTATE | CONST.ISTATE | CONST.|STATE | CONST.[STATE | CONST.
| | CAT. [LOCAL | ROW |LOCAL | ROW |LOCAL | ROW |[LOCAL | ROW  [LOCAL | ROW
[ COMMENTS |
COL. | SIGN 5 65|
0.1 [oc-n-- 5 5
0/0/0 | 10 5 65} 60,
COMMENTS |
P.A. | SIGN 5 53| |
0.1 |oo-mm- 5 3
a/474 | 10 5 53| 50’ |
COMMENTS l l l
TP.A. | ST-MM] 956 | | |
------ 765 | |
2/4 ac ol 9% { {
-------- 1
COMMENTS | RTC SELECTED OFF-SYSTEM PROJECT COG R?TING 70; COG #145
| M.A. | ST-MM| 180 4,166| | |
[ 3.9 [-t-ce- | 180| 3.253]  100]
2/6/ ac | 180 | 913 4.066: | |
COMMENTS| RTC SELECTED ON SYSTEM PROJECT l l
M.A. | ST-MM| 345 3,913 | 1 vy
2.0 [ezeme- as| 2.854 a5
2/6 ac 195 909] 3,568
________ 15 00|  150] 300
COMMENTS| RTC SELECTED ON SYSTEM COG RATING 65; COG #1628
| coL. | ST-mul 68| | 1,615 .
------ 68| 1.292
2/4 ac 68 1a| 10619
COMMENTS| RTC SELECTED OFF SYSTEM COG RATING 65; COG #1227; INCLUDES 0902-48-935
TcoL. | sTR I sof | T
5.4 |ecemen 50| 1,760 100
2/2]2 aF 50 { 440 2,100| |
COMMENTS | |
coL. I ST-R | sof | 3.700
7.7 femeee- | 50
2/2]2 aF 50| 2,960 200
-------- | 7401 3,500 |
COMMENTS
M.A. | ST-UM o | 2l | 1T r
1.1 femeoe- | 30| 1.612] 100 |
2/40/4D | 4D 30| 494| 1,916] |
-------- ! 101 100] |
COMMENTS
"SEE ABBREVIATIONS AND NOTES FOLLOWING ROADWAY SECTION INTRODUCTION TxDOT -- REGIONAL PLANNING OFFICE AT ARLINGTON REVISED:

SEE ABBREVIATIONS AND NOTES FOLLOWING ROADWAY SECTION INTRODUCTION




ST 02
FISCAL YEAR 1994

1993 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM FOR THE DALLAS - FORT WORTH METROPOLITIAN AREA

RESPONS IBLE AGENCY
PROJECT NUMBER
COUNTY LOCATION
CITY  LOCATION
PROP. LETTING DATE
|TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
|ST-02

I
TARRANT COUNTY

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST-02

TARRANT COUNTY

‘TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST-02

|
{TARRANT COUNTY

ITEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
IST-02 5159

| TARRANT

|HURST

JAN1995

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
$7-02 9101

TARRANT

ARLINGTON

lJAN1994

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST-02 5158

TARRANT

HURST

%JAN1994

| TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
|ST-02 5173

| TARRANT

| TARRANT COUNTY

| JAN1994

| TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
|ST-02 4080

| TARRANT

| SOUTHLAKE

| AUG1994

| TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
|ST-02 5101

| TARRANT

[ARLINGTON

| JuL1994

SEE ABBREVIATIONS AND NOTES FOLLOWING ROADWAY SECTION INTRODUCTION

PROJECT
LIMITS (FROM)
LIMITS (T0)
CONTROL-SECT-JOB
WORK DESCRIPTION
BRIDGE REHAB
ON-OFF SYSTEM

DISCRETIONARY PROGRAMS
VARIOUS HIGHWAYS

lREHABILITATION
|VARIOUS HIGHWAYS

F.M. 3029(PRECINCT LINE RD.
AT GRAPEVINE HWY.

3125-01-904

PARK AND RIDE LOT

I.H. 20

AT KELLY-PERKINS RD.
0902-48-980

MAJOR CONSTR.
|PRECINCT LINE RD.
|AT REDBUD LN.

0902-48-957

RAILTRAN PROGRAM
ON RAILTRAN SYSTEM

0902-48-978

S.H. 114
KIRKWOOD DR.
S. OF DOVE RD.
0353-03-052

COLLINS ST.
ABRAM ST.
PARK ROW DR.
0902-48-925
MAJOR CONSTR.

FUNC CLS
LENGTH
LANES

|
COMMENTS

MAJOR REHAB.,SIGNS OR ILLUMICOMMENTS

AS OF OCTOBER 1 ,1993
YEAR 1 e 2 YEAR 3
FEDPRG|TOTAL | ToTAL | ToTAL |
...... ED. | ENGR. |FED. | ENGR. |FED. | ENGR.
STATE [STATE | CONST.|STATE | CONST.|STATE | CONST
CAT. [LOCAL | ROW |LOCAL | ROW  [LOCAL | ROW
"""""""""""""""" 8.560] | 8.560]
______ 6.848|  560| 6.848] 560
1,181| 8,000] 1.181] 8,000
531 531
COMMENTS| FUNDING FOR PROJECTS NOT OTHERWISE PROGRAMMED |
""""""""""""" 2001 ) zaa T
______ 140 140
2.140] 2,000 2,140] 2,000
COMMENTS| FUNDING FOR PROJECTS NOT OTHERWISE LISTED
"""""""""""""" 6,301 | 26,750
...... 5.041]  412] 21.400] 1,750
11260] 58851 5.350] 25.000)
CORNENTS| FUNDING FOR PROJECTS NOT OTHERISE PROGRAMMED
oM 5 30
------ 5 24
5 5 ) 30|
RTC SELECTED PROJECT COG RATING 70;CO0G #1661; INTER. {
Vo T T soof ||
______ 200]
5 . 500]
1
RTC SELECTED ON SYSTEM PROJECT COG RATING 47;C0G #308
CM 40
...... 30
5 : 40
0
RTC SELECTED PROJECT COG RATING 75;C0 #16655 SIGNAL I
Vo T 12500 |y
------ 10,000
5 12,500
2,500
RTC SELECTED PROJECT COG RATING 57;COG #2686 '
1 Comm 150 150 | 8,800]
______ 150 150 7.040] 300
iz s 150] 1.760| 8,500
------------------------------ S
| ST-MM 2,500 |
------ 1,250
| ac 2,500

YEAR 4
TOTAL |
FED. | ENGR.
STATE | CONST
LOCAL | RO
9,630

7.704] 630
1,329] 9,000
597 |
T2,040)
140
2,140] 2,000
20,330
16,264] 1,330
4,066/ 19,000
|
|
|
MPROVEMENTS
S
MPROVEMENTS

TxDOT -- REGIONAL PLANNING OFFICE AT ARLINGTON

PAGE III-16

STATE

32,100]

25,6801 2.100
4,430] 30,000
1,990]

6,420]
420
6,420{ 6,000

| 83,460
66,768|. 5,460
16,692] 78,000

YEAR 5-6
TOTAL
FED. | ENGR.
STATE | CONST.
LOCAL | ROW
19,260
15,408] 1,260
2,658| 18,000
1,194
Ca0)
| 280
4,280; 4,000
‘55,212
44,170 3,612
11,042| 51,600
|
REVISED:




ST-02
FISCAL YEAR 1994

1993 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM FOR THE DALLAS - FORT WORTH METROPOLITIAN AREA

RESPONSIBLE AGENCY
PROJECT NUMBER
COUNTY LOCATION
CITY  LOCATION
PROP. LETTING DATE

ST-02 5104

| TARRANT

|ARLINGTON

FEB1994

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST-02 5108

TARRANT

FORT_WORTH

JAN1994

SEE ABBREVIATIONS AND- NOTES FOLLOWING ROADWAY SECTION INTRODUCTION

PROJECT

LIMITS (FROM)
LIMITS (T0)
CONTROL-SECT-J0B
WORK DESCRIPTION

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT|DAVIS DR.

| LAMAR BLVD.
I.H. 30
0902-48-929
MAJOR CONSTR.
MONTGOMERY ST.
MATTISON AVE.
W. 7TH ST.
0902-48-938
MAJOR CONSTR.

FISCAL YEAR 1994 TOTALS

TxDOT -- REGIONAL PLANNING OFFICE AT ARLINGTON

ENGR.
CONST.
ROW

AS OF OCTOBER 1 ,1993
YEAR 1 TveR 2 | YEAR 3 | VEAR 4
FUNC CLS|FEDPRG|TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL
LENGTH | -=---- FED. | ENGR. |FED. | ENGR. IFED. | ENGR. [FED. | ENGR.
LANES  [STATE |STATE | CONST.[STATE | CONST.|STATE | CONST.[STATE | CONST
CAT. |LOCAL | ROW [LOCAL | ROW  |LOCAL | ROW  [LOCAL | ROW
COMMENTS
M.A. | ST-MM | 1,500}
------ 1,200 |
2/4 ac ool 10500
COMMENTS| RTC SELECTED OFF-SYSTEM PROJECT COG RATING 65; COG #157
M.A. | ST-MM 120 |
0.1 [-c---- 9 |
2/4 ac , 120}
-------- 4
COMMENTS | RTC SELECTED OFF SYSTEM PROJECT COG RATING 65; COG #1341
""""""""""""""""""""""""" 15,524 179,091 46,380 32,54 91,222

91,222

REVISED:

PAGE I11-17

ENGR.
CONST.
ROW

121,980




ST-02
FISCAL YEAR 1995

RESPONSIBLE AGENCY
PROJECT NUMBER
COUNTY LOCATION
CITY  LOCATION
PROP. LETTING DATE
TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST-02 3040

TARRANT

MANSFIELD

NOV1994

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT

ST-02 1144

TARRANT

TARRANT COUNTY
SEP1995

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST-02 5168

TARRANT

[HURST

|JAN1995

ITEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
|ST-02 5156

| TARRANT

|HURST

ISEP1995

IT[XAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST-02 5174

TARRANT

FORT WORTH

|JA~1§95

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST-02 5169

TARRANT

ARLINGTON

|JAN1995

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST-02 4342

TARRANT

AZLE

SEP1995

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST-02 2350

TARRANT

|FORT WORTH

|DEC1395

| TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
|ST-02 2440

| TARRANT

|FORT WORTH

|NOV1994

1993 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM FOR THE DALLAS - FORT WORTH METROPOLITIAN AREA

PROJECT
LIMITS (FROM)
LIMITS (T0)
CONTROL-SECT-J0B
WORK DESCRIPTION
|B.U. 287P
|AT S.P. R.R. OVERPASS &
|WALNUT CK.
0172-02-051
MAJOR CONSTR.
F.M. 157
AT TRIBUTARY OF GRASSY
BRANCH
0747-05-014
MAJOR REHAB.
F.M. 3029 (PRECINCT LINE RD|
AT BEDFORD RD.
AND PIPELINE RD.
3125-01-906

MELBOURNE RD.
AT PIPELINE RD.

0902-48-971

]RIDESHARE PROGRAM
COUNTY WIDE

0902-48-979

TRAFFIC SIGNAL UPGRADE
CITYWIDE

0902-48-975

S.H. 199 |
PARKER-TARRANT C-L

0.4 MI. S. OF STEWART ST
0171-04-981

MAJOR REHAB.

I.H. 354

AT WALL PRICE BLVD.

0081-12-020
IMAJOR CONSTR. |
II H. 820

0.1 MI N OF US 80

IMP RR CROSSING

]0008-15-021

| LANDSCAPING [

PAGE I11-18

CUVEAR 7,8,9
oAl |
FED. | ENGR.

STATE | CONST

LOCAL | ROW

I
SEE ABBREVIATIONS AND NOTES FOLLOWING ROADWAY SECTION INTRODUCTION

AS OF OCTOBER 1 ,1993 ‘
; YEAR 1 YEAR 2 TUVER 3 YEAR 4 }'_-§EA§-5-6----
FUNC CLS |FEDPRG | TOTAL TOTAL | TOTAL | TOTAL ITOTAL
LENGTH | --nnn- IFED. | ENGR. [FED. | ENGR. |FED. | ENGR. IFED. | ENGR. [FED. | ENGR.
LANES ~ [STATE |STATE | CONST.|STATE | CONST.|STATE | CONST.[STATE | CONST.|STATE | CONST.
CAT. |LOCAL | ROW [LOCAL | ROW  |LOCAL | ROW  |LOCAL | ROW  |LOCAL | ROW
COMMENTS l
M.A. | BR-ON| 30| 100 2.226] |
...... I 30 [ 100] 1.780] 100
a/4/4 6A ’ 30% ’ 100] | 446: 2,126=
COMMENTS BRIDGE REPLACEMENT
COL. | BR-ON| 5 5 | 141
0.1 fomnmm- 5 5| 112 10
2/2/2 6A 5 5 29 131%
COMMENTS l '
A, oM | 0 | w00 | w8l | T
------ 10 10 96 I
5 10 10 12I 108I }
COMMENTS| RTC SELECTED PROJECT COG RATING 65; COG #165981660; INTER. IMPROVEMENTS
coL. | CM 20!
[ — 161
| 5 { zoi |
-------- 4
COMMENTS| RTC SELECTED PROJECT ?oe RATING 75; COG #1662; INTER. IMPROVEMENTS
P.A. | CM 3111 |
[ 156
| 5 [ 31
________ 155]
COMMENTS| RTC SELECTED PROJECT COG RATING 505 COG #2694; OPERATIONS |
P.A. | CM 800| | | '
[ 640|
| 5 | | 800
COMMENTS| RTC SELECTED PROJECT COG RATING 65; COG #2675 SIGNAL IMPROVEMENTS
pA. 0P | w1 00 | w0l | s.as7( ||
0.1 Jommeee 10 20 00| 5.457] 357
a74/4 | 15 10 20 100] } 5,100l |
COMMENTS| FUNDING FROM TECHNICAL REVISION TO ISIEA BILL '
INT. | MISC | 5 [ 10 7,010 [ l
1.2 Jnene- | I s |10 10]
aF/4F/4F) 16 | } 5} ’ 1o= 0%8 7,000=
________ 7,
COMMENTS CONSTRUCT INTERCHANGE LOCAL FINANCING'($7,000,000. CONSTRUCTION)
___________________________________________________________________________ [P
INT. | MISC | 5| 5 | 390] | | I
2.8 |------ | 5 | 5] | 25| | |
a/4/4 l 16 | s, 5; ; 390 365 : :
COMMENTS |
TxDOT -- REGIONAL PLANNING OFFICE AT ARLINGTON REVISED:




ST-02
FISCAL YEAR 1995

1993 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM FOR THE DALLAS - FORT WORTH METROPOLITIAN AREA

AS OF OCTOBER 1 ,1993

RESPONSIBLE AGENCY
PROJECT NUMBER
COUNTY LOCATION
CITY  LOCATION
PROP. LETTING DATE

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT

ST-02 4108

TARRANT

GRAPEVINE

NOV1994

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT

ST-02

TARRANT

FORT_WORTH

DEC1994

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT

ST-02 1100

TARRANT

|ARLINGTON

|APR1995

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT

ST-02 1220

TARRANT

ARLINGTON

APR1995

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT

ST-02 3510

TARRANT

FORT_WORTH

JAN1996

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST-02

TARRANT

EDGECLIFF

JUN1995

| TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT

|ST-02 3670

| TARRANT

EULESS

MAR1997

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT

ST-02 4036

TARRANT

EULESS

NOV1994

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST-02 5118

TARRANT

TARRANT COUNTY
SEP1995

PROJECT
LIMITS (FROM)
LIMITS (T0)
CONTROL-SECT-JOB
WORK DESCRIPTION

Hoo121

AT S.H. 114

IN GRAPEVINE

10364-01-077

LANDSCAPING

S.H. 121

I.H. 20
SYCAMORE SCHOOL RD.
0504-02-012
MAJOR CONSTR.
F.M. 157
ABRAM ST.
BORDER ST.
0747-04-041
MAJOR CONSTR.
|F.M. 157
MITCHELL ST.
PARK ROW DR.
0747-04-042
MAJOR CONSTR.

M.H. (ALTA MESA BLVD.)
E. OF I.H.  35W

CAMPUS DR.

8693-02-005

MAJOR CONSTR.

M.H.  (HEMPHILL ST.)
I.H. 20

ALTA MESA BLVD.
8644-02-002

MAJOR CONSTR.

M.H.  (MID-CITIES BLVD.)
WOOD PARK LN.

S.H. 360

8606-02-011

,MAJOR REHAB.

|S.H. 10

|AT PIPELINE RD. & ROYAL
|PKWY. IN EULESS
10094-02-087

|SIGNS OR ILLUM.

|ARKANSAS LN.
ARLINGTON-PANTEGO C/L
BOWEN RD.
10902-48-963

|MAJOR CONSTR.

PAGE III-19

YEAR 4
TOTAL
FED. ENGR.
STATE CONST
LOCAL ROW %
............... |
l
T
| |
| |
I [
_______________ |
| l
l
|
_______________ [
I
I
|
1406
1,045 85
351 1,221
10 1001
|
_______________ |
500 I
300
300
200 200
[
|
[
|
|

YEAR 1 e 2| YEAR 3
[FUNC CLS |FEDPRG|TOTAL | TOTAL TOTAL |
LENGTH  [=mmmmn FED. | ENGR. |FED. | ENGR. [FED. | ENGR.
LANES  |STATE |STATE | CONST.|STATE | CONST.ISTATE | CONST.
CAT. [LOCAL | ROW [LOCAL | ROW |LOCAL | ROW |
COMMENTS |
FHY. | MISC 5] 5 290]
...... | 5 5 | 20
|6F /65 /6F| 16 5] 5 290’ 270
-------- I
| COMMENTS | l
P.A. | MISC 11,703 |
3.9 Joemoe- 20|
0/4/4 | 16 | 11,683
________ 11,703 |
COMMENTS| FRONTAGE ROADS - LOCAL FUNDING ,
P.A. | NH-M 5 10] 435 |
0.1 [emome- 5 10] 348 30|
466 3 5 10 87 405{
| COMMENTS | ,
P.A. | NH-M 10] 101 1,230 l
0.4 [emooe- i 10 | 10/ 984 80
4/60/60 | 3A 1o 10; | e 1,150
COMMENTS| CITY OF ARLINGTON PART. IN ROW
| M.A. | PASS | w0 wl w0l
0.8 |-co-- 10 10 10
0/60/60 | 18 10 1o 10
| COMMENTS
M.A. | PASS 50 100 2,550
1.1 feooo- 50 100 100
0/60/6D | 18 50 100 1,660 1,950
........ | ’890] 500
COMMENTS | I
P.A. | PASS | 51 20| | 287
2.6 |eceo- 5 | 20| 100
2/60/6D | 18 5 20] | 100
-------- [ | 187] 187
COMMENTS | l
M.A. | SIGN 2| | 60
...... | 2| 5
4D/4D/4D| 10 | z} } 60| ssl
COMMENTS | l
M.A. | ST-MM | Y
______ | i 56
2/5 | 4c = I 56
COMMENTS| RTC SELECTED OFF SYSTEM COG RATING 553C0G #1265; INCLUDES 0902-48-964

SEE ABBREVIATIONS AND NOTES FOLLOWING ROADWAY SECTION INTRODUCTION

TxDOT -- REGIONAL PLANNING OFFICE AT ARLINGTON

YEAR 5-6
TOTAL
FED. | ENGR.
STATE | CONST.
LOCAL | ROW
oo
|
|
|
5,331
4,265| 160
066! 5,171
1,330
1,064
1,330
266
REVISED:

YEAR 7,8,9
TOTAL
FED. ENGR.
STATE CONST.
LOCAL ROW




ST-02
FISCAL YEAR 1995

1993 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM FOR THE DALLAS - FORT WORTH METROPOLITIAN AREA

RESPONSIBLE AGENCY
PROJECT NUMBER
COUNTY LOCATION
CITY  LOCATION
PROP. LETTING DATE
TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT

ST-02 5109

TARRANT

HALTOM_CITY

APR1995

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT

ST-02 5105

TARRANT

ARLINGTON

JAN1995

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT

ST-02 5106

TARRANT

ARLINGTON

JAN1995

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT

ST-02 1340

TARRANT

EULESS

MAY1995

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST-02 1420

TARRANT

AZLE

0CT1995

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
TARRANT

N_RICH HILLS

JUL1995

ITEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
|ST-02 5110

TARRANT

RICH HILLS

JAN1395

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST-02 5125

TARRANT

EULESS

MAY1995

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST-02 5115

TARRANT

FORT WORTH

MAY1396

SEE ABBREVIATIONS AND NOTES FOLLOWING ROADWAY SECTION INTRODUCTION

| PROJECT

| LIMITS (FROM)

| LIMITS (T0)
CONTROL-SECT-J0B
WORK DESCRIPTION

BROADWAY AVE.

BEACH ST.

U.S. 377

0902-48-939

MAJOR CONSTR.

DAVIS DR.

PARK ROW DR.

ARKANSAS LN.

0902-48-930,931

MAJOR CONSTR.

DAVIS DR.

RANDOL MILL DR.

u.S. 80

0902-48-932

MAJOR CONSTR.

F.M.

S.H. 121

S.H. 183

0747-03-05B

MAJOR CONSTR.

F.M. 730

S. END WALNUT CK. BR.

S.H. 199

0312-05-018

MAJOR CONSTR.

[F.M. 3029

[F.M. 1938

GLADE RD.

3125-01-901

MAJOR CONST.

HANDLEY-EDERVILLE RD.

S.H. 121

S.H. 183

0902-48-940

MAJOR CONSTR.

N. MAIN ST.

S.H. 10

MIDWAY RD.

0902-48-953

MAJOR CONSTR.

NORTHEAST TARRANT CO. PKWY.
I.H.  35W

|U.S. 377

|0902-48-948,959

IMAJOR CONSTR.

AS OF OCTOBER 1 ,1993
YEAR 1 Tvem 2z YEAR 3 | YERR 4 | YEAR 5.6
IFUNC CLS |FEDPRG |TOTAL TOTAL ToTAL | ToTAL | IToTaL |
LENGTH  [ommme- FED. | ENGR. IFED. | ENGR. IFED. | ENGR. IFED. | ENGR. |FED. | ENGR.
LANES  |STATE [STATE | CONST.|STATE | CONST.|STATE | CONST.|STATE | CONST.|STATE | CONST
CAT. |LOCAL | ROW |[LOCAL | ROW  |LOCAL | ROW  [LOCAL | ROW  |LOCAL | ROMW
COMMENTS
M.A. | ST-wM| 121 2,316
...... 97| 121 1,833
2/4 ac wa] 2316
-------- 4
COMMENTS| RTC SELECTED OFF SYSTEM COG RATING 65: COG #1635; INCLUDES 0902-48-940
M.A. | ST-MM 88 1,680
------ 70 88 1,330
2/4 ac 1,680
........ 18 350
COMMENTS| RTC SELECTED OFF-SYSTEM COG RATING 65; COG# 160
MA. | ST-w| | 6s| | 1,235 | 1 | 17T
______ 52 65/ 988 |
2/4 ac IR !
-------- 24
COMMENTS| RTC SELECTED OFF-SYSTEM COG RATING 65: COG# 161 ;INCLUDES 0902-48-933
P.A. | ST-MM 10 60 5,587
1.9 |-t-oo- 10 60| 4.214] 300
2740740 | 4c 10 50 | L35l s.2e7
-------- 1 2
COMMENTS| WIDEN ROADWAY;RTC SELECTED ON SYSTEM PROJECT COG RATING 593C0G #2736
WAL st s ) Tl T 60 | 3040 | T
1.4 Jooeme- 5 10 60l 2.989| 204
2/474 ac 5 10 60 951] 3,736
COMMENTS| RTC SELECTED ON SYSTEM COG RATING 64; COG # 349 '
M.A. | ST-MM 85 " T70] 6,100 | T
2.2 emee- 85 200] 4,720/ 200
2/6/6 ac 85 264 1.380] 5,900
________ a16] 510
COMMENTS| RTC SELECTED ON SYSTEM PROJECT
WAL | ST esl | | 1 1,235 | | Ty
______ 52 65 988
2/4 i 1,235
........ 13 247
COMMENTS| RTC SELECTED OFF SYSTEM COG RATING 65; COG #2116; INCLUDES 0902-48-942
M.A. | ST-MM 45] 817 )
005 |oneo-- 3] 45 654]
4/6 ac | | 817
-------- 1 163
|COMENTS | RTC SELECTED OFF SYSTEN COG RATING 493 COG 41232; INCLUDES 0902-48-954
| P.A. | ST-MM | 1251 | 10 2,31 ||
I . I 100]  125| l 1,900 l
0/2 a | | | | | 2,375 |
________ | 25 | 475| |
COMMENTS| RTC SELECTED OFF SYSTEM COG RATING 55; COG #1348
TXDOT -- REGIONAL PLANNING OFFICE AT ARLINGTON REVISED:

PAGE 11I-20

| TOTAL

FED. ENGR.
STATE CONST.
LOCAL ROW




ST-02
FISCAL YEAR 1995

RESPONSIBLE AGENCY |
PROJECT NUMBER |
COUNTY LOCATION
CITY  LOCATION
PROP. LETTING DATE
TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST-02 5103

TARRANT

N RICH HILLS

JAN1995 |
TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT

ST-02 1090

JOHNSON

JOHNSON COUNTY

SEP1995

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT

ST-02 3060

TARRANT

|MANSFIELD

INOV1994

SEE ABBREVIATIONS AND NOTES FOLLOWING ROADWAY SECTION INTRODUCTION

1993 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM FOR THE DALLAS - FORT WORTH METROPOLITIAN AREA

PROJECT
LIMITS (FROM)
LIMITS (T0)
CONTROL-SECT-J0B
WORK DESCRIPTION
RUFE SNOW DR.
1.H. 820
WATAUGA RD.
0902-48-928,927
MAJOR CONSTR.

F.M. 157

0.5 MI S OF U.S. 67
ELLIS C-L
0747-05-015

MAJOR REHAB.

B.U. 287P

F.M. 157

0AK ST. IN MANSFIELD
0172-02-053

MAJOR CONSTR.

|FUNC CLS|FEDPRG

|LENGTH |------
LANES  |STATE
CAT.
COMMENTS
M.A. ST-MM
1.4 |------
4/6 ac
COMMENTS
“coL. | ST-R
1.3 |------
2/2/2 4F
COMMENTS
“P.A. | ST-UM
1.1 femmee-
2/4D/4D | 4D
COMMENTS |

AS OF
YEAR 1
TOTAL |
FED. | ENGR.
STATE | CONST.
LocAL | ROW
a0
160/ 200

OCTOBER 1 ,1993
CVER 2
OTAL |
FED. | ENGR.

STATE | CONST

LOCAL | ROW

40
RTC SELECTED OFF-SYSTEM COG RATING 70;

ENGR.
CONST.
ROW

FISCAL YEAR 1995 TOTALS

5
5

5
_____ ié""""
15

15

I

696

10
10
10
a0
200
200
1,570

YEAR 3
TOTAL
FED. ENGR.
STATE CONST.
LOCAL ROW
RER T
3,041
3,841
800
C0G #1954
1,4301
1,144 90
286| 1,340
423
3,389 90
847| 4,146
47,584

TxDOT -- REGIONAL PLANNING OFFICE AT ARLINGTON

REVISED:
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ENGR.
CONST.
ROW




ST-02
FISCAL YEAR 1996

RESPONSIBLE AGEMCY
PROJECT NUMBER
COUNTY LOCATION
CITY  LOCATION
PROP. LETTING DAIF

ST-02

TARRANT

HURST

JAN1996

| TEXAS DEPT TRANSFCRY
ST-02 2312

TARRANT

FORT_WORTH

JAN1396

ST-02

TARRANT

FORT WORTH

DEC1995

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPLRT
ST-02 5140

JOHNSON

ALVARADO

FEB1996

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPLIT
ST-02 5150

JOHNSON

ALVARADO

AUG1996

TEXAS DEPT TRANSP{R:
ST-02 5160

JOHNSON

ALVARADO

AUG1996

| TEXAS DEPT TRANSPUET
ST-02 5111

TARRANT

ARLINGTON

JAN1996

TEXAS DEPT TRANSFUi
ST-02

TARRANT

KELLER

0CT1995

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPGRT
ST-02 1820

TARRANT

SOUTHLAKE

0CT1995

SEE ABBREVIATIONS

TEXAS DEPT TRANSF{=T

1993 TRANSPORTATION IMPRCY:*ENT PROGRAM FOR THE DALLAS - FORT WORTH METROPOLITIAN AREA

JAT I.H. 30

| (CENTRAL INCREMENT)
|0014-16-165

|MAJOR CONSTR.

S.H. 121

SYCAMORE SCHOOL RD.
F.M. 1187
0504-02-014

|MAJOR CONST.

0260-01-034
MAJOR CONSTR.

W OF CHAMBERS CREEK BR
0259-05-037
MAJOR CONSTR.

u.s.

W. OF T.H.  35W
0260-01-035
MAJOR REHAB.

COLLINS ST.
SPUR 303
MAYFIELD RD.
0902-48-943
MAJOR CONSTR.

F.M. 1938

1.2 MI. S. OF F.M. 1709
RUMFIELD RD.
1978-01-903

(1)

F.M. 1938 (DAVIS BLVD.)
1.2 MI. S. OF F.M. 1709
2.4 MI. S. OF F.M. 1709
1978-01-902

STATE |STATE

PROJECT
LIMITS (FROM)
LIMITS (T0)
CONTROL-SECT-J0B
WORK DESCRIPTION
S.H. 10
AT PRECINCT LINE RD.
0094-02-904
INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS
LH. 3

67
W. END CHAMBERS CREEK BR.

MAJOR CONSTR.,SIGNS OR ILLU|COMMENTS|

I
AND NOTES FOLLOWING ROADWAY SECTION INTRODUCTION

AS OF OCTOBER 1 ,1993

FEDPRG|YOTAL |

IFED. | ENGR.
CONST.
1 LOCAL ROW

............... .
:

YEAR 2
|TOTAL |
FED. | ENGR.
STATE | CONST
LOCAL | ROW

50 50
50 50
50 50
RECONSTRUCT PARTIAL INTERCHANGE
--------- 200 | 1201
20 120
20
120
251 | 5]
25 25
25 25
25 sl
25 50
25 50
""" s e T
| 5 5
5| 5
|

YEAR 3
ToTAL |
FED. | ENGR.
STATE | CONST
LOCAL | ROM

1,500
1,500

1,500

|
a0
400

400
_____ oo
50

50
“e00]
600

600
_____ e
10

10

PAGE III-22

FED. ENGR.
CONST.
LOCAL ROW

TVeAR 4| VEAR 5-6
TOTAL | TOTAL |
FED. ENGR. |FED. ENGR.
STATE | CONST.|STATE CONST.
LOCAL | ROW  |LOCAL | ROy
Ts00) 1T
400
500
100
............... [
45,864
41,278] 1,532
4,586| 43,168
| 1,164|
_______________ [
13,598 |
400
13,198
13,598 |
Taer2l |
6,138 500
1,534| 7,172
|
16,9501 1
13,560 550
3,390] 16,400
“eesl |
708 60
177 825
Toea9 |
2,119
| 2,649]
530
Ta,2820
2,446| 100
612| 2,958
184/ 184
| |
| |
| | |
| | |
i
REVISED:

TxDOT -- REGIONAL PLANNING OFFICE AT ARLINGTON




ST-02
FISCAL YEAR 1996

RESPONSIBLE AGENCY
PROJECT NUMBER
COUNTY LOCATION
CITY  LOCATION
PROP. LETTING DATE

SEE ABBREVIATIONS AND NOTES FOLLOWING ROADWAY SECTION INTRODUCTION

1993 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM FOR THE DALLAS - FORT WORTH METROPOLITIAN AREA
AS OF OCTOBER 1 ,1993

TxDOT -- REGIONAL PLANNING OFFICE AT ARLINGTON

PAGE 111-23

| | | Y PN —
PROJECT DESCRIPTION | YEAR 1 I YEAR 2 ’ YEAR 3 ’ YEAR 4 { YEAR 5-6 ! YEAR 7,8,9
PROJECT | FUNC CLS|FEDPRGITOTAL | |TOTAL | ITOTAL | |TOTAL | |TOTAL | |TOTAL |
LIMITS }FROM) JLENGTH |------ |FED. ENGR. |FED. | ENGR. |FED. | ENGR. |FED. | ENGR. |FED. l ENGR. [FED. | ENGR.
LIMITS (T0) | LANES {STATE |STATE CONST. [STATE | CONST.|STATE | CONST.|STATE | CONST.|STATE CONST. |STATE | CONST
CONTROL-SECT-J0B | | CAT. |LOCAL | ROW [LOCAL | ROW |LOCAL | ROW |[LOCAL | ROW ILOCAL | ROW  |LOCAL | ROW
WORK DESCRIPTION | COMMENTS | | | | |
FISCAL YEAR 1996 TOTALS 125 250 2,560 91,360 0 2,361

REVISED:




ST-02
FISCAL YEAR 1997

1993 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM FOR THE DALLAS - FORT WORTH METROPOLITIAN AREA

RESPONSIBLE AGENCY
PROJECT NUMBER
COUNTY LOCATION
CITY  LOCATION
PROP. LETTING DATE
TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST-02

TARRANT COUNTY

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST-02

TARRANT COUNTY

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST-02

TARRANT

FORT_WORTH

DEC1396

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST-02 2535

TARRANT

HURST

NOV1996

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST-02 3590

TARRANT

FORT_WORTH

DEC1999

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST-02 3070

TARRANT

KENNEDALE

FEB1997

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST-02 5694

TARRANT

FORT_WORTH

NOV1396

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST-02 5114

TARRANT

ARLINGTON

JAN1997

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST7-02 1400

TARRANT

AZLE

JUN1997

IM.H.
|BRENTWOOD STAIR RD.

PROJECT
LIMITS (FROM)
LIMITS (T0)
CONTROL-SECT-JOB
WORK DESCRIPTION
F.M. PROGRAM
VARIOUS HIGHWAYS

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PROG
URBAN MOBILITY
VARTOUS HIGHWAYS

S.H.
HULEN ST.

I.H. 20

0504-02-010

MAJOR CONST.

I.H, 820

AT S.H. 121, S.H.
S.H. 183, F.M, 1938
0008-13-156

MAJOR CONSTR.

(COOKS LANE)

26,

GREEN OAKS BLVD.
8670-02-009
MAJOR CONSTR.
B.U. 287p
I.H. 20
VILLAGE CK.
0172-01-036
MAJOR CONSTR.
CHERRY LN.
I.H. 30
CLIFFORD ST.
0902-48-965
MAJOR CONST.
DAVIS DR.
DIVISION ST.
PARK ROW DR.
0902-48-946

|MAJOR CONSTR.

F.M. 730
0.2 MI N. OF FM 1542, S.
END OF WALNUT CK. BRIDGE

0312-05-019

IMAJOR CONSTR.

AS OF OCTOBER 1 ,1993
YEAR 1 YEAR 2 TYEAR 3| veAR 4
FUNC CLS |FEDPRG |TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL | TOTAL
LENGTH  |--mm-m- ED. | ENGR. |FED. | ENGR. |FED. | ENGR. |FED. ENGR.
LANES  |STATE |STATE | CONST.|STATE | CONST.|STATE | CONST.|STATE | CONST
CAT. [LOCAL | ROW |LOCAL | ROW |LOCAL | ROW  |LOCAL | ROW
COMMENTS
COMMENTS| FUNDING FOR PROJECTS NOT OTHERWISE PROGRAMMED
COMMENTS| FUNDING FOR PROJECTS NOT OTHERWISE PROGRAMMED
Tp.A. | MISC 251 | 51 | 00 | 150]
301 e | 25 25 100| 150
0/4/4 | 16 251 25 100 150
COMMENTS
TINT. [ NH-M | 250 250 500 1,000
1.8" Jemeoeo 250 250 500 1,000
4F/8F/8F| 3A 250 250 500 800
COMMENTS| INTERCHANGE IMPROVEMENTS MAIN LANES INCLUDES 0008-14-074
TMA. I eass | s | 51 | s | 5|
1.7 Jemomn- 5 5 5 5
2/60/6D | 18 5 5 5 5
COMMENTS
M. sl T YT YT T T 2291
0.4 Jomoon- a5
2/4D/4D | 4cC 211
-------- 18] 184
COMMENTS| RTC SELECTED ON SYSTEM RATING 56; COG #1762
M.A. | ST-MM
1.9 J-ceoe-
2/4/4 ac
COMMENTS| RTC SELECTED OFF SYSTEM COG RATING 54; COG #2154
TM.A. | ST-MM 101
0.8 |omom-- 81l 101
2/4 ac
COMMENTS| RTC SELECTED OFF SYSTEM COG RATING 55; COG #158 ; INCLUDES 0902-48-947
M.A. | ST-MM 15 15| 50| 50|
3 eee- 15 | 15 | 50 | 50
{2/4D74D | 4 | 15 15; 50: 50:

PAGE I111-24

4,155

2,684 100

1,105| 3,255
366| 800

SEE ABBREVIATIONS AND NOTES FOLLOWING ROADWAY SECTION INTRODUCTION

TxDOT -- REGIONAL PLANNING OFFICE AT ARLINGTON

YEAR 5-6
TOTAL
FED. | ENGR.
STATE | CONST
LOCAL | ROW
Tz
140
2,140] 2,000
a3
70| 213
43
X
300
8,775
9,075
35,307
28,318 500
7.079| 34,897
10200
104] 130
550
366] 890
Trs
960| 45
285 1,200
R
2,995
3,748
753
2,000
1,535 8
1,919
465
Cageal
3,811] 100
1os3l 4,764
REVISED:




ST-02
FISCAL YEAR 1997

1993 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM FOR THE DALLAS - FORT WORTH METROPOLITIAN AREA

RESPONSIBLE AGENCY
PROJECT NUMBER
COUNTY LOCATION
CITY  LOCATION
PROP. LETTING DATE

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT

ST-02 5127

TARRANT

HURST

0CT1996

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT

ST-02 5121

TARRANT

EVERMAN

JAN1997

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT

$T-02 5120

TARRANT

| ARLINGTON

|MAR1997

ITEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT

ST7-02 5124

TARRANT

ARLINGTON

JAN1997

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST-02 3660

TARRANT

EDGECLIFF

JUN1995

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST-02 5126

TARRANT

HURST

JAN1997

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST-02 5123

TARRANT

|ARLINGTON

| JAN1997

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
$T-02 4010

TARRANT

HURST

JAN1997

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST-02 5122

TARRANT

GRAPEVINE

JAN1997

SEE ABBREVIATIONS AND NOTES FOLLOWING ROADWAY SECTION INTRODUCTION

PROJECT
LIMITS (FROM)
LIMITS (T0)
CONTROL-SECT-JOB
WORK DESCRIPTION
F.M. 3029 (PRECINCT LINE RD
THOUSAND DAKS DR.
S.H. 26
3125-01-907,908
MAJOR CONSTR.
FOREST HILL DR.
SHELBY RD.
LON STEVESON RD.
0902-48-966
MAJOR CONSTR.
GREEN OAKS BLVD. SW
SPUR 303
I.H. 20
8679-02-902
MAJOR CONSTR.
LAMAR BLVD.
STADIUM DR.
S.H. 360
0902-48-951
MAJOR CONSTR.
M.H, (HEMPRILL ST.)
I.H. 20
ALTA MESA BLVD,
8644-02-002
MAJOR CONSTR.
PIPELINE RD.
PRECINCT LINE RD.
PIPELINE (T.
0902-48-955
MAJOR CONSTR.
POLY-WEBB RD.
PLEASANT RIDGE RD.
LITTLE RD.
0902-48-949
MAJOR CONSTR.
S.H. 10
1.H. 820 IN HURST
BELL SPUR
0094-02-075
MAJOR CONSTR.
S.H. 26 (NORTHWEST HWY.)
S.H. 114, S.
HALL~JOHNSON RD.
0363-01-901
MAJOR CONSTR.

AS OF OCTOBER 1 ,1993
VEAR 1 TvewR 2 YEAR 3| VEAR 4
[FUNC_CLS | FEDPRG [ TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL | |TOTAL -
LENGTH [ =-nnn- ED. | ENGR. IFED. | ENGR. |FED. | ENGR. |FED. | ENGR.
LANES  |STATE |STATE | CONST.|STATE | CONST.|STATE | CONST.|STATE | CONST
CAT. |LOCAL | ROW [LOCAL | ROW  |LOCAL | ROW [LOCAL | ROW
COMMENTS
BTN T T T
0.9 [omme-
5/7 ac
COMMENTS| RTC SELECTED OFF SYSTEM COG RATING 49; COG #1648
ool Ustowl T TTTTTTYTTTYTTTTYUUTYTTTTTTUTTTT
1.5 Jemeome
2/2 ac
COMMENTS| RTC SELECTED OFF SYSTEM COG RATING 53: COG #1245
ThAl st TTTTTTTTTTTYTTY T T 6]
3.7 Jetece- 61 76
4/6 ac 15
COMMENTS | RTC SELECTED OFF SYSTEM COG RATING 53; COG #182
WAL sl Ty T T 21
...... 58 72
476 ac )
COMMENTS| RTC SELECTED OFF SYSTEM COG RATING 495 COG #198 ; INCLUDES 0902-48-952
WAL st T 26851 | 1
1.1 [emmme- 2.148] 100
0/60/6D | 4C 537] 2,685 |
COMMENTS| RTC SELECTED ON SYSTEM PROJECT COG RATING 59;C06 #2754
WAL sl TTTTTYTTTTYYTTYUTTTTYTTTTOTTT s
1.2 Jememe- 36 a5
4/5 ac .
COMMENTS| RTC SELECTED OFF SYSTEM COG RATING 49; COG #1646
ool stewl TG TG T w0
...... 37 46
2/4 ac
COMMENTS| RTC SELECTED OFF SYSTEM COG RATING 50; COG #249 ; INCLUDES 0902-48-950
R T N T R 2000
31 Jemeee 200
4D760/6D|  4C 200
ICOMMENTS| RTC SELECTED ON SYSTEM RATING 50; COG #2762
e Vst YT T T YT T
4.0° [omemee
4/6 ac
COMMENTS| RTC SELECTED OFF SYSTEM COG RATING 53; COG #1616

TxDOT -- REGIONAL PLANNING OFFICE AT ARLINGTON

REVISED:
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YEAR 7,8,9
TOTAL
FED. ENGR.
STATE CONST.
LOCAL ROW




$T-02
FISCAL YEAR 1997

RESPONSIBLE AGENCY
PROJECT NUMBER
COUNTY LOCATION
CITY  LOCATION
PROP. LETTING DATE

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
TARRANT

ARLINGTON

0€T199%6

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST-02 5116

TARRANT

KELLER

JAN1997

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST-02 5117

TARRANT

KELLER

JAN1997

1993 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM FOR THE DALLAS - FORT WORTH METROPOLITIAN AREA

PROJECT

LIMITS (FROM)
LIMITS (70)
CONTROL-SECT-JOB
WORK DESCRIPTION

SPUR 303

2.6 MI. E. OF I.H.
FIELDER RD.
2208-01-901
MAJOER CONSTR.

820

WILSON LN.
u.s. 377
WHITLEY RD.
0902-48-960
MAJOR CONSTR.

WILSON LN.
WHITLEY RD.
RUFE SNOW DR.
0902-48-961
MAJOR CONSTR.

FISCAL YEAR 1997 TOTALS

FUNC CLS
LENGTH
LANES

COMMENTS

| FEDPRG

AS OF OCTOBER 1 ,1993

VEAR 2
T t0tAL
ENGR. [FED. | ENGR.
CONST. [STATE | CONST
ROW |LOCAL | ROW

24

SEE ABBREVIATIONS AND NOTES FOLLOWING ROADWAY SECTION INTRODUCTION

TxDOT -- REGIONAL PLANNING OFFICE AT ARLINGTON

REVISED:

PAGE I1

14,000

1-26

ENGR.
CONST.
ROW




57-02
FISCAL YEAR 1998

RESPONSIBLE AGENCY
PROJECT NUMBER
COUNTY LOCATION
CITY  LOCATION
PROP. LETTING DATE
TEXAS DEPT TRANSFORY
$T-02 3680
TARRANT
FORT WORTH
SEP1998
TEXAS DEPT
ST-02 3705
TARRANT
FORT WORTH
0CT1897
TEXAS DEPT
|ST-02 2221
| TARRANT
|FORT_WORTH
JAN1998
TEXAS DEPT
ST-02 2536
TARRANT
HURST
NOV1997

TEXAS DEPT
ST-02 3690
| TARRANT
|FORT_WORTH
15EP15998
TEXAS DEPT
ST-02
TARRANT
FORT_WORTH
AUG1998

SEE ABBREVIATIONS AND NOTES FOLLOWING ROADWAY SECTION INTRODUCTION

1993 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM FOR THE DALLAS - FORT WORTH METROPOLITIAN

PROJECT
LIMITS (FROM)
LIMITS (T0)
CONTROL-SECT-J0B
WORK DESCRIPTION

M.H. (ROSEDALE ST.)
FOREST PARK BLVD.

MAIN ST.

8648-02-011

MAJOR CONSTR.

M.H.  (VICKERY BLVD.)
B.U. 287P

u.s. 287

8643-02-002

MAJOR REHAB.

I.H. 30

W. OF SUMMIT AVE.
I.H.  35W
1068-01-150
MAJOR CONSTR.

I1.H. 820

AT S.H. 121, S.H.
S.H, 183, F.M. 1938
0008-13-157

MAJOR CONSTR.

26,

M.H, (TRINTY BLVD.)
W. OF BEDFORD-ARL. RD
F.M, 157

£665-02-001

HMAJOR CONSTR.

SPUR 303

1.H. 820

2.6 MI. E. OF I.H.
2208-01-902

HAJOR CONSTR.

820

FISCAL YEAR 1998 TOTALS

FUNC CLS
LENGTH
LANES

COMMENTS

AS OF OCTOBER 1 ,1993
YEAR 1 TveaR 2 w3 YEAR 4
FEDPRG[TOTAL | TOTAL | To1AL | ToTAL |
------ ED. | ENGR. [FED. | ENGR. [FED. | ENGR. [FED. | ENGR.
STATE [STATE | CONST.[STATE | CONST.[STATE | CONST.[STATE | CONST
CAT. |LOCAL | ROW [LOCAL | ROW  [LOCAL | ROW  [LOCAL | ROW
Vvetrol 1 o001 o1 6,200
------ 100 100 '160] 200
17 100 100 3,040
3.000] 6,000
INCLUDES RAILROAD BRIDGES FORT WORTH 50% PARTICIPATION
| MeTRO| 0 sl sol | 1,400
...... 25 25 50 100
17 25 25 50 750
650 1,300
I 'NM | 150 | 1s0] | 0 | 0]
...... 150 150 300 300
3 150 150 300 300
RECONSTRUCT FREEWAY DOWNTOWN & LANCASTER AVE. CONNECTION
VN | sol | 200 | 200 | 500
------ 50 200 200 500
3 50 200 200 500
INTERCHANGE IMPROVEMENTS RAMPS AND CONNECTIONS INCLUDES 0008-14-075
Teass | 2 211 10l | 1.300
...... 25 25 100 200
18 25 25 100 800
500 1,100
st s | s w0 | 1s0)
...... 25 25 100 | 150
ac 25 25 100 150{
CITY OF ARLINGTON PART. ($2,900,000. NOT INCLUDED IN ABOVE);COG #271

TxDOT -~ REGIONAL PLANNING OFFICE AT ARLINGTON

YEAR &6
TOTAL |
FED. | ENGR,
STATE | CONST
LOCAL | 0K
4,872
3,629 200
3,407| 8,672
7.836] 6,000
Csa90
3,583 100
1,546] 4,379
650] 1,300
‘18,9001
17,010 400
1,890| 18,500
21,278]
17,022] 500
4,256| 20,778
‘10,683
7.586] 300
2,588] 9,183
509| 1,200
6317
4.750] 300
1,613| 5,938
14 139
77,889
REVISED:
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ENGR.
CONST.
ROW




sT-02
FISCAL YEAR 1999

1993 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM FOR THE DALLAS - FORT WORTH METROPOLITIAN AREA

AS OF OCTOBER 1 ,1993

RESPONSIBLE AGENCY
PROJECT NUMBER
COUNTY LOCATION
CITY  LOCATION
PROP. LETTING DATE
TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
|ST-02 3082
| TARRANT

FORT_WORTH

SEP1399

TEXAS DEPT
ST-02 3094
TARRANT
FORT WORTH
JAN1399
TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST-02 4460

TARRANT

ARLINGTON
SEP1999
TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
. 15T-02

| TARRANT

| FORT_WORTH
EAUGI§99
ITEXAS DEPT

|ST-02 4210
TARRANT

FORT_WORTH

FEB1Y99

TEXAS DEPT
ST-02 4340
TARRANT
FORT WORTH
DEC1998

TRANSPORT

TEXAS DEPT
ST-02 3560
TARRANT
COLLEYVILLE
MAR1999
TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST-02 5112

TARRANT

ARLINGTON

SEP1999

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST-02 3010

| TARRANT

| GRAPEVINE

10CT1998

PROJECT
LIMITS (FROM)
LIMITS (70)
CONTROL-SECT-JOB
WORK DESCRIPTION
|B.U. 287P (ROSEDALE ST.)
FOREST PARK BLVD.
MAIN ST.
0172-01-041
MAJOR REHAB.
B.U. 287P (ROSEDALE ST.)
I.H. 354
RIVERSIDE DR.
0172-01-042
MAJOR REHAB.
S.H, 360
TRINITY RIVER
|RIVERSIDE DR.
2266-02-072
MAJOR CONSTR.
|S.H. 121
{1.H. 20
SYCAMORE SCHOOL RD.
0504-02-011
(1)
S.H.
0.4 MI. W. OF S.H.
TARRANT-DALLAS C-L
0094-02-077
MAJOR CONSTR.,SIGNS OR ILLU
S.H. 199
N. END LAKE WORTH BRIDGE
I1.H. 820
0171-05-055
MAJOR CONSTR.,MAJOR REHAB.,
M.H., (CHEEK-SPARGER RD)
S.H. 26
W0OD PARK LN.
8606-02-010

360

ABRAM ST.

PLAZA WEST

NORWOOD DR.

€06 100

MAJOR CONSTR.

B.S. 114L

S.H. 26 IN GRAPEVINE

S.H. 26 (E. INT.)
0353-07-012

MAJOR CONSTR.,SIGNS OR ILLU

YEAR 1 Nea 2 YEAR 3
FUNC CLSIFEDPRGITOTAL | ToTAL | ToTAL |
LENGTH  [=nmnn- FED. | ENGR. |FED. | ENGR. [FED. | ENGR.
LANES  |STATE |STATE | CONST.|STATE | CONST.|STATE | CONST
CAT. |LOCAL | ROW [LOCAL | ROW  |LOCAL | ROW
COMMENTS
TpLA. | METRO| 2T 2T 21
0.3 [oeommn 2 2 2
4/6D/6D | 17 2 2 2
COMMENTS| FORT WORTH 50% PARTICIPATION
P.A. | METRO| 21 T 2T 21
1.0 fomammn 2 2 2
4/60/60 | 17 2 2 2
COMMENTS| FORT WORTH 50% PARTICIPATION
TRy Twisc |y T
0.8 [-veme-
6F /6F /6F | 16
COMMENTS | FRONTAGE RDS & RAMPS FUNDED BY CITY OF ARLINGTON
TRay | NHM | s sol | w0l
3.9 fememn- 25 50 100
0/4/4 3A 25 50 100
COMMENTS
T U T e T 0 w00
2.1 femmame 70 100 100
6F/8F/10] 3A 70 100 100
COMMENTS| EXPAND FREEWAY TO 8 LANES
ThA. I NHM | wo| | w0l 1 2000
2.2 Jomeonn 100 100 200
aF/8F/8F| 3A 100 100 200
COMMENTS
pA. | PAss | = 20| 250
3.7 [eemoe 25 25 25
2/4D/4D | 18 25 25 25
COMMENTS
Tea PstowTTUTTTTYTTTYTTTY T
0/4 Tac
COMMENTS| RTC SELECTED OFF SYSTEM COG RATING 55;C06 #100
MA. | st 10 | w7 T
0.6 |e-nme- | 10 10 |10
2/4D/4D | 4C 10; 10 10}
COMMENTS | RTC SELECTED ON SYSTEM PROJECT COG RATING 47306 #2723

YEAR 4
ToTAL |
FED. | ENGR.
STATE CONST
LOCAL ROW
_____ e
2
2
...... e
2
2
a0
200
200
o)
100
100
B TH
200
200
..... e
25
25
T
10

I
SEE ABBREVIATIONS AND NOTES FOLLOWING ROADWAY SECTION INTRODUCTION

TxDOT -- REGIONAL PLANNING OFFICE AT ARLINGTON

YEAR 5-6
ToTAL |
FED. | ENGR.
STATE CONST
LOCAL | ROW
Tl
56 70
169
155] 310
a0
216] 270
54
s
400
531
15 146
w0
100
100
8500
1,600 2,000
6.835
651 6,500
oo
50
50
_____ e
10
10
REVISED:
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VEAR 7.8.9
ToTAL |
FED. | ENGR.
STATE | CONST
LOCAL ROW
Toen
1.040] 100
416| 2,401
1,355] 310
Tisorn
2.217] 100
1.587] 5,342
3.703| 2.065
ool
70
701 1,000
1,000
3a.e00]
27.648] 1.500
77029] 33.060
13 130
136000
10.880] 450

- 1 o e

7,701
5,241 240
1,959| 6,311
501} 1,150

675

540
675

135

2,039
1,631 133
408] 1,906




ST-02
FISCAL YEAR 1999

RESPONSIBLE AGENCY
| PROJECT NUMBER
COUNTY LOCATION
CITY  LOCATION
PROP. LETTING DATE

1ST-02 3063

| TARRANT

| KENNEDALE

|FEB1999

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT
ST-02

TARRANT

SOUTHLAKE

SEP1999

1993 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM FOR THE DALLAS - FORT WORTH METROPOLITIAN AREA

PROJECT

LIMITS (FROM)
LIMITS (T0)
CONTROL-SECT-JOB
WORK DESCRIPTION

TEXAS DEPT TRANSPORT|B.U.

287P

{DICK PRICE RD.
|EDEN RD.
|0172-02-056

MAJOR CONSTR.

F.M. 1