1-69 Corridor Segment Committee 1 and 2

Kick-off Meeting
April 15
Nacogdoches, Texas

10:00 a.m. Welcome/ Introductions

10:15 a.m. Presentations

Overview of 1-69 Corridor Planning
- 1-69 Corridor: Current & Future Plans

- Other Corridor Initiatives

- Environmental Efforts

- Environmental Efforts

Corridor Vision 2009/Guiding Principles

Role of Segment Committees

Recommendations from 1-69 Advisory Committee

11:15a.m. Questions & Answers

11:45a.m. Committee Organization & Future Meetings

Noon End Meeting

Mark Tomlinson
Division Dir., Texas Turnpike
Authority Div, TXDOT

Ed Pensock
Dir. Corridor Planning
Texas Turnpike Authority Div, TXDOT

Ed Pensock
Dir. Corridor Planning
Texas Turnpike Authority Div, TXDOT

Doug Booher
Environmental, Texas Turnpike
Authority Div, TxDOT

Jack Heiss
Project Development, Texas
Turnpike Authority Div, TXDOT

Mark Tomlinson

Division Dir., Texas Turnpike
Authority Div, TXDOT

Mark Tomlinson

Division Dir, Texas Turnpike
Authority Division, TXDOT

Advisory Committee

Texas Dept. of Transportation

Texas Dept. of Transportation
Gov’t & Public Affairs Div.
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1-69 Corridor: Current & Future Plans
Corridor Initiatives

History of 1-69 Initiative

L T Federal
i T sty |« 1991 - Congress gave interstate designation
= o ‘ = to I-69 specifying a corridor through Indiana,
50, 7 ) .. Kentucky, Tennessee, Mississippi, Arkansas,
e s e I T Louisiana and Texas
= J 5\..\ 3 A~ = 1995 — Funding of first feasibility study

A7 || - 1999 -2008 — Federal funding total for I-69 in
e Texas just over $60 million
— W [/ -/ State
5 _Nof—{ « 2002 — TXDOT designates 1-69 as priority
>4 * 2003 — Alliance for I-69 supports legislation
s S y / | | authorizing alternative financing tools
leol Y | aamm Sasksor ) | « 2004 - 2005 — Environmental meetings
it . \ | = 2006 — TxDOT issues request for
(I 1o QA By S I ) qualifications from potential Comprehensive
A { A Development Agreement (CDA) partners
. San Antonio 0 = « 2007 — Draft Environmental Impact
A\ % Statement published on Tier 1
N = « 2008 — TXDOT recommends use of existing
4 ’ highway alignments and drops consideration
Gl Mekad of new corridors for I-69 west of Houston

Ml-nTv';f

Source: Alliance for 1-69 Texas




Population Forecast

Migration Growth ﬁ\rﬁ[iﬂe
Scenario Zone 2040 Rate 2000-
Growth
2040
Rate
1-69 7.2M 8.6 M 9.4 M 31.1% 0.68 %
0.0
Texas 209 M 24.3 M 26.1 M 25.1 % 0.56 %
1-69 72M 9.9 M 129 M 79.6 % 1.47 %
0.5
Texas 209 M 28.0 M 35.8 M 71.5 % 1.36 %
1-69 7.2M 115 M 18.1 M 153.3 % 2.35%
1.0
Texas 209 M 32.7M 51.7M 148.0 % 2.30 %
1-69 7.2M 10.7 M 152 M 112.6 % 1.90 %
2.0
Texas 209 M 30.3M 43.6 M 109.0 % 1.86 %
Source: Texas State Data Center, 2006 lg'

Ready or Not, Freight is Coming (and Going)

= The I-69 corridor is already a major
freight corridor.

= Rail & truck traffic will increase in Texas
whether or not we build new
transportation capacity.

= Texas gained 36,000 new manufacturing
jobs since 2004. Increased
manufacturing means more freight.

* Texas leads the nation in exports.
Imports and exports are doubling every
10 years.

= Panama Canal expansion will change
world freight flow patterns, increasing
the amount of goods movement on
Texas highways and railroads.

Source: Alliance for I-69 Tex: www.I69texas.org




18,000

4,000

19,500

10,500 / 62%

17,000 / 49%

10,000 / 56%

2,000 / 50%
11,000 / 56%




Texas Department of Transportation

PROPOSED LOOPS

\ST TEXAS HOURGLASS
e

“

T HECES

Texas Department of Transportation







» US 59 Relief Route
e Lufkin Area

— Grade separation
interchange at US 59/LP
287 ($60M, Unfunded)

— On-going US 59
interchange
construction and
highway upgrade
($39Mm)

— Overpass at US 59 & FM
819 ($31M, Unfunded)

— Widen 17 miles of US 69
to Jasper County ($96M, lg"
Unfunded)

Lufkin Area

Nacogdoches

e US59& Loop 224
Relocation and
Upgrade
South of
Nacogdoches

— Proposed
reconstruction to
fully controlled
access freeway

— Awaiting funding
from TxDOT
— New location

subject to Toll
Consideration

Source: TXxDOT Lufkin District
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Environmental Efforts

Tier One
Environmental Impact Statement

Prepare one broad-based EIS evaluating transportation
alternatives from the Texas-Mexico International border to
the Texas-Oklahoma state line incorporating the TTC vision

Focuses on broad issues related to purpose and need and
new corridor development and evaluation

The Draft EIS Identified a Recommended Preferred
Alternative

Public reviewed and commented on the DEIS
The Final EIS identifies a Preferred Alternative

Proceeds to Tier Two if Tier One decision results in
selection of a corridor alternative as the Preferred
Alternative

Does not authorize right-of-way acquisition or construction
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Planning Efforts

1-69: Planning Effort

Goals

« Committed to a NEW vision, prioritizing the
use of existing facilities

» Developing corridor south of Refugio with
toll concession as permitted by SB 792

« Committed to local input, solving problems
and shaping the corridor 7 |




Texas Department of Transportation

Texas Department of Transportation
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Near-Term
Pre-NEPA
Analyses

Initial
Project Selection
(Feasibility)
Mid & Long
Term Projects

NEPA
Clearance

Publish
MDP

Texas Department of Transportation
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Refined Corridor Vision
& Guiding Principles

Original Corridor Concept

* In 2002, the original TTC concept was rolled out as
1,200-foot, multi-modal corridors crisscrossing the
state

» It was described as a one-size fits all approach

* In January 2009, a refined corridor vision was
announced which was based on many
discussions, public meetings and comments.

=t
y 4
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Guiding Principles

» All state highways will be completely owned by
Texas at all times

» All CDAs will include buyback provisions

* CDAs will not include non-compete clauses that
prohibit improvements to existing roadways

=t
y 4
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Corridor Environmental & Planning Process Relationships

Environmental Planning &
Process Devel t Pr

cDA

Collaborative
Process

———————— e —————— — —

Texas Department of Transportation
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