» Come to the public meetings.

HOWTO FIND OUT
WHAT'S GOING ON

Visit the Study’s web site
at http:/www.dot state.
tx.us/mis/mis.html

Contact TxDOT project staff:
Marty Boyd [915] 790.4326
or Jack Lord [915] 790.4329

Read this and future
newsletters.

Public Meetings

Working group meetings are only a part
of the public involvement process on this
project. Public meetings are planned to
keep everyone up-to-date on study
progress and major project decisions,and
to gather concerns and comments from
the public. The first public meeting was
held on October 29, 2002 at the El Paso
Police Department’s Northeast Regional
Command Center at 9600 Dyer St. TXDOT
personnel presented the results of the
issues identification and agency
coordination process and the preliminary
alignment concepts reflecting the
comments and coordination conducted
to date. A second public meeting is
planned for June 11,2003 to present the
preferred route location alternative and
information on subsequent steps in the
study process.

Other Related Projects

Other TXDOT regional mobility studies
include the IH 10 East and West Corridor
Studies that seek to determine
transportation needs of the IH 10 corridor
and identify the strategies to meet these
needs. TxDOT is also examining potential
financing mechanisms for the Northeast
Parkway through a Preliminary Traffic and
Revenue (toll feasibility) Study, the results
of which will be presented along with final
alternative alignment recommendations
for the Northeast Parkway.

YOU'RE INVITED!

2nd Public Meeting
June 11,2003 » 5-8 PM

Northeast Regional Command
Center » 9600 Dyer Street
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Northeast
Parkway News

Route Location
Alternatives Refined

The proposed Northeast Parkway is a
multilane, limited access highway
providing an alternative route to the
congested IH 10 corridor through El Paso.
The highway would serve primarily the
interests of truck and other through traffic,
and also provide more efficient and direct
access to regional industrial parks. The
study is one element of a comprehensive,
region-wide examination by the Texas
Department of Transportation, El Paso
District, (TxDOT) the El Paso Metropolitan
Planning Organization and the New
Mexico State Highway and Transportation
Department (NMSHTD), to improve
regional mobility and enhance
economic development.

No. 2 » Spri

TxDOT has narrowed the potential
Northeast Parkway route alternatives to
include only those alignments that most
efficiently move traffic at the least
environmental and dollar costs. The three
route alternatives recommended for
further detailed design development and
environmental analysis (shown on the
alignment alternatives map as C, D and
E) were developed through a series of
traffic and other technical studies, agency
discussions and an October, 2002 public
meeting. At the conclusion of this study
one of the routes will be selected as a
preferred alternative. This newsletter
summiarizes the studies and discussions
performed to date and the reasons for
selecting the three route location
alternatives.
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UPCOMING PROJECT
MILESTONES
» Third Working Group
Meeting — April 2003

> 2nd Public Meeting —
June 11,2003

> Final Concept Report
preparation — June 2003
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Study Purpose and Need

El Paso has a number of barriers to
mobility, such as the border with Mexico
along the Rio Grande, the physical
boundary posed by the Franklin
Mountains and the extensive facilities of
the Fort Bliss Army Air Defense Center, all
of which results in an unusual, elongated
urban form. As a result, El Paso's urbanized
area begins in Anthony, NM and extends
south 20 miles to the central business
district and then southeast along the Rio
Grande for another 20 miles. All major
arterials feed to IH 10.Thus, IH 10 carries
not only traffic to its downtown, but also
cross town (east west) traffic.IH 10 between
US 54 and Zaragoza Road regularly
experiences severe traffic congestion. This
[H 10 traffic congestion imposes
substantial travel time delay, accident, air
quality and maintenance costs on the
region,and highlights the need to find
an alternate route around El Paso.The
only cross town alternative to IH 10 is
Woodrow Bean Transmountain Road
(Loop 375), but its use by through traffic,
especially trucks, is hindered by the long,
steep grades over the Franklin Mountains.

Travel and growth patterns have also
been influenced by the passage of the
North American Free Trade Agreement of
1994.There has been a substantial
increase in trade and traffic across the
international border to link manufacturing
operations in Juarez with warehousing
and distribution facilities in El Paso.

Working Group Activities

An important part of the route location
process is the identification of location
opportunities and issues by the region’s
stakeholders- those federal, state and local
agencies with a direct interest in the
project or with special technical expertise
to offer. Early identification and resolution
of corridor issues will improve the
transportation planning process.

At this point in the study process, two
meetings with affected agencies have
been held. An issues scoping meeting was
convened on April 11,2002 to provide
agencies with an overview of the project’s
scope and to obtain their input on the
major alignment location issues. A second
meeting was held on August 28,2002 to
present preliminary concept alignments
resulting from technical studies and
agency discussions. The City and County
of El Paso, Dofia Ana County, New Mexico,
Fort Bliss, the Bureau of Land
Management, NMSHTD, TxDOT, El Paso
Natural Gas and El Paso Water Utilities
were among the agencies consulted or
present at both meetings.

Additional working group meetings will be
held at major decision-making pointsin the
study process to validate the study results
and obtain additional input to the route
selection process. A third working group
meeting is planned for late April, 2003.

Preliminary Concept
Alternatives

The first step in the analysis was an
assessment of the ability of the regional
roadway system to accommodate
projected 2025 traffic volumes without
the Northeast Parkway in place. The traffic
analysis prepared for this No-Build
condition concluded that IH 10 and US
54 would experience severe traffic
congestion (Level of Service F) in the year
2025. Additional analysis of relatively
simple, cost-effective Transportation
System Management (TSM)
improvements to reduce congestion
yielded only minimal congestion relief. IH
10 and US 54 still operated at a failing
(LOS F) Level of Service. Therefore, study
of additional roadway capacity on new
rights-of-way is warranted.

The second step in the study process
identified five route location alternatives,
plus the No-Build and TSM options, for
review and comment by agencies and

the public. The five potential routes,
summarized in the Preliminary
Concept Report, addressed the

project’s purpose and need and \
reflected the results of discussions
conducted to date. As shown on the
map, they were:

» Alternative A — Loop 375/
Martin Luther King, Jr. 1
Alternative B — Greenbelt
Alternative C — Railroad/Pipeline
Alternative D — 2025 MTP
Alternative E — Stan Roberts, Sr.
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Alternatives A and E used, to the
extent possible, the existing roadway
infrastructure and right-of-way,
whereas Alternatives B, C and D were
on new alignments.
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The traffic analyses indicate that the
Northeast Parkway will operate at an
acceptable (LOS C) Level of Service in
the 2025 design year under any of the
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above alignment alternatives. IH 10 will
continue to be a very congested highway.
Further, certain sections of US 54, Martin
Luther King, Jr.Blvd.and McCombs St. (FM
2529) will be congested (LOS F) with any
of the alternatives, and the traffic studies
also highlighted the capacity constraints
on Loop 375. All alignment alternatives
were located to minimize residential and
commercial displacements, minimize
impacts to major utility facilities and
distribution systems and avoid sensitive
natural environmental areas.

Revised Preliminary
Concept Alternatives

These five route location alternatives were
presented to federal, state and local
agencies at the working group meeting
on August 28,2002 and to the public at a
meeting on October 29,2002 with the
objective of reducing the number of route
alternatives to three- plus the No-Build
and TSM options. The public and agency

consensus, confirmed by technical studies,
was that Alternatives C, D and E offered
the most benefit with the least overall
impacts from environmental, traffic and
technical perspectives. Alternatives C and
D are similar, except that Alternative C
avoids displacing Fort Bliss’s Rod and Gun
Club, which was relocated for the
construction of Loop 375 through Fort
Bliss. Alternative E is the lengthiest- and
most expensive- alignment, but it avoids
any impact to El Paso Water Utilities' well
and water distribution system.

Accordingly, TxDOT recommends that
Alternatives C,D and E be presented to
the public and affected federal, state and
local agencies as the alternatives worthy
of more detailed studies.




