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Texas
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of Transportation

Air Quality Resources
Technical Report

United States Highway 287 (US 287)

District: Fort Worth

Limits: Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) to Lone Star Road
CSJs: 0172-09-037,0172-10-013, and 0172-10-017
Location: Tarrant and Johnson Counties, Texas

Date: November 2020

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws
for this project are being, or have been, carried-out by TxDOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of
Understanding dated December 9, 2019, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.
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AADT
CAA
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HEI
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US 287

Annual Average Daily Traffic
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Code of Federal Regulations
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Estimated Time of Completion
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Texas Emissions Reduction Plan
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1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) is proposing to construct continuous US 287
frontage roads north of Heritage Parkway to south of the Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) and
from south of Heritage Parkway to south of Lone Star Road. Lone Star Road would be
reconstructed and widened from BUS 287 (South Main Street) to the main driveway leading
to Texas Health Mansfield. Project location maps and a detailed project desrcription are
available in the TxDOT Environmental Compliance Oversight System (ECOS).

2 AIR QUALITY ASSESSMENT

2.1 Transportation Conformity

This project is located within an area that has been designhated by EPA as a serious and
marginal nonattainment area for the 2008 and 2015 ozone NAAQS, respectively; therefore,
transportation conformity rules apply. Conformity for older standards is satisfied by conformity
to the more stringent 2008 and 2015 ozone NAAQS, as applicable.

The proposed action is consistent with the North Central Texas Council of Government’s
(NCTCOG) financially constrained Mobility 2045 and the 2019-2022 TIP, as amended, which
were initially found to conform to the TCEQ State Implementation Plan (SIP) by FHWA and FTA
on November 21, 2018 and November 14, 2019, respectively. Copies of the MTP and TIP
pages are included in Appendix 1. All projects in the NCTCOG TIP that are proposed for federal
or state funds were initiated in a manner consistent with federal guidelines in Section 450, of
Title 23 CFR and Section 613.200, Subpart B, of Title 49 CFR.

2.2 CO Traffic Air Quality Analysis

Traffic data for the estimated time of completion (ETC) year 2025 and design year 2045 is
52,120 vehicles per day and 86,030 vehicles per day, respectively. A prior TXDOT modeling
study and previous analyses of similar projects demonstrated that it is unlikely that the carbon
monoxide standard would ever be exceeded as a result of any project with an average annual
daily traffic (AADT) below 140,000. The AADT projections for the project do not exceed
140,000 vehicles per day; therefore, a Traffic Air Quality Analysis was not required.

2.3 Mobile Source Air Toxics (MSAT)

The purpose of this project is to enhance safety and increase mobility by constructing
continuous US 287 frontage roads, adding bicycle and pedestrian facilities, and widening
Lone Star Road. This project has been determined to generate minimal air quality impacts for
Clean Air Act criteria pollutants and has not been linked with any special mobile source air
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toxic (MSAT) concerns. As such, this project will not result in changes in traffic volumes, vehicle
mix, basic project location, or any other factor that would cause a meaningful increase in
MSAT impacts of the project from that of the no-build alternative.

Moreover, Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) regulations for vehicle engines and fuels
will cause overall MSAT emissions to decline significantly over the next several decades.
Based on regulations now in effect, an analysis of national trends with EPA’s MOVES2014
model forecasts a combined reduction of over 90 percent in the total annual emissions rate
for the priority MSAT from 2010 to 2050 while vehicle-miles of travel are projected to increase
by over 45 percentl. This will both reduce the background level of MSAT as well as the
possibility of even minor MSAT emissions from this project.

2.4 Congestion Management Process (CMP)

The CMP is a systematic process for managing congestion that provides information on
transportation system performance and on alternative strategies for alleviating congestion
and enhancing the mobility of persons and goods to levels that meet state and local needs.
The project was developed from the NCTCOG’s CMP, which meets all requirements of 23 CFR
450.320 and 500.109, as applicable. The CMP was adopted by NCTCOG on January 2014.

The region commits to operational improvements and travel demand reduction strategies at
two levels of implementation: program level and project level. Program level commitments are
inventoried in the regional CMP, which was adopted by NCTCOG; they are included in the
financially constrained MTP, and future resources are reserved for their implementation.

The CMP element of the plan carries an inventory of all project commitments (including those
resulting from major investment studies) that details type of strategy, implementing
responsibilities, schedules, and expected costs. At the project’s programming stage, travel
demand reduction strategies and commitments will be added to the regional TIP or included
in the construction plans. The regional TIP provides for programming of these projects at the
appropriate time with respect to the single occupancy vehicle (SOV) facility implementation
and project-specific elements.

1 Updated Interim Guidance on Mobile Source Air Toxic Analysis in NEPA Documents, Federal
Highway Administration, October 12, 2016 October 12, 2016 -

https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/air_quality/air_toxics/policy and guidance/msat/index.cfm
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Committed congestion reduction strategies and operational improvements within the study
boundary will consist of addition of US 287 frontage road lanes; widening lone Star Road,
intersection improvements; ramps, and bicycle and pedestrian facility improvements.
Individual projects are listed in Table 1.

Table 1: Congestion Management Process Strategies
Operational Improvements in Travel Corridor

Location Type Implementation Date
FM 157 from BU 287 to US 67 Special Studies 2021

Source: NCTCOG Transportation Improvement Program Information System (TIPINS). Accessed October 2020.

2.5 Air Quality Construction Emissions Reduction Strategies

During the construction phase of this project, temporary increases in PM and MSAT emissions
may occur from construction activities. The primary construction-related emissions of PM are
fugitive dust from site preparation, and the primary construction-related emissions of MSAT
are diesel particulate matter from diesel powered construction equipment and vehicles.

The potential impacts of particulate matter emissions will be minimized by using fugitive dust
control measures contained in standard specifications, as appropriate. The Texas Emissions
Reduction Plan (TERP) provides financial incentives to reduce emissions from vehicles and
equipment. TxDOT encourages construction contractors to use this and other local and federal
incentive programs to the fullest extent possible to minimize diesel emissions. Information
about the TERP program can be found on TCEQ’s TERP websiteZ2.

However, considering the temporary and transient nature of construction-related emissions,
the use of fugitive dust control measures, the encouragement of the use of TERP, and
compliance with applicable regulatory requirements; it is not anticipated that emissions from
construction of this project will have any significant impact on air quality in the area.

2 https://www.tceq.texas.gov/airquality/terp
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E. Mobility Options

2018 2020
FT Corridor Facility (Attainment | (Attainment YOE Cost
Year) Year)
4 (Frwy), 4 (Frwy), 4 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy),
54-Us 287 (South) | 1.60.3 |US 287 Russell Curry Road |FM 157 i”‘:'“df‘é(‘)”é
4 (Frtg-C) 4 (Frtg-C) 4 (Frtg-C) 4 (Frtg-C) 4 (Frtg-C)
4 (Frwy), 4 (Frwy), 4 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy),
54-US 287 (South) | 1.60.4 |US 287 FM 157 Walnut Creek Drive i”d“df‘é(‘)”é
4 (Frtg-C) 4 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C)
4 (Frwy), 4 (Frwy), 4 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy),
54-US 287 (South) | 1.60.5 |US 287 Walnut Creek Drive |Broad Street i”d“df‘é(‘)”é
4 (Frtg-C) 4 (Frtg-C) 4 (Frtg-C) 4 (Frtg-C) 4 (Frtg-C) o
4 (Frwy), 4 (Frwy), 4 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy),
54-US 287 (South) | 1.60.6 |US 287 Broad Street Lone Star Rd i”d“df‘;(‘)"'é
4 (Frtg-D) 4 (Frtg-D) 4 (Frtg-D) 4 (Frtg-D) 4 (Frtg-D) o
4 (Frwy), 4 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy),
‘rc’z I;i:sczlfrfg‘)’rth 23.10.1 |US 75 EE jr?ti (L?n':;’”” Melissa Road $186,034,091
4 (Frtg-C) 4 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C)
6 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy), 8 (Frwy), 8 (Frwy), 8 (Frwy),
‘rc’z ﬁirljchirfg())rth 23.20.1 |US 75 Melissa Road SRT (SH 121) (N) 47,500,000
2/6 (Frtg-C) 2/6 (Frtg-C) 2/6 (Frtg-C) 2/6 (Frtg-C) 2/6 (Frtg-C)
4 (Frwy), 4 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy),
56- US 80 32.10.1 |US 80 IH 30 IH 635 $1,400,000,000
2/6 (Frtg-C) 2/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C)
4 (Frwy), 4 (Frwy), 8 (Frwy), 8 (Frwy), 8 (Frwy),
56-US 80 32.10.2 |US 80 IH 635 Belt Line Road included w/
32.10.1
4 (Frtg-C) 4 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C)
4 (Frwy), 4 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy),
56-US 80 32.10.3 |US 80 Belt Line Road FM 460 i"d“;;‘i(‘)”{
2/4 (Frtg-D) 2/4 (Frtg-D) 4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) o
4 (Frwy), 4 (Frwy), 4 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy),
56-US 80 32.10.4 |US 80 FM 460 FM 548 '"d”:;‘ig‘_’{
4 (Frtg-D) 4 (Frtg-D) 4 (Frtg-D) 4 (Frtg-C) 4 (Frtg-C)

*Interim Peak-Hour Lanes
**Technology Lanes

(HOV/ExL): HOV/Tolled Express Lanes; (HOV): HOV Lanes; (ExL): Express Lanes; (ML/T): Tolled Managed Lanes; (-C): Concurrent Lanes; (-R): Reversible Lanes

338 | Mobility 2045
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E. Mobility Options

2018 2020
FT Corridor Facility (Attainment | (Attainment YOE Cost
Year) Year)

East of Lone Star 4 (Rural), 4 (Rural), 4 (Rural), 6 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy),
43 - SH 360 Toll Road| 1.70.1 |US 287 Lone Star Road Road (Ellis County $224,000,000
Line) 2 NB (Frtg-D) | 2 NB (Frtg-D) | 4 (Frtg-D) 4 (Frtg-C) 4 (Frtg-C)
East of Lone Star 4 (Rural), 4 (Rural), 4 (Rural), 6 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy), .
43 - SH 360 Toll Road | 1.80.1 |US 287 Road (Johnson FM 661 '"C'”df‘;(‘)”{
County Line) 25B (Frtg-D) | 2SB (Frtg-D) | 2SB(Frtg-D) = 4 (Frtg-C) 4 (Frtg-C) o
4 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy),
43 - SH 360 Toll Road | 9.40.1 |SH 360 IH 20 Sublett Road $34,500,000
4 (Frtg-C) 4 (Frtg-C) 4 (Frtg-C) 4 (Frtg-C) 4 (Frtg-C)
4 (Toll), 4 (Toll), 4 (Toll), 4 (Toll), 8 (Toll),
43 - SH 360 Toll Road | 9.40.2 |SH 360 Sublett Road Debbie Lane i”d“df‘;(‘)”{
4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) o
4 (Toll), 4 (Toll), 4 (Toll), 4 (Toll), 6 (Toll),
43 - SH 360 Toll Road | 9.40.3 |SH 360 Debbie Lane Broad Street i”d“df‘;(‘)”{
4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) o
4 (Toll), 4 (Toll), 4 (Toll), 4 (Toll), 6 (Toll),
43 - SH 360 Toll Road| 9.40.4 |SH 360 Broad Street Heritage Parkway i”d“df‘;(‘)”{
4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) o
4 (Toll), 4 (Toll), 4 (Toll), 4 (Toll), 6 (Toll),
43 - SH 360 Toll Road| 9.40.5 |SH 360 Heritage Parkway | US 287 i"d“df‘;(‘)”{
4 (Frtg-C) 4 (Frtg-C) 4 (Frtg-C) 4 (Frtg-C) 4 (Frtg-C) o
0 0 0 0 6 (Toll),
:jt;i:jfo TollRoad| g 551 |sh 360 Us 287 Us 67 $218,200,000
4/6 (Frtg-C)
4 (Frwy), 4 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy), Operational
&‘;’i(’j ::::0 9.10.2 |SH 360 i::';;xyers Mid Cities Blvd. :srg,ﬂrlzzzr:kents/ $42,500,000
4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) |Removal
6 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy), 8 (Frwy), 8 (Frwy), 8 (Frwy), | Operational
&‘:’i(’j j:i::o 9.30.1 |SH 360 IH 30 IH 20 L’E;::ﬁi:‘ke”ts/ $723,005,845
4/8 (Frtg-C) 4/8 (Frtg-C) 4/8 (Frtg-C) 4/8 (Frtg-C) 4/8 (Frtg-C) |Removal

*Interim Peak-Hour Lanes
**Technology Lanes

(HOV/ExL): HOV/Tolled Express Lanes; (HOV): HOV Lanes; (ExL): Express Lanes; (ML/T): Tolled Managed Lanes; (-C): Concurrent Lanes; (-R): Reversible Lanes

334 | Mobility 2045
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TUESDAY, OCTOBER 06, 2020

STATEWIDE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

PAGE: 1083 OF 1808

15:21:42 PM NCTCOG MPO - HIGHWAY PROJECTS
FY 2021
2019-2022 STIP 02/2020 Revision: Approved 04/20/2020
DISTRICT MPO COUNTY CSsJ TIP FY HWY PHASE CITY YOE COST
FORT WORTH NCTCOG TARRANT 0172-09-037 2021 Us 287 C MANSFIELD $ 7,500,000
LIMITS FROM HERITAGE PKWY PROJECT SPONSOR TXDOT-FORT WORTH
LIMITS TO JOHNSON COUNTY LINE REVISION DATE 02/2020
PROJECT CONSTRUCT 0 TO 4 LANE FRONTAGE ROADS MPO PROJ NUM 13059
DESCR FUNDING CAT(S) 2M
REMARKS ADD CONSTRUCTION PHASE PROJECT 10 YEAR PLAN PROJECT
P7 HISTORY
TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORY/SHARE
PREL ENG $ 1,000,000 CATEGORY FEDERAL STATE REGIONAL LOCAL LC TOTAL
ROW PURCH |$ 350,000 COST OF 2M $ 6,000,000 |$ 1,500,000 |$ 0% 0$ 0$ 7,500,000
CONSTR|$ 7,500,000 APPROVED TOTAL $ 6,000,000 |$ 1,500,000 |$ 0% 0% 0% 7,500,000
CONST ENG |$ 483,750 PHASES
CONTING |$ 20,250 | $ 7,500,000
INDIRECT |$ 0
BOND FIN |$ 0
PT CHG ORD |$ 0
TOTAL CST|$ 9,354,000
201972022°3Tir 0212020 ReviSiomApproved 0412012020
DISTRICT MPO COUNTY csJ TIP FY HWY PHASE cITY YOE COST
DALLAS NCTCOG COLLIN 1013-01-038 2021 FM 546 E,ENG,R,ACQ VARIOUS $ 500,000
LIMITS FROM AT FM 3286 INTERSECTION PROJECT SPONSOR TXDOT-DALLAS
LIMITS TO REVISION DATE 02/2020
PROJECT CONSTRUCT INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS MPO PROJ NUM 55263
DESCR FUNDING CAT(S) SW PE,SW ROW
REMARKS ADD PROJECT TO THE 2019-2022 TIP/STIP PROJECT
P7 HISTORY
TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORY/SHARE
PREL ENG $ 100,000 CATEGORY FEDERAL STATE REGIONAL LOCAL LC TOTAL
ROW PURCH |$ 400,000 COST OF SW PE $ 0$ 100,000 |$ 0% 0% 0% 100,000
CONSTR|$ 1,129,070 APPROVED |SWROW [$ 320,000 |$ 40,000 |$ 0|$ 40,000 |$ 0% 400,000
CONST ENG |$ 60,150 PHASES TOTAL $ 320,000 |$ 140,000 |$ 0% 40,000 |$ 0% 500,000
CONTING |$ 21,300 | $ 500,000
INDIRECT |$ 0
BOND FIN ' $ 0
PT CHG ORD |$ 0
TOTAL CST |$ 1,710,520
2019-2022 STIP 02/2020 Revision: Approved 04/20/2020
DISTRICT MPO COUNTY csJ TIP FY HWY PHASE CITY YOE COST
DALLAS NCTCOG DENTON 0195-02-076 2021 IH 35 E,ENG,R,ACQ SANGER $ 12,353,051
LIMITS FROM AT FM 455 PROJECT SPONSOR TXDOT-DALLAS
LIMITS TO REVISION DATE 02/2020

PROJECT RECONSTRUCT AND WIDEN 4 TO 6 MAINLANES AND RECONSTRUCT EXISTING 4 TO 4 LANE FRON
DESCR TAGE ROADS
REMARKS ADVANCE ENGINEERING AND ROW PHASES AND ADD TO THE 2PROJECT 10 YEAR PLAN PROJECT

MPO PROJ NUM 55250

FUNDING CAT(S) SW PE,SW ROW

P7 019-2022 TIP/STIP HISTORY
TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORY/SHARE
PREL ENG $ 2,353,051 CATEGORY FEDERAL STATE REGIONAL LOCAL LC TOTAL
ROW PURCH|$ 10,000,000 COST OF SW PE $ 0% 2,353,051 |$ 0% 03 0% 2,353,051
CONSTR|$ 26,862,296 APPROVED |SW ROW $ 9,000,000 |$ 1,000,000 |$ 0$ 0$ 0/$ 10,000,000
CONST ENG | $ 1,353,408 PHASES TOTAL $ 9,000,000 ($ 3,353,051 |$ 0% 03 0/$ 12,353,051
CONTING |$ 680,789 |$ 12,353,051
INDIRECT | $ 0
BOND FIN |$ 0
PT CHG ORD |$ 0
TOTAL CST|$ 41,249,544

PHASE: C = CONSTRUCTION, E = ENGINEERING, R = ROW, T = TRANSFER
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TUESDAY, OCTOBER 06, 2020

STATEWIDE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

PAGE: 1082 OF 1808

15:21:42 PM NCTCOG MPO - HIGHWAY PROJECTS
FY 2021
2019-2022 STIP 02/2020 Revision: Approved 04/20/2020
DISTRICT MPO COUNTY CcsJ TIP FY HWY PHASE CITY YOE COST
FORT WORTH NCTCOG TARRANT 0008-13-125 2021 IH 820 C FORT WORTH $ 819,422,670

LIMITS FROM [H 20
LIMITS TO BRENTWOOD STAIR ROAD

PROJECT RECONSTRUCT AND WIDEN FREEWAY FROM 4/8 TO 8/14 MAIN LANES AND 4/6 DISCONTINUOUS
DESCR FRONTAGE ROAD LANES TO 4/8 CONTINUOUS FRONTAGE ROAD LANES AND REMOVE 4 TOO0CD L

ANES; ADD SHARED-USE PATH AND SIDEWALKS

REMARKS REVISE SCOPE; REVISE CONSTRUCTION FUNDING AND ADD C PROJECT 10 YEAR PLAN PROJECT; PART OF SOUTHEAST CONNECTOR CORRIDO

P7 ONSTRUCTION PHASE TO THE 2019-2022 TIP/STIP
TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION

PROJECT SPONSOR TXDOT-FORT WORTH
REVISION DATE 02/2020

MPO PROJ NUM 55041
FUNDING CAT(S) 12,2M,3DB

HISTORY R; DESIGN BUILD PROJECT
AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORY/SHARE

PRELENG $§ 64,467,825 CATEGORY FEDERAL STATE REGIONAL LOCAL LC TOTAL
ROW PURCH|$ 122,861,648 COST OF 12 $ 343,681,600 $ 85,920,400 $ 0% 0$ 0/$ 429,602,000
CONSTR|$ 819,422,670 APPROVED |2M $ 31,856,536 |$ 7,964,134 |$ 0$ 0$ 0/$ 39,820,670
CONSTENG $§ 20,185,175 PHASES 3DB $ 280,000,000 |$ 70,000,000 $ 0$ 0$ 0 |$ 350,000,000
CONTING |$ 844,961 |$ 819,422,670 |TOTAL $ 655,538,136 |$ 163,884,534 |$ 03 0% 0/$ 819,422,670
INDIRECT | $ 0
BOND FIN|$ 0
PT CHG ORD |$ 0
TOTAL CST |$ 1,027,782,279
2019-2022 STIP 02/2020 Revision: Approved 04/20/2020
DISTRICT MPO COUNTY CcsJ TIP FY HWY PHASE cITY YOE COST
FORT WORTH NCTCOG TARRANT 0902-90-176 2021 Cs R,ACQ WHITE SETTLEMENT $ 30,000

LIMITS FROM ON LAS VEGAS TRAIL FROM QUEBEC DRIVE
LIMITS TO IH 820

PROJECT WIDEN FROM 2 LANES TO 4 LANES WITH SIDEWALKS, INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS, AND TRA

DESCR FFIC SIGNALS

PROJECT SPONSOR TXDOT-FORT WORTH
REVISION DATE 02/2020

MPO PROJ NUM 14088
FUNDING CAT(S) 3LC

REMARKS ADD PROJECT TO THE 2019-2022 TIP/STIP; LOCAL CONTRI  PROJECT
P7 BUTION PAID BY FORT WORTH AND WHITE SETTLEMENT HISTORY
TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORY/SHARE
PREL ENG §$ 600,000 CATEGORY FEDERAL STATE |  REGIONAL LOCAL LC TOTAL
ROW PURCH [$ 30,000 | COSTOF |3LC $ 0s 0/$ 0/$ 0/$ 30,000 [$ 30,000
CONSTR|$ 6,780,000 | APPROVED |TOTAL $ 0s 0s 03 0$ 30,000 [$ 30,000
CONST ENG |$ 294,600 PHASES
CONTING|$ 135,600 | $ 30,000
INDIRECT|$ 0
BOND FIN|$ 0
PT CHG ORD |$ 0
TOTAL CST|$ 7,840,200
2019-2022 STIP 02/2020 Revision: Approved 04/20/2020
DISTRICT MPO COUNTY csJ TIPFY  HWY PHASE CITY YOE COST
FORT WORTH NCTCOG JOHNSON 0172-10-013 2021 us287 C MANSFIELD $ 22,500,000
LIMITS FROM TARRANT COUNTY LINE PROJECT SPONSOR TXDOT-FORT WORTH
LIMITS TO LONE STAR ROAD/FM 157 REVISION DATE 02/2020
PROJECT CONSTRUCT 0 TO 4 LANE FRONTAGE ROADS AND INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS AT US 287 AND|  MPO PROJ NUM 13060
DESCR LONE STAR ROAD/FM 157 FUNDING CAT(S) 2M
REMARKS REVISE LIMITS AND SCOPE; ADD CONSTRUCTION PHASE PROJECT 10 YEAR PLAN PROJECT
P7 HISTORY
TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORY/SHARE
PRELENG $§ 1,200,000 CATEGORY FEDERAL STATE |  REGIONAL LOCAL LC TOTAL
ROW PURCH [$ 100,000 | COSTOF  |2M $ 18,000,000 $ 4,500,000 |$ 0$ 0$ 0§ 22,500,000
CONSTR|$ 22,500,000 = APPROVED |TOTAL $ 18,000,000 $ 4,500,000 |$ 03 0$ 0§ 22,500,000
CONST ENG |$ 966,105 PHASES
CONTING|$ 40,442 |$ 22,500,000
INDIRECT|$ 0
BOND FIN|$ 0
PT CHG ORD |$ 0
TOTAL CST|§ 24,806,547

PHASE: C = CONSTRUCTION, E = ENGINEERING, R = ROW, T = TRANSFER
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Department
of Transportation

To:

Through:

From:

Subject:

MEMO

April 13, 2020

Loyl C. Bussell, P.E., District Engineer
Attention: Ricardo Gonzalez, P.E., Director of TRD

William E. Knowles, P.E.

Traffic Analysis Section Director, TPP

Tammye A. Fontenot -
Planner, TPP

Traffic Data

CSJ: 0172-09-037,0172-10-013

Us 287

From: North of Heritage Parkway

To: South of Lone Star Road (FM 157)

Johnson and Tarrant Counties

Attached are consultant provided diagrams depicting forecasted 2025 and 2045 average daily traffic
volumes and turning movements along US 287 for No-Build and Build Conditions. Also attached are
tabulations showing traffic analysis for highway design for the 2025 to 2045 twenty-year period for the
described limits of the route. Included are tabulations showing data for use in air and noise analysis.

Please refer to your original memorandum dated July 5, 2019.

If you have any questions or need additional information, please contact Tammye Fontenot at
(512) 486-5108.

Attachments

CC:

Sara Finch, Planner, Fort Worth District
Design Division

OUR VALUES: People * Accountability ¢ Trust  Honesty

OUR MISSION: Through collaboration and leadership, we deliver a safe, reliable, and integrated transportation system that enables the movement of peaple and goods.

An Equal Opportunity Employer
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TRAFFIC ANALYSIS FOR HIGHWAY DESIGN

Fort Worth District April 10, 2020
Total Number of Equivalent 18k
Single Axle Load Applications
One Direction Expected for a
Base Year Percent 20 Year Period
Average Daily Dir Percent Tandem (2025 to 2045)
Description of Location Traffic Dist K Trucks ATHWLD | Axlesin Flexible S Rigid SLAB
2025 2045 Y% Factor | ADT DHV ATHWLD Pavement N Pavement
uUs 287
No-Build and Build Conditions 52,120 86,030|54 - 46 9.7] 109 6.5 12,900 40 27,600,000f 3 39,303,000 8"
From North of Heritage Parkway
To South of Lone Star Rd (FM 157)
Johnson County
Data for Use in Air & Noise Analysis
Base Year
Vehicle Class % of ADT % of DHV - -
T R O INIENDED FOR CONSTRUCTION
Medium Duty 2.2 1.3 N lr)D|N
Heavy Duty 8.7 5.2 G OR PERMlT PURPOSEQ

lilliam Erick Knowles, P.E
Serial Numher 84704




Appendix C: NCTCOG Project Implementation Form
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NCTCOG CMP Snommos,
PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION FORM N\ -

Submitter Name: Eric Agnew
Agency Name: Texas Department of Transportation
Agency Address: 2501 SW Loop 820, Fort Worth, TX 76133
Email: Eric.Agenew@txdot.gov
Telephone Number: (817) 370-3559
Date: 11/2/2020
Please answer the following questions
Project Name UsS 287
Project Limits (From)  Union Pacific Railroad
Project Limts (To) Lone Star Road

2. Does this project add roadway capacity? (IF NOT, THIS FORM IS NOT REQUIRED)

” ~

3. Are complementary Travel Demand Management (TDM) or Transportation System Management & Operations (TSM&O) projects within the corridor in the TIP?
If "yes," enter the project name(s), TIP Code(s) and/or CSJ number(s) in table below.
This information can be verified at the following link: Transportation Improvement Program Information System (TIPINS)
*For a list of TDM and TSM&O project types see: Appendix A - TDM and TSM&O Strategies

T

| YES ﬂ
Project Name FM 157 TIP Code 54053 CSJ# [Enter Here]
Project Name [Enter Here] TIP Code [Enter Here] |CSJ# [Enter Here]
Project Name [Enter Here] TIP Code [Enter Here] |CSJ# [Enter Here]
Project Name [Enter Here] TIP Code [Enter Here] |CSJ# [Enter Here]

3b. Are there any other projects not included in the TIP that may compliment the project?
If "yes," enter the project name(s) and implementing agency in table below.

|NO ﬂ

Project Name [Enter Here] 'I;r;;;lrir:;enting [Enter Here]
Project Name [Enter Here] anzl:genting [Enter Here]
Project Name [Enter Here] 'I;r;;;lrir:;enting [Enter Here]
Project Name [Enter Here] anzl:genting [Enter Here]

4. Are the project limits within a corridor included in the current Metropolitan Transportation Plan?
This information can be verified in the Mobility Options found here: Appendix E of the MTP (pg. 53 - 97 / pg. 102 - 112)

If "yes," enter the MTP Reference #(s) in table below

ES ﬂ

-

MTP Reference # 1.60.4
MTP Reference # 1.70.1
MTP Reference # [Enter Here]
MTP Reference # [Enter Here]

5. Are the project limits within a corridor included in the current CMP Corridor Analysis?
The complete inventory of corridor fact sheets can be found here: Appendix C - CMP Corridor Fact Sheet

ES 'J

*If "yes," please proceed to question six.
*If "no," please evaluate corridor to determine if improvements are needed by completing the Fact Sheet Form in Step 2 in the tab below, before proceeding to question six.

=

6. Is the corridor identified as deficient in any category?

YES -
*If "yes," please proceed to questions seven.
*If "no," please proceed to question 11.

7. Identify corridor deficiencies as specified in the current CMP Corridor Analysis or in the CMP Roadway Deficiency Form. (Check all that apply)

II
II

8. Review Appendix A of the current CMP or other available resources to identify possible congestion mitigation strategies to correct the deficiency. (Check all that apply)
Appendix A - TDM and TSM&O Strategies

V.1 Page 1 of 2

11/1/2020



V.1

NCTCOG CMP
PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION FORM

™~

9. Specify deficiency-correcting congestion mitigation strategy that will be implemented as part of the project.

Health Mansfield.

Construct a new Lone Star Road bridge over the US 287 mainlanes for eastbound traffic and add a new bridge to accommodate the U-Turn lane.

Construct a shared-use path along Lone Star Road on the new eastbound bridge to accommodate pedestrians and bicyclists.

10. If not implementing a congestion mitigation strageqgy, please explain reason.

=

=

[ENTER HERE]

11. Submit completed form to NCTCOG - CMP Team at: CMP@nctcog.org or by clicking SUBMIT below

*Submit button will auto generate email to NCTCOG with completed excel document attached.
Please finalize step by sending the email.

SUBMIT

Page 2 of 2

11/1/2020



CMP CORRIDOR ANALYSIS - FACT SHEET P

| ROADWAY NAME [[us2s7

HIGHWAY LIMITS LENGTH DIRECTION MAINLANES

From Union Pacific Railroad

Us 287 o Lone Star Road 1.78 miles North-South 4
CORRIDOR FACTS (WITHIN 1 MILE)
Functional Class Urban Freeway Direct Connections No
HOV Lanes No Truck Lane Restriction No
Fv?irtrhailrllels I;:?lz\:/sv)ays No Hazmat Route Yes
Shoulders Yes Population 20,365
Frontage Roads Partial Number of Employees 18,195
Bike Options No FIM Training Participants Mansfield
Available Transit No 8:ZhMRo:tteRecent vean) 38.76
Park and Ride No Construction Status Not constructed

PARRALLEL ARTERIALS (ENTIRE LIMITS)

One within 2 miles

PARRALLEL ARTERIALS (PARTIAL LIMITS)

One within 2 miles

| CORRIDOR SCORE (Results from Step 3 - CMP Deficiency Form)

ROADWAY SCORE
MODAL OPTIONS SYSTEM DEMAND SYSTEM RELIABILITY

6 0 18 20 44

CONCLUSIONS/RECOMMENDATIONS

Construct continuous frontage roads (northbound and southbound) from north of Heritage Parkway to south of the Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) and from south of Heritage Parkway to south of Lone Star Road.
Provide U-Turn lanes at the north and south ends of the project.
Construct continuous sidewalks and shoulders would be constructed along the frontage roads to accommodate pedestrians and bicyclists.
Add auxiliary lanes between the entrance and exit ramps along US 287 mainlanes and frontage roads in both directions between UPRR and Lone Star Road.
Relocate the existing southbound exit ramp and northbound entrance ramp between Heritage Parkway and Lone Star Road to accommodate a new U-Turn bridge.

Reconstruct Lone Star Road and widen from two lanes to six lanes, from BUS 287 (South Main Street) to the main driveway leading to Texas Health Mansfield.




See attachment

DEFICIENCY FORM IS REQUIRED WITH THIS SHEET

PLEASE COMPLETE BY GOING TO TAB 3 (STEP 3. DEFICIENCY FORM)
CLICK HERE

Page 2 of 2



Project Name:|US 287 |

Project Limits (From and To):[From Union Pacific Rairoad to Lone Star Road |

Agency Name:|Texas Department of Transportation |

Submitter Name:|Eric Agnew

Telephone:|(817) 370-3559

Email:|Eric. Agnew@txdot.gov.

Date Submitted:|11/02/20

Alternative Roadway Corridor Deficiency

The factors that influence alternative roadway infrastructure include the presence of parallel freeways, frontage roads, parallel arterials, and direct
connections or interchanges.

Click Cell To Select Answer Score
1. Does the roadway facility have a parallel freeway or toll road within five miles? I No I I 0 I
2. Does the roadway facility include a frontage road system? I Yes, partial limits I I 3 I
3. Does the roadway facility have a parallel arterial within two miles? I Yes, entire limits I I 3 I
4. Does the roadway network include a direct connection or non-signalized interchange to another highway'?l No I I 0 I
Total Points Received in Alternative Roadway Infrastructure Category |I|

If total score is 14 or below, then improvements are needed in this category. Please see Appendix A of the current CMP to identify possible congestion
mitigation strategies to correct the deficiency.

Modal Options Deficiency

The factors that influence modal options include the presence of transit options (bus and/or rail), park-and-ride facilities, HOV/Managed Lanes, and
bicycle/pedestrian options.

Click Cell To Select Answer Score
1. Does the roadway facility have established transit service? I No I I 0 I
2. Is a park-and-ride facility located along the roadway corridor? I No I I 0 I
3. Are HOV or Managed lanes available along the roadway corridor? I No I I 0 I
4. Are bike trails or other bike options available along the roadway corridor? I No I I 0 I
Total Points Received in Modal Options Category |I|

If total score is 14 or below, then improvements are needed in this category. Please see Appendix A of the current CMP to identify possible congestion
mitigation strategies to correct the deficiency.

System Demand (Recurring) Deficiency

The factors that influence system demand include traffic volume, truck volume/percentage, number of employees along the roadway corridor block, and
residential population.

Click Cell To Select Answer Score
1. Is the peak hour volume capacity above or below the current average Peak V/C of 0.692? I Above the Average I I 3 I
2. Is the truck volume percentage along the corridor above or below the current average of 9%? I Below or Equal to the Average I I 7 I
3. Is the total number of employees along the corridor above or below the current average of 82,549 (by TSZ)l Below or Equal to the Average I I 5 I
4. Is the population along the corridor above or below the current average of 74,611 (by TSZ)? I Below or Equal to the Average I I 3 I
Total Points Received in System Demand Category

If total score is 14 or below, then improvements are needed in this category. Please see Appendix A of the current CMP to identify possible congestion
mitigation strategies to correct the deficiency.

System Reliability (Non-Recurring) Deficiency

The factors that influence system reliability include facility crash rates, agencies that participate in incident management training, truck lane restrictions,
roadway shoulders, and the presence of Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) technology.

Click Cell To Select Answer Score
1. Is the crash rate for the corridor below or above the current crash rate average of 75.19?* I Below or Equal to the Average I I 10 I
2. Does the roadway facility have paved shoulders? I Yes, full outside and inside shoulders I I 6 I
;\3/.|al-rilaa\;eefnn;s;g(z?'\;;/trrzsir?i%r;s;*agencies (police and fire) along the corridor participated in Freeway Incident Yes, entire limits 3
4. Have truck lane restrictions been implemented along the corridor? I No I I 0 I
5. Is Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) technology being utilized along the corridor? I Yes, partial limits I I 1 I
Total Points Received in System Reliability Category

If total score is 14 or below, then improvements are needed in this category. Please see Appendix A of the current CMP to identify possible congestion
mitigation strategies to correct the deficiency.
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*
& Transportation Conformity Report Form

‘of Transportation

Project Facility Name: US 287 Frontage Roads
MPO Project IDs: 1.60.6
Project CSJ Numbers: 0172-09-037, 0172-10-013, and 0172-10-017
Project Limits
From: From UPRR
To: Lone Star Road
Project Sponsor: TxDOT

Project Description': Construct US 287 frontage roads (northbound and southbound) within
existing right of way, from north of Heritage Parkway to south of the Union
Pacific Railroad (UPRR) and from south of Heritage Parkway to south of
Lone Star Road. Proviode U-Turn lanes at the north and south ends of the
project.

Construct continuous sidewalks and shoulders along the frontage roads as
well as curb-and-gutter and drainage structures, some of which would
require additional easements of 0.13 acre.

Add auxiliary lanes between the entrance and exit ramps along US 287
mainlanes and frontage roads in both directions between UPRR and Lone
Star Road. Relocate the existing southbound exit ramp and northbound
entrance ramp between Heritage Parkway and Lone Star Road to
accommodate a new U-Turn bridge.

Reconstruct and widen Lone Star Road from two lanes to six lanes, from
BUS 287 (South Main Street) to the main driveway leading to Texas Health
Mansfield. Construct a new Lone Star Road bridge over the US 287
mainlanes for eastbound traffic and add a new bridge to accommodate the
U-Turn lane. The existing bridge would accommodate westbound traffic and
would be raised to meet current vertical clearance criteria. A shared-use
path for pedestrians and bicyclists would be constructed along Lone Star
Road on the new eastbound bridge.

Date of anticipated environmental decision/re-evaluation: March 2021
Let Year: 2021

ETC?Year: 2025

Conformity Year®: 2045

Total Project Cost: 33.13M

Adding Capacity? X Yes [No

L Project description, project details, and other project information should include enough detail in order to make a
determination of project consistency with the MTP, TIP, STIP, and corresponding transportation conformity
determination.

The ETC or estimated time of completion year is the date the entire project as described in the environmental
review document will be open to traffic.

If this project is NOT considered regionally significant by the MPO, enter “N/A — non-regionally significant”. In
addition, note that the conformity year is sometimes referred to as the network year. When a MTP identifies a
specific timeframe during which a project will be operational, the last year of that timeframe is the conformity year.



*w
A=, Transportation Conformity Report Form

Counties: Tarrant, Johnson
Project Classification: [XCE [ JEA []EIS [] Re-evaluation

Important Information

A determination of project-level conformity is not permanent. It is recommended that conformity be
checked early and often in the project development process, but that this specific form be coordinated
within 60 days of the anticipated environmental decision to avoid coordinating the form more than once.
The following events would require a project’s conformity determination to be reevaluated.

1. Changes to the project’s design concept, scope, limit, funding, or estimated time of completion
(ETC) year

2. Changes to the project’s listing in the MTP, TIP, or STIP related to design concept, scope and
limits; funding or ETC year

3. New conformity determinations on the applicable MTP, TIP, or STIP (even if it occurs after the
FHWA/FTA project-level conformity determination has been made)

In particular, if there is a planned MTP update/amendment and associated transportation conformity
determination expected to be completed on or near the time of project approval, it is recommended that
the project sponsor prepare this conformity determination after the plan update/amendment and
associated transportation conformity determination is completed, if the update/amendment will affect the
project as specified in item 1 above. Consult with ENV air specialist if further assistance is needed.

Instructions

Check the appropriate box for each question, using the most current information available, and be aware
that the answers will dictate which questions must be answered for each specific project. Start with Step
One, and follow the instructions included in each step, if any additional instructions are provided.

The information displayed between carets, <like this> represents a field that should be customized with
project specific information. In the electronic file, these fields are highlighted in grey. Content prompts,
like Choose an item, represent dropdown menus, which also must be customized with project specific
information.

If the form requires the preparer to “STOP” because something is lacking, then itis
recommended that the time it would take to make the necessary changes to the MTP, TIP, or
project should be re-evaluated against the project’s proposed letting date (i.e., letting date may
need to be adjusted).

Step 1: s this a federal project with a federal lead other than FHWA/FTA?

es — . Transportation conformity does not apply to the project, however,
L]y STOP. T rtati f ity d t ly to th ject, h
general conformity may apply.

Consult the ENV air specialist regarding this project and potential general
conformity requirements.

X! No - Continue to Step 2.



A=, Transportation Conformity Report Form

Step 2: Is this a FHWA/FTA project*?

Xl Yes — Proceed to Step 4.
] No — Continue to Step 3.

Step 3: s this project considered regionally significant® in accordance with 40 CFR 93.101 or 30 TAC
114.260(d)(2)(iv)?
[] Yes - Continue to Step 4.

[l No- STOP. In accordance with 40 CFR 93.102(a)(2), a project level
transportation conformity determination is not required for non-regionally
significant, non-FHWA/FTA projects.

Step 4: Is the project located in a nonattainment or maintenance area6 for ozone7, nitrogen dioxide
(NO2), carbon monoxide (CO), particulate matter (PM2.5 or PM10)?

X Yes — Transportation conformity rules apply. The project is located in the EPA
designated ten-county DFW serious nonattainment?® area for the 2008 eight-
hour ozone. Effective August 3, 2018, the EPA designated Dallas County as
marginal nonattainment for the 2015 ozone NAAQS. . Continue to Step 5.

[] No - STOP. Transportation conformity does not apply to the project.

Step 5: Is the project exempt® from conformity in accordance with 40 CFR 93.126"° or 40 CFR
93.128"?

[ ] Yes— STOP. Transportation conformity does not apply to the project. This project
falls under the following exemption: Choose an item.

X No — Continue to Step 6.

Step 6: Is the project exempt from the regional conformity analysis in accordance with
40 CFR 93.127?

[] Yes - The project is exempt from regional conformity requirements. This project
falls under the following exemption: Choose an item. Proceed to Step 16.

4 Note that this includes projects which may not have federal funding but would otherwise require federal approval.

Sifa project is on the MPO’s NON-regionally significant project list, it is not regionally significant. Each MPO may
have different criteria for designating a project as regionally significant.

8 If unsure about the nonattainment or maintenance status, it can be checked in multiple locations, including: the EPA
Greenbook, the TCEQ website, or the applicable table in the Air Quality toolkit.

7 Note the 1997 ozone standard was revoked by EPA.

8Area classifications can be either maintenance, marginal nonattainment, moderate nonattainment, serious
nonattainment, severe nonattainment, or extreme nonattainment

9 Most added capacity projects will not be exempt, whereas most non-added capacity projects will be exempt.

10 Ultimately, the interpretation of what projects types meet these exemption criteria is under the purview of the
federal lead agency. For example, although it could be interpreted to meet some of the exemption project types, a
project changing from general purpose to managed lanes is NOT considered to be exempt from conformity.

" Grouped CSJ projects, by rule, must be exempt under these criteria.


http://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?c=ecfr&SID=a9efb3c6603e31c121420aff467f9195&rgn=div5&view=text&node=40:21.0.1.1.7&idno=40#40:21.0.1.1.7.1.1.2
https://texreg.sos.state.tx.us/public/readtac$ext.TacPage?sl=R&app=9&p_dir=&p_rloc=&p_tloc=&p_ploc=&pg=1&p_tac=&ti=30&pt=1&ch=114&rl=260
https://texreg.sos.state.tx.us/public/readtac$ext.TacPage?sl=R&app=9&p_dir=&p_rloc=&p_tloc=&p_ploc=&pg=1&p_tac=&ti=30&pt=1&ch=114&rl=260
http://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?c=ecfr&SID=a9efb3c6603e31c121420aff467f9195&rgn=div5&view=text&node=40:21.0.1.1.7&idno=40#40:21.0.1.1.7.1.1.27
http://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?c=ecfr&SID=1bc04b70706402f409a527b0f12490fd&rgn=div5&view=text&node=40:21.0.1.1.7&idno=40#40:21.0.1.1.7.1.1.29
http://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?c=ecfr&SID=1bc04b70706402f409a527b0f12490fd&rgn=div5&view=text&node=40:21.0.1.1.7&idno=40#40:21.0.1.1.7.1.1.29
http://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?c=ecfr&SID=a9efb3c6603e31c121420aff467f9195&rgn=div5&view=text&node=40:21.0.1.1.7&idno=40#40:21.0.1.1.7.1.1.28
http://www.epa.gov/airquality/greenbook/
http://www.epa.gov/airquality/greenbook/
http://www.tceq.state.tx.us/airquality/sip/
http://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/division/environmental/compliance-toolkits/air-quality.html
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A=, Transportation Conformity Report Form

X No — Continue to Step 7.

Step 7: Does the project fall within the boundaries'? of an MPO?
Xl Yes — Proceed to Step 9.
] No — Continue to Step 8.

Step 8: Is the project design concept, scope and limits, conformity analysis year, and funding
consistent with an approved'® regional conformity analysis for an isolated rural area that
meets the requirements of 40 CFR 93.1097?

[] Yes - The project is consistent with an approved regional conformity
determination that meets the requirements of 40 CFR 93.109 for isolated
rural areas. Proceed to Step 16.

[ ] No- STOP. The project is not consistent with a regional conformity
determination for an isolated rural area. TxDOT will not take final action
until the project is consistent with an approved regional conformity
determination that meets the requirements of 40 CFR 93.109 for isolated
rural areas.

Do not sign this form. Please ensure that the project is included in and consistent
with an approved regional conformity determination then reevaluate the project
using this form.

Step 9:  Are all of the project phases'# for the entire project described in the environmental document
included in the fiscally constrained portion of the MTP?

X] Yes — Continue to Step 10.

[] No-STOP. The project was not included in the area’s regional conformity
determination, and, therefore, is not consistent with it. The MTP needs to be
amended to include this project and a new conformity determination needs to be
made on the MTP before consistency can be determined for the project, or the
project needs to be revised to be consistent with the existing MTP.

Consult with the district TP&D and MPO on how to proceed.

Step 10: Is at least one phase of the project beyond the NEPA study (corridor study) included in either
the appropriate year of the conforming TIP'® or in Appendix D (if will not be let within the
timeframe of the TIP)?

X Yes — Continue to Step 11.

2., within a Metropolitan Planning Area (MPA)

'3 The consultation partners are responsible for approving regional conformity analyses.

A project phase is a separate portion of a project such as: NEPA study, ROW acquisition, final design,
construction, and/or partial construction.

5 n Texas, a conforming TIP is one that has been included into the STIP, so projects must be in the STIP in order to
show that they come from a conforming TIP.


http://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?c=ecfr&SID=a9efb3c6603e31c121420aff467f9195&rgn=div5&view=text&node=40:21.0.1.1.7&idno=40#40:21.0.1.1.7.1.1.10
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[ 1 No-STOP. The project is not included in the conforming TIP and is therefore not

consistent with it. At least one phase of the project must be added to the
conforming TIP before consistency can be determined.

Consult with the district TP&D and MPO on how to proceed.

Step 11: Are the current project limits the same'® or do they fall within the project limits listed in the
MTP and STIP?

X Yes — Continue to Step 12.

[l No— STOP. The project is not consistent with the conforming MTP and TIP. Either

the MTP and TIP, or the project needs to be revised before consistency can be
determined.

Consult with the district TP&D and MPO on how to proceed.

Step 12: Is the activity being proposed the same as that in the MTP and STIP project description in
both type'” of facility and number'® of lanes?

X Yes — Continue to Step 13.

[ ] No— STOP. The project is not consistent with the conforming MTP and TIP.

Either the MTP and TIP, or the project needs to be revised before consistency
can be determined.

Consult with the district TP&D and MPO on how to proceed.

Step 13: Does the project’s ETC year fall between its identified conformity year'® in the MTP and the
previous conformity year identified in the MTP?

Xl Yes — Continue to Step 14.

[ ] No- STOP. The project is not consistent with the conforming MTP and TIP.

Either the MTP and TIP or the project needs to be revised before consistency
can be determined.

Consult with the district TP&D and MPO on how to proceed.

[ ] N/A - This project is non-regionally significant. Continue to Step 14.

Step 14: s the estimated total project cost or the cost identified in the MTP greater than $1,500,0007?

X Yes — Proceed to Step 15.

'8 The limits are considered the same if the logical termini noted in the environmental document fall within the limits of
the project noted in the MTP or the logical termini noted in the environmental document are not significantly greater
(~1mile) than the limits noted in the MTP due to transition areas for safety or other factors required to be
considered when establishing logical termini for environmental document purposes.

7 The type of activity refers to the type of enhancement, such as: main lanes, frontage roads, HOV lanes, direct
connectors, bridge replacement, etc...

'8 The number refers to the amount of each activity type, such as: number of main lanes or number of frontage lanes.

19 For the purposes of this determination, the term conformity year is synonymous with the network analysis year for
the MTP.
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[ ] No — Fiscal constraint requirements do not apply. This project is consistent with the
currently conforming MTP and TIP. Proceed to Step 16.
Step 15: Does the estimated project cost exceed what is contained in the MTP by more than 50%2°?

[] Yes— STOP. The project is not consistent with the MTP and TIP because it is not
fiscally constrained. Either the MTP and TIP, or the project needs to be revised
before consistency can be determined or a case-by-case decision will need to be
made by FHWA.

Consult with the district TP&D and MPO on how to proceed.
XI No — This project is consistent with the currently conforming MTP and TIP.
Continue to Step 16.
Step 16: Is the project located in either a CO, PM2s, or PM1o nonattainment or maintenance area??’

[l Yes — Continue to Step 17.
XI No — Hot-spot conformity requirements do not apply. Proceed to Step 21.

Step 17: s this a state or local project with NO federal funding and NO federal decision required?
[ ] Yes — Hot-spot conformity requirements do not apply. Proceed to Step 21.
[ ] No - Hot-spot conformity requirements apply. Request the local MPO to initiate a
consultation call with the Consultation Partners.

Fill out the Hot-Spot Analysis Data for a Consultation Partner Decision Form to
present the project data to the Consultation Partners for review prior to the
consultation call.

Continue to Step 18.

Step 18: Did the consultation partners determine that this is a project of air quality concern (POAQC)?

[ ] Yes — A hot-spot analysis is required and must be approved by the consultation
partners.

Conduct a hot-spot analysis in accordance with the methodology approved by
the consultation partners, and use the applicable EPA hot-spot quidance.

Continue to Step 19.

[ ] No — A hot-spot analysis is not required because the project is not a POAQC. The
consultation partners made this determination on <insert date>.

Proceed to Step 21.

20 Multiply the MTP cost by 1.5. The current estimated total project cost should not exceed this amount.

21 Note that this currently only applies to projects in El Paso.


http://www.epa.gov/otaq/stateresources/transconf/projectlevel-hotspot.htm
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Step 19: Does the approved hot-spot analysis verify that the project will not cause, contribute to, or
worsen a violation of applicable CO, PM2.s, or PM1o NAAQS or that the project will at least
improve conditions from that of the no-build alternative?

[l Yes - The project is not anticipated to cause, contribute to, or worsen a violation
of the applicable NAAQS. Continue to Step 20.

[ ] No — STOP. The project, as it is currently presented, does not comply with
conformity requirements because it is anticipated to cause, contribute to, or
worsen a violation of the applicable NAAQS.

Identify and get consultation partner agreement upon mitigation measures to
offset project impacts to air quality. Reevaluate this project using this form once
these mitigation measures have been identified and committed to.

Step 20: Have all the agreed upon mitigation measures as well as any applicable SIP control measures
received a written commitment?

[l Yes — Continue to Step 21.

[ ] No —STOP.

Do not proceed until there are written commitments to implement all the agreed upon
mitigation measures and any applicable SIP control measures. Reevaluate this project
using this form once these commitments have been made in writing.

] N/A because no mitigation is required and there are no applicable SIP control measures
which affect this project, Continue to Step 21.

Step 21: The transportation conformity evaluation is complete.

Attach applicable pages of the MTP and TIP, or the STIP, project schematics, typical
sections, hot-spot analyses and determinations, and any conformity related public
comment and response. Implement the following processing instructions as applicable.

[ ] This is a regionally significant State-only project with no FHWA/FTA action required (the
answer to Steps 3 is yes); therefore:

Submit this form to the ENV air specialist. If ENV concurs that all project level
conformity requirements have been met, ENV shall sign the form below. Coordination
with FHWA/FTA is not required.

Retain this form in the project file.

X] This is a FHWA/FTA non-exempt project (the answer to Steps 2 and 4 is yes, and the
answer to Steps 5 and 6 is no); therefore:

Submit this form to the ENV air specialist. Affer ENV air specialist review, ENV will
coordinate this form with FHWA/FTA for a project level conformity determination. If
FHWA/FTA agrees that all project level conformity requirements have been met, they
shall sign the project level conformity determination line below. A project level
conformity determination is not complete and project clearance cannot be given until
FHWA/FTA signs this form.

Retain this form and any coordination with FHWA/FTA in the project file.
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TxDOT ENV Transportation Conformity Validation Complete:
Project CSJ Numbers: <0172-09-037, 0172-10-013, and 0172-10-017

Signature

Name: Eric Agnew
Title: Environmental Specialist

Date:

FHWA/FTA Determination of the Project-level Conformity:

Signature

Name:

Title:

Date:




E. Mobility Options

2018 2020
FT Corridor Facility (Attainment | (Attainment YOE Cost
Year) Year)

East of Lone Star 4 (Rural), 4 (Rural), 4 (Rural), 6 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy),
43 - SH 360 Toll Road| 1.70.1 |US 287 Lone Star Road Road (Ellis County $224,000,000
Line) 2 NB (Frtg-D) | 2 NB (Frtg-D) | 4 (Frtg-D) 4 (Frtg-C) 4 (Frtg-C)
East of Lone Star 4 (Rural), 4 (Rural), 4 (Rural), 6 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy), .
43 - SH 360 Toll Road | 1.80.1 |US 287 Road (Johnson FM 661 '"C'”df‘;(‘)”{
County Line) 25B (Frtg-D) | 2SB (Frtg-D) | 2SB(Frtg-D) = 4 (Frtg-C) 4 (Frtg-C) o
4 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy),
43 - SH 360 Toll Road | 9.40.1 |SH 360 IH 20 Sublett Road $34,500,000
4 (Frtg-C) 4 (Frtg-C) 4 (Frtg-C) 4 (Frtg-C) 4 (Frtg-C)
4 (Toll), 4 (Toll), 4 (Toll), 4 (Toll), 8 (Toll),
43 - SH 360 Toll Road | 9.40.2 |SH 360 Sublett Road Debbie Lane i”d“df‘;(‘)”{
4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) o
4 (Toll), 4 (Toll), 4 (Toll), 4 (Toll), 6 (Toll),
43 - SH 360 Toll Road | 9.40.3 |SH 360 Debbie Lane Broad Street i”d“df‘;(‘)”{
4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) o
4 (Toll), 4 (Toll), 4 (Toll), 4 (Toll), 6 (Toll),
43 - SH 360 Toll Road| 9.40.4 |SH 360 Broad Street Heritage Parkway i”d“df‘;(‘)”{
4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) o
4 (Toll), 4 (Toll), 4 (Toll), 4 (Toll), 6 (Toll),
43 - SH 360 Toll Road| 9.40.5 |SH 360 Heritage Parkway | US 287 i"d“df‘;(‘)”{
4 (Frtg-C) 4 (Frtg-C) 4 (Frtg-C) 4 (Frtg-C) 4 (Frtg-C) o
0 0 0 0 6 (Toll),
:jt;i:jfo TollRoad| g 551 |sh 360 Us 287 Us 67 $218,200,000
4/6 (Frtg-C)
4 (Frwy), 4 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy), Operational
&‘;’i(’j ::::0 9.10.2 |SH 360 i::';;xyers Mid Cities Blvd. :srg,ﬂrlzzzr:kents/ $42,500,000
4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) |Removal
6 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy), 8 (Frwy), 8 (Frwy), 8 (Frwy), | Operational
&‘:’i(’j j:i::o 9.30.1 |SH 360 IH 30 IH 20 L’E;::ﬁi:‘ke”ts/ $723,005,845
4/8 (Frtg-C) 4/8 (Frtg-C) 4/8 (Frtg-C) 4/8 (Frtg-C) 4/8 (Frtg-C) |Removal

*Interim Peak-Hour Lanes
**Technology Lanes

(HOV/ExL): HOV/Tolled Express Lanes; (HOV): HOV Lanes; (ExL): Express Lanes; (ML/T): Tolled Managed Lanes; (-C): Concurrent Lanes; (-R): Reversible Lanes

334 | Mobility 2045
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E. Mobility Options

2018 2020
FT Corridor Facility (Attainment | (Attainment YOE Cost
Year) Year)
4 (Frwy), 4 (Frwy), 4 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy),
54-Us 287 (South) | 1.60.3 |US 287 Russell Curry Road |FM 157 i”‘:'“df‘é(‘)”é
4 (Frtg-C) 4 (Frtg-C) 4 (Frtg-C) 4 (Frtg-C) 4 (Frtg-C)
4 (Frwy), 4 (Frwy), 4 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy),
54-US 287 (South) | 1.60.4 |US 287 FM 157 Walnut Creek Drive i”d“df‘é(‘)”é
4 (Frtg-C) 4 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C)
4 (Frwy), 4 (Frwy), 4 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy),
54-US 287 (South) | 1.60.5 |US 287 Walnut Creek Drive |Broad Street i”d“df‘é(‘)”é
4 (Frtg-C) 4 (Frtg-C) 4 (Frtg-C) 4 (Frtg-C) 4 (Frtg-C) o
4 (Frwy), 4 (Frwy), 4 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy),
54-US 287 (South) | 1.60.6 |US 287 Broad Street Lone Star Rd i”d“df‘;(‘)"'é
4 (Frtg-D) 4 (Frtg-D) 4 (Frtg-D) 4 (Frtg-D) 4 (Frtg-D) o
4 (Frwy), 4 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy),
‘rc’z I;i:sczlfrfg‘)’rth 23.10.1 |US 75 EE jr?ti (L?n':;’”” Melissa Road $186,034,091
4 (Frtg-C) 4 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C)
6 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy), 8 (Frwy), 8 (Frwy), 8 (Frwy),
‘rc’z ﬁirljchirfg())rth 23.20.1 |US 75 Melissa Road SRT (SH 121) (N) 47,500,000
2/6 (Frtg-C) 2/6 (Frtg-C) 2/6 (Frtg-C) 2/6 (Frtg-C) 2/6 (Frtg-C)
4 (Frwy), 4 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy),
56- US 80 32.10.1 |US 80 IH 30 IH 635 $1,400,000,000
2/6 (Frtg-C) 2/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C)
4 (Frwy), 4 (Frwy), 8 (Frwy), 8 (Frwy), 8 (Frwy),
56-US 80 32.10.2 |US 80 IH 635 Belt Line Road included w/
32.10.1
4 (Frtg-C) 4 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C)
4 (Frwy), 4 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy),
56-US 80 32.10.3 |US 80 Belt Line Road FM 460 i"d“;;‘i(‘)”{
2/4 (Frtg-D) 2/4 (Frtg-D) 4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) 4/6 (Frtg-C) o
4 (Frwy), 4 (Frwy), 4 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy), 6 (Frwy),
56-US 80 32.10.4 |US 80 FM 460 FM 548 '"d”:;‘ig‘_’{
4 (Frtg-D) 4 (Frtg-D) 4 (Frtg-D) 4 (Frtg-C) 4 (Frtg-C)

*Interim Peak-Hour Lanes
**Technology Lanes

(HOV/ExL): HOV/Tolled Express Lanes; (HOV): HOV Lanes; (ExL): Express Lanes; (ML/T): Tolled Managed Lanes; (-C): Concurrent Lanes; (-R): Reversible Lanes

338 | Mobility 2045
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TUESDAY, OCTOBER 06, 2020

STATEWIDE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

PAGE: 1083 OF 1808

15:21:42 PM NCTCOG MPO - HIGHWAY PROJECTS
FY 2021
2019-2022 STIP 02/2020 Revision: Approved 04/20/2020
DISTRICT MPO COUNTY CSsJ TIP FY HWY PHASE CITY YOE COST
FORT WORTH NCTCOG TARRANT 0172-09-037 2021 Us 287 C MANSFIELD $ 7,500,000
LIMITS FROM HERITAGE PKWY PROJECT SPONSOR TXDOT-FORT WORTH
LIMITS TO JOHNSON COUNTY LINE REVISION DATE 02/2020
PROJECT CONSTRUCT 0 TO 4 LANE FRONTAGE ROADS MPO PROJ NUM 13059
DESCR FUNDING CAT(S) 2M
REMARKS ADD CONSTRUCTION PHASE PROJECT 10 YEAR PLAN PROJECT
P7 HISTORY
TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORY/SHARE
PREL ENG $ 1,000,000 CATEGORY FEDERAL STATE REGIONAL LOCAL LC TOTAL
ROW PURCH |$ 350,000 COST OF 2M $ 6,000,000 |$ 1,500,000 |$ 0% 0$ 0$ 7,500,000
CONSTR|$ 7,500,000 APPROVED TOTAL $ 6,000,000 |$ 1,500,000 |$ 0% 0% 0% 7,500,000
CONST ENG |$ 483,750 PHASES
CONTING |$ 20,250 | $ 7,500,000
INDIRECT |$ 0
BOND FIN |$ 0
PT CHG ORD |$ 0
TOTAL CST|$ 9,354,000
201972022°3Tir 0212020 ReviSiomApproved 0412012020
DISTRICT MPO COUNTY csJ TIP FY HWY PHASE cITY YOE COST
DALLAS NCTCOG COLLIN 1013-01-038 2021 FM 546 E,ENG,R,ACQ VARIOUS $ 500,000
LIMITS FROM AT FM 3286 INTERSECTION PROJECT SPONSOR TXDOT-DALLAS
LIMITS TO REVISION DATE 02/2020
PROJECT CONSTRUCT INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS MPO PROJ NUM 55263
DESCR FUNDING CAT(S) SW PE,SW ROW
REMARKS ADD PROJECT TO THE 2019-2022 TIP/STIP PROJECT
P7 HISTORY
TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORY/SHARE
PREL ENG $ 100,000 CATEGORY FEDERAL STATE REGIONAL LOCAL LC TOTAL
ROW PURCH |$ 400,000 COST OF SW PE $ 0$ 100,000 |$ 0% 0% 0% 100,000
CONSTR|$ 1,129,070 APPROVED |SWROW [$ 320,000 |$ 40,000 |$ 0|$ 40,000 |$ 0% 400,000
CONST ENG |$ 60,150 PHASES TOTAL $ 320,000 |$ 140,000 |$ 0% 40,000 |$ 0% 500,000
CONTING |$ 21,300 | $ 500,000
INDIRECT |$ 0
BOND FIN ' $ 0
PT CHG ORD |$ 0
TOTAL CST |$ 1,710,520
2019-2022 STIP 02/2020 Revision: Approved 04/20/2020
DISTRICT MPO COUNTY csJ TIP FY HWY PHASE CITY YOE COST
DALLAS NCTCOG DENTON 0195-02-076 2021 IH 35 E,ENG,R,ACQ SANGER $ 12,353,051
LIMITS FROM AT FM 455 PROJECT SPONSOR TXDOT-DALLAS
LIMITS TO REVISION DATE 02/2020

PROJECT RECONSTRUCT AND WIDEN 4 TO 6 MAINLANES AND RECONSTRUCT EXISTING 4 TO 4 LANE FRON
DESCR TAGE ROADS
REMARKS ADVANCE ENGINEERING AND ROW PHASES AND ADD TO THE 2PROJECT 10 YEAR PLAN PROJECT

MPO PROJ NUM 55250

FUNDING CAT(S) SW PE,SW ROW

P7 019-2022 TIP/STIP HISTORY
TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORY/SHARE
PREL ENG $ 2,353,051 CATEGORY FEDERAL STATE REGIONAL LOCAL LC TOTAL
ROW PURCH|$ 10,000,000 COST OF SW PE $ 0% 2,353,051 |$ 0% 03 0% 2,353,051
CONSTR|$ 26,862,296 APPROVED |SW ROW $ 9,000,000 |$ 1,000,000 |$ 0$ 0$ 0/$ 10,000,000
CONST ENG | $ 1,353,408 PHASES TOTAL $ 9,000,000 ($ 3,353,051 |$ 0% 03 0/$ 12,353,051
CONTING |$ 680,789 |$ 12,353,051
INDIRECT | $ 0
BOND FIN |$ 0
PT CHG ORD |$ 0
TOTAL CST|$ 41,249,544

PHASE: C = CONSTRUCTION, E = ENGINEERING, R = ROW, T = TRANSFER
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TUESDAY, OCTOBER 06, 2020

STATEWIDE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

PAGE: 1082 OF 1808

15:21:42 PM NCTCOG MPO - HIGHWAY PROJECTS
FY 2021
2019-2022 STIP 02/2020 Revision: Approved 04/20/2020
DISTRICT MPO COUNTY CcsJ TIP FY HWY PHASE CITY YOE COST
FORT WORTH NCTCOG TARRANT 0008-13-125 2021 IH 820 C FORT WORTH $ 819,422,670

LIMITS FROM [H 20
LIMITS TO BRENTWOOD STAIR ROAD

PROJECT RECONSTRUCT AND WIDEN FREEWAY FROM 4/8 TO 8/14 MAIN LANES AND 4/6 DISCONTINUOUS
DESCR FRONTAGE ROAD LANES TO 4/8 CONTINUOUS FRONTAGE ROAD LANES AND REMOVE 4 TOO0CD L

ANES; ADD SHARED-USE PATH AND SIDEWALKS

REMARKS REVISE SCOPE; REVISE CONSTRUCTION FUNDING AND ADD C PROJECT 10 YEAR PLAN PROJECT; PART OF SOUTHEAST CONNECTOR CORRIDO

P7 ONSTRUCTION PHASE TO THE 2019-2022 TIP/STIP
TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION

PROJECT SPONSOR TXDOT-FORT WORTH
REVISION DATE 02/2020

MPO PROJ NUM 55041
FUNDING CAT(S) 12,2M,3DB

HISTORY R; DESIGN BUILD PROJECT
AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORY/SHARE

PRELENG $§ 64,467,825 CATEGORY FEDERAL STATE REGIONAL LOCAL LC TOTAL
ROW PURCH|$ 122,861,648 COST OF 12 $ 343,681,600 $ 85,920,400 $ 0% 0$ 0/$ 429,602,000
CONSTR|$ 819,422,670 APPROVED |2M $ 31,856,536 |$ 7,964,134 |$ 0$ 0$ 0/$ 39,820,670
CONSTENG $§ 20,185,175 PHASES 3DB $ 280,000,000 |$ 70,000,000 $ 0$ 0$ 0 |$ 350,000,000
CONTING |$ 844,961 |$ 819,422,670 |TOTAL $ 655,538,136 |$ 163,884,534 |$ 03 0% 0/$ 819,422,670
INDIRECT | $ 0
BOND FIN|$ 0
PT CHG ORD |$ 0
TOTAL CST |$ 1,027,782,279
2019-2022 STIP 02/2020 Revision: Approved 04/20/2020
DISTRICT MPO COUNTY CcsJ TIP FY HWY PHASE cITY YOE COST
FORT WORTH NCTCOG TARRANT 0902-90-176 2021 Cs R,ACQ WHITE SETTLEMENT $ 30,000

LIMITS FROM ON LAS VEGAS TRAIL FROM QUEBEC DRIVE
LIMITS TO IH 820

PROJECT WIDEN FROM 2 LANES TO 4 LANES WITH SIDEWALKS, INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS, AND TRA

DESCR FFIC SIGNALS

PROJECT SPONSOR TXDOT-FORT WORTH
REVISION DATE 02/2020

MPO PROJ NUM 14088
FUNDING CAT(S) 3LC

REMARKS ADD PROJECT TO THE 2019-2022 TIP/STIP; LOCAL CONTRI  PROJECT
P7 BUTION PAID BY FORT WORTH AND WHITE SETTLEMENT HISTORY
TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORY/SHARE
PREL ENG §$ 600,000 CATEGORY FEDERAL STATE |  REGIONAL LOCAL LC TOTAL
ROW PURCH [$ 30,000 | COSTOF |3LC $ 0s 0/$ 0/$ 0/$ 30,000 [$ 30,000
CONSTR|$ 6,780,000 | APPROVED |TOTAL $ 0s 0s 03 0$ 30,000 [$ 30,000
CONST ENG |$ 294,600 PHASES
CONTING|$ 135,600 | $ 30,000
INDIRECT|$ 0
BOND FIN|$ 0
PT CHG ORD |$ 0
TOTAL CST|$ 7,840,200
2019-2022 STIP 02/2020 Revision: Approved 04/20/2020
DISTRICT MPO COUNTY csJ TIPFY  HWY PHASE CITY YOE COST
FORT WORTH NCTCOG JOHNSON 0172-10-013 2021 us287 C MANSFIELD $ 22,500,000
LIMITS FROM TARRANT COUNTY LINE PROJECT SPONSOR TXDOT-FORT WORTH
LIMITS TO LONE STAR ROAD/FM 157 REVISION DATE 02/2020
PROJECT CONSTRUCT 0 TO 4 LANE FRONTAGE ROADS AND INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS AT US 287 AND|  MPO PROJ NUM 13060
DESCR LONE STAR ROAD/FM 157 FUNDING CAT(S) 2M
REMARKS REVISE LIMITS AND SCOPE; ADD CONSTRUCTION PHASE PROJECT 10 YEAR PLAN PROJECT
P7 HISTORY
TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORY/SHARE
PRELENG $§ 1,200,000 CATEGORY FEDERAL STATE |  REGIONAL LOCAL LC TOTAL
ROW PURCH [$ 100,000 | COSTOF  |2M $ 18,000,000 $ 4,500,000 |$ 0$ 0$ 0§ 22,500,000
CONSTR|$ 22,500,000 = APPROVED |TOTAL $ 18,000,000 $ 4,500,000 |$ 03 0$ 0§ 22,500,000
CONST ENG |$ 966,105 PHASES
CONTING|$ 40,442 |$ 22,500,000
INDIRECT|$ 0
BOND FIN|$ 0
PT CHG ORD |$ 0
TOTAL CST|§ 24,806,547

PHASE: C = CONSTRUCTION, E = ENGINEERING, R = ROW, T = TRANSFER
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