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INTRODUCTION

In 2007, the Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) recognized the need
for the regular and systemaric input of citizen planners to help determine the
future of the I-35 corridor. In response, the I-35 Corridor Advisory Committee
was created by the Texas Transportation Commission, bringing together a group
of independent Texas citizens interested in the future of the corridor. These indi-
viduals, representing their regions, provide TxDOT with a citizen’s view of how
the corridor should be developed.

After a period of intense collaboration, the I-35 Corridor Advisory Commit-
tee issued the Citizens’ Report on the Current and Future Needs of the I-35 Corridor in
November 2008. Their report concluded that the existing capacity on I-35 was
insufficient to meet future mobility demands, that additional capacity would be
needed within the corridor, and that more community involvement was needed in
planning the I-35 corridor. The Texas Transportation Commission agreed it was
time for even more public input into the planning process, and called for a citizen-
directed effort starting at the local level.

In March 2009, the Texas Transportation Commission es-
tablished four I-35 Corridor Segment Committees to assist
the Corridor Advisory Committee. The Corridor Segment
Committees’ role is to bring forth community needs and
transportation priorities for discussion, to develop poten-
tial solutions and seek public input, and to develop regional
recommendations for I-35. The four I-35 Corridor Segment
Committees represent four geographic regions along the I-35
corridor, roughly defined as North Texas, Central Texas, Aus-

tin-San Antonio, and South Texas.

The Corridor Advisory Committee, along with a representa-

tive from each Corridor Segment Committee, will use the four
Segments’ recommendations to create the MY 35 Plan for the
i 135 corridor. Multi-modal and comprehensive, the plan will
be based on community needs and shaped by Texas citizens.
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The I-35 Corridor Advisory Committee developed an overarching vision statement

for the I-35 corridor based on the guiding principles in their November 2008 Citi-
zens’ Report. The vision statement reads:

The I-35 corridor will be an adequately funded, comprehensive multi-modal transportation
system in Texas that is shaped by input from stakeholders and addresses mobility needs over
time, preserves and promotes economic vitality, is environmentally sensitive, safe, and sup-
ports quality of life for the citizens of Texas.

I-35 Corridor Segment 1
boundary includes the region

- from the Oklahoma/Texas
border to Interstate 20 (I-20)
in Dallas/Ft. Worth.
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I-35 Corridor Segment Committee members include representatives from coun-
ties, metropolitan planning organizations (MPOs), cities, chambers of commerce,
economic development corporations and the Texas Farm Bureau. The Segment 1

Committee members are listed below:
Collin County - Keith Self
Cooke County - Gary Hollowell
Dallas County - Greg Hirsch
Denton County - John Polster
Grayson County - Invited but did not participate
Hunt County - John Horn
* Kaufman County - Wayné Gent
Parker County - Mark Riley
Rockwall County - Bruce Beaty
Tarrant County - Kenneth Barr
Wise County - Chad Davis
North Central Texas Council of Governments - Jeffrey C. Neal
Sherman-Denison MPO’ - Robert Wood
~ City of Dallas - John Brunk
City of Denton - Mark Burroughs
City of Fort Worth - Brian Beck
City of Gainesville - Barry L. Sullivan
City of McKinney - Bill Whitfield

City of Rockwall - Invited but did not participate
City of Weatherford - Robert Hanna

North Texas Commission - William L. Conley, Jr.

Texas Farm Bureau - Kenneth Sicking

1. Once the Committee reached its conclusion that US 75 is not part of the I-35 solution and needs a separate
study, the Sherman-Denison MPO decided not to participate in further Segment 1 Committee meetings.
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The Segment 1 Committee recommendations are not financially constrained. They
are recommendations developed by the Segment Committee that identify the region-
al transportation needs along the I-35 corridor and recommend solutions to meet
those needs. The Segment 1 Committee has not studied the feasibility, right-of-way

requirements or environmental constraints related to any of the proposed corri-
dor solutions in their recommendations.

The Segment 1 Committee identified needs in their region and developed the fol-
lowing three goals for the Segment 1 recommendations to help meet those needs:

Improve mobility and access within the I-35 corridor
Improve safety within the I-35 corridor

Promote economic development in the I-35 corridor
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THE DECISION-MAKING PROCESS

Citizens’ i
Corridor wene-:
Advisory ;
Committee '

Citizens’

Corridor ___

Segment
Committee

While the Segment 1 Commirttee held or-
ganizational meetings in 2009, their work
on their Segment recommendations for
MY 35 began in January 2010. Since then,
the Committee has held monthly meetings
to identify I-35 corridor needs in their re-
gion and to present and discuss potential
solutions (Steps 1-3). In September 2010,
the I-35 Corridor Segment 1 Committee
held planning workshops to gather public
input on their proposed solutions (Step
4). The Segment 1 Committee considered
this input when making their final recom-
mendations to the I-35 Corridor Advisory
Committee for the corridor-wide MY 35
Plan (Steps 5 & 6). The MY 35 Planning
Process is shown in the diagram. All Seg-
ment Committee meetings were open to
the public.
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The first step that the Segment 1 Committee engaged in during their planning
process was to determine the needs within their segment of the I-35 corridor. In
January 2010, the Committee reviewed planning data such as MPO long-range
plans, regional population and demographics projections, and current and pro-
jected traffic data to determine the transportation needs along the I-35 corridor
in Segment 1. The Committee also reviewed an inventory of the éxisting roadway
and rail networks, as well asairport and intermodal facilities to determine the po-
tential to expand existing I-35 or use other existing facilities to meet the needs of
the I-3S corridor. From this review of current and projected needs as well as exist-
ing resources, the Segment 1 Committee identified the following transportation
issues in their segment of the I-35 corridor:

Increased urbanization between 1-35 and US 75

Lack of east-west connectors

Lack of north-south connectors

Bottlenecks on I-35

Need to expand passenger rail service in the Metroplex

Need to better distribute the traffic north and south through Dallas and
Fort Worth

OEVELOPING SOLUTIONS

In February 2010, the Segment 1 Committee held a brainstorming session in
which they developed preliminary roadway and rail solutions to meet the needs
and growing demand in the I-35 corridor in Segment 1. For this brainstorming ex-
ercise, the Committee was instructed to not limit their solutions based on funding
or potential cost. The preliminary roadway and rail solutions the Committee de-
veloped were based on the review of the planning data they had completed at their
January meeting and on the committee members’ knowledge of specific problem

- areas in the I-35 corridor.

At their March 2010 meeting, the Segment 1 Committee heard a presentation
from the TxDOT Rail Division on the status of state rail planning and from the
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North Central Texas Council of Governments (NCTCOG) regarding regional
rail efforts. Based on this additional information, they continued to refine their
proposed list of roadway and rail solutions and selected projects for further analy-
sis and evaluation. Some of the solutions the Committee proposed for further
. evaluation were already identified on MPO and state transportation plans, while

others were new ideas the Committee developed.

EYALUATING PROPOSED Soidiicay

Once the Segment 1 Committee selected preliminary roadway solutions for fur-
ther consideration, they evaluated those solutions using the I-35 Corridor Traffic
Model. The I-35 Corridor Traffic Model, which is a travel demand model, helps
planners identify future problem areas on the roadway network. Based on the re-
sults of the modeling effort, the Segment 1 Committee continued to refine their
list of proposed roadway and rail solutions.

Because of the overlap in geographic area between Corridor Segments 1 and 2 in
the Dallas-Fort Worth Metroplex, and the complexities of traffic issues in this
area, the Segment 1 and 2 Committees held a joint meeting in May 2010. The joint
meeting focused on evaluating possible solutions to resolve the future mobility
issues in the Dallas-Fort Worth Metroplex. At this joint meeting, the two Commit-
tees decided to recommend adoption of those projects included in the NCTCOG
2030 Plan - 2009 Amendment in their Segment recommendations in the Dallas-Fort
Worth Metroplex and to add passenger rail solutions that would connect cities in
north Texas to the Dallas-Fort Worth Metroplex.

The Segment 1 Committee continued to refine their solutions in June 2010, and
started preparing for the public involvement component of the MY 35 planning
effort in July and August 2010.

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

In September 2010, the Segment 1 Committee held five public planning work-
shops to get input from the general public on the Committee’s proposed roadway
and rail solutions for their segment of the I-35 corridor. Two of these workshops
were joint meetings with the Segment 2 Committee where projects proposed by
both Committees were presented to the public.
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I-35 Corridor Segment 1 Planning Workshop Summary

Workshop Date City Location Public Attendance
September 9, 2010 - Addison, TX Addison Conference Center 3
September 13,2010 Denton, TX . University of North Texas 8
September 14, 2010 Gainesville, TX  Gainesville Civic Center 33
Septernber 15,2010 Dallas, TX* Hilton Garden Inn Dallas Market 13

Center
September 20,:2010: Fort Worth, TX* Education Service Center Region Xl - - 10

*These workshops were joint-workshops of Segment Committees 1 and 2

The planning workshops were advertised at www.MY35.0rg, via
social media sites (Facebook, Twitter), through newspaper legal
notifications, press releases, flyers, and in announcements on
the radio in the Segment 1 planning area. The workshops pro-
vided an opportunity for the public to review the Committee’s
proposed solutions, ask questions of committee members, and
learn more about the MY 35 planning process in an open house

format. The public was invited to complete a questionnaire to
give feedback on the Segment 1 Committee’s proposed roadway
and rail solutions. The questionnaire and all workshop materials
were also available at www.MY35.0rg beginning on September 7,
2010. The questionnaire and other comments on the Segment
Committee’s recommendations could be submitted online or
- through the mail until October 6, 2010. The Segment 1 Com-
mittee received a total of 79 completed questionnaires during

the public workshop comment period.

In addition, at the request of the Segment 1 Committee, NCT-
COG presented the projects proposed by the Segment 1 and
2 Committees in the Dallas-Fort Worth Metroplex at regional
meetings they held on September 14 and 15, 2010 in Cedar Hill,
Lewisville, and Keller.
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Following the completion of their public workshops, the Segment 1 Commit-
tee met in October 2010 to finalize their solutions. At this meeting, the Segment
1 Committee developed general recommendations, suggested operational im-
provements, recommended a high priority study of US 75, and identified a list of
priority roadway and rail projects.

The majority of the Segment 1 area is urbanized and the Segment 1 Committee
quickly determined that they needed to not only focus on I-35 but also on other
regional corridors and projects that could help manage congestion on I-35. The
Segment 1 Committee also relied upon the NCTCOG Metropolitan Transporta-
tion Plan as a basis for their recommendations since so much coordination and
local planning had gone into developing the Metropolitan Transportation Plan.
Additionally, the Segment 1 Committee was quick to recognize that highway-only
solutions' would not address the anticipated congestion in the DFW Metroplex in
the future, and as a result, the Committee decided to consider rail solutions.

The Segment 1 Committee prioritized their roadway and rail solutions into near-
term (5-10 years), mid-term (10-20 years), or long-term (20 + years) projects. The
Committee considered the following in prioritizing their solutions:

Ability of the solution to improve traffic conditions on I-35

Current status of the project (already planned and funded or not yet devel-
oped)

Public input

GENERAL RECOMMENDATIONS

The Segment 1 Committee also developed the following two general recommen-
dations for the I-35 Corridor Advisory Committee to consider in the MY 35 Plan:

Construct continuous frontage roads on I-35 in the urban areas where gaps
currently exist

Implement one-way frontage road design
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The Segment 1 Committee also developed the following three operational im-

provement recommendations for the I-35 Corridor Advisory Committee to
consider in the MY 35 Plan:

Improve incident management and related agency coordination so that ac-

cidents and disabled vehicles can be cleared more quickly and delays can be
minimized

Use and improve upon technology, such as electronic signs, to provide up-
dated traffic information, alternative routes, and other traffic management
solutions to travelers on 1-35

Reduce tolls on alternative routes to 1-35 during times when 1-35 is the

most congested and consider congestion pricing as an option to manage
congestion

HIGH PRIDRITY STUDY

.......... D T T T E Ll T Y

Through the course of their deliberations, the Segment 1
Committee identified the US 75 Corridor as a priority corri-
dor for future improvements. The Committee recommended
that a study be initiated immediately to determine future
mobility needs in this corridor and that a separate commit-
tee be formed to lead this planning effort.
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The final list of prioritized multi-modal solutions that the Segment 1 Committee
recommends to the I-35 Corridor Advisory Committee for inclusion in the MY 35
Plan are listed below as near-term, mid-term, and long-term solutions. Project in-
formation sheets and maps showing conceptual project locations for the projects
listed below are included in the appendix.

SOAR-TERE P00ty D 70 10 YEARS)
The Segment 1 Committee recommended that near-term transportation improve-
ments in the I-35 West and I-35 East corridors be developed in phases. The order

of phased development for these projects is indicated in the parentheses following
the I-35W and I-35E near-term projects.

I-35 Frontage Roads in Cooke County

i-35 West:
1-35W - North Tarrant Express (1A)

I-35W from I-30 to SH 170 (1B)

1-35 East:
1-35E from 1-635 to Loop 12 (1)

1-35E from US 380 to 1-635 (2)

1-35E - Trinity Parkway (3A)

1-35E - Project Pegasus (3B)

i-35E from Loop 12 to SH 183 (4)

Northern Section of the Outer Loop from 1-35 to SH 121

Rail:
Tower 55 Improvements

Cotton Belt Rail Line

High-Speed and Commuter Rail Ridership and Revenue Study (The Commit-
tee did not visually conceptualize this project, therefore information on this
project is not included in the appendix.)
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I-35W from 1-35/1-35E to SH 170
Outer Loop East from }-20 to SH 121
Outer Loop West from I-35 to 1-20

1-35 from Denton to the Cooke County Line

PRRG T S TS {20 - YEARS)

1-35 in Cooke County

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

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

Taken together as a group, recommendations from the Committees for Corridor
Segments 1, 2, 3 and 4 provide a citizens’ perspective on transportation needs
along the I-35 corridor. Synthesizing these four sets of project and policy recom-
mendations, the I-35 Corridor Advisory Committee will work to create the MY 35
Plan, a comprehensive, statewide vision for the I-35 corridor.
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Initially, the Segment 1 Committee wanted to determine if improving U.S. Highway (US)
75 would reduce congestion on Interstate 35 (I-35). The Segment 1 Committee examined
travel demand modeling for both I-35 and US 75 to evaluate whether improvements to US
75 would alleviate congestion on I-35. The results of this modeling indicated that improve-
ments to US 75 did NOT reduce congestion on I-35. The Segment 1 Committee determined

that each facility serves a different travel market which means that proposed improvements
on one facility (e.g., I-35) did not improve congestion on the other and vice versa.

However, based on the results of this modeling effort, the Segment 1 Committee recognized
that US 75 is an extremely important regional facility in North Central Texas, and that
although improvements to this facility would not necessarily benefit I-35 per se, improve-
ments on US 75 would contribute to improving mobility in the Dallas-Fort Worth (DFW)
Metroplex.

As noted in the Figure on the right, current traffic counts on US 75 are 35% higher than
the next largest radiating highway in the Metroplex. As a result, the Segment 1 Commit-
tee recommends that a separate committee consisting of local and regional representatives
be formed to focus on the US 75 corridor in North Central Texas. This separate committee
could evaluate options for US 75 such as upgrading US 75 to an Interstate Highway facil-
ity (e.g., as the extension of Interstate 45) and exploring commuter rail between Sherman/
Denison and the DFW Metroplex.
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