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4.1

INTRODUCTION

In July 2004, NCTCOG
and its partners initiated an
application to FHWA for a grant
through the Value Pricing Pilot
Program (VPPP) to implement
a demonstration project in the
Dallas-Fort Worth Region.
A demonstration project is a
major step toward showing the
transportation leaders of north
central Texas the beneﬁts and costs
of using value pricing to improve
mobility in the region. The decision
to select I.H. 30 as a candidate
for the grant and thus the region’s
value pricing demonstration project
resulted from the application of
the screening criteria and the ten
evaluation criteria described in
Chapter 3.
The application, which can
be found in Appendix A, was
submitted to FHWA on July 15,
2004.
This section describes how I.H.
30 was ultimately selected from
the pool of potential short-term
candidates to be the value pricing
demonstration project in the DallasFort Worth Region. This section
also serves as an example of how to
apply the screening process and the
ten evaluation criteria described in
Chapter 3. The facilities that made
it through the screening process
were then evaluated based on the
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10 evaluation criteria to understand their potential for success, relative to the
other facilities.
Projects not qualifying for short-term implementation could be evaluated
in the future as part of the MTP and MIS/NEPA processes as part of a
corridor-based or regional network of priced facilities. A discussion of the
long-term application of the guidelines can be found in Chapter 5.

4.2

SCREENING PROCESS TO IDENTIFY POTENTIAL
PROJECTS

As noted in Chapter 3, to be considered for short-term implementation or
as a demonstration project, the facility (or segment of the facility) must meet
the following screening criteria:
1. The facility needs to be identiﬁed in the adopted MTP with a
recommendation as a HOV or Managed Facility.
AND
2. The facility is not an interim HOV facility (due to the lack of
concrete barrier) or an existing tollway (due to bond covenants that
restrict toll discounts), but could support a new managed lane (or
lanes) in the right-of-way.
AND
3. The facility would be in place or construction would be completed
within ﬁve years.
In accordance with the ﬁrst screening criterion, a project must be
recommended in the current MTP, Mobility 2025 (Amended April 2005), as
a HOV or Managed Facility in order for it to be considered for short-term
implementation. Figure 4-1 shows the HOV projects currently recommended
in the plan and thus the facilities that were considered. In addition, to qualify
as a short-term or demonstration project, the facilities must either be in
place or be constructed within ﬁve years. The timing factor is an important
element in determining demonstration project status. To be able to learn
from the demonstration project, it should be able to be implemented quickly
and at a relatively low cost.

Regional Value Pricing Corridor Evaluation And Feasibility Study | June 2005
application of criteria to select a short-term demonstration project

67 between I.H. 35E
and Loop 12, which
operates only during the
peak periods and has
no intermediate access
points. U.S. 67 also has
one concurrent-ﬂow
lane in each direction
between the terminus
of the reversible HOV
facility at Loop 12 and
I.H. 20. The northern
terminus of the HOV
facility provides a direct
downtown connection
to and from the Houston
and Jefferson Street
viaducts as well as a
slip ramp to/from the
I.H. 35 mainlanes.
S.H. 121/S.H. 183
(Airport Freeway):

Figure 4-1: Recommended HOV and Managed HOV/Integrated Tollway Facilities
in the Dallas-Fort Worth Region (Mobility 2025, Amended April 2005)

Of the projects shown in Figure 4-1, the following six facilities would likely be
open to trafﬁc within ﬁve years (i.e., by 2010) and could support new, priced lanes.
The timing of implementation of the six facilities is based on the letting cycles
of the Transportation Improvement Program and the staging of the Metropolitan
Transportation Plan.
I.H. 30 (Tom Landry Freeway): Managed lanes will be built as a part of the
ongoing reconstruction of I.H. 30 in western Dallas County from just west of I.H.
35E in Dallas to west of Northwest 19th Street (future S.H. 161) in Grand Prairie.
This project will be the Dallas-Fort Worth region’s ﬁrst multi-lane reversible HOV
facility, with two reversible lanes operating during the peak periods between proposed
wishbone ramps west of Westmoreland Road in Dallas and Northwest 19th Street.
The remaining section east of Westmoreland Road toward I.H. 35E will operate as a
single reversible lane. Additional access points to and from the HOV facility will be
constructed west of Loop 12 (slip ramps), east of MacArthur Boulevard (wishbone
ramps), and west of Belt Line Road (wishbone ramps).
I.H. 35E/U.S. 67 (South R.L. Thornton/Martin D. Love Freeway):

Dallas Area Rapid Transit (DART) and TxDOT completed construction of the
HOV facility for I.H. 35E and U.S. 67 in south Dallas in 2001. It consists of
a single reversible lane on I.H. 35E between I.H. 30 and Loop 12, and on U.S.

S.H. 121/S.H. 183,
stretching from I.H.
820 in North Richland
Hills to S.H. 161 in
Irving, is currently
under evaluation as
a Comprehensive
Development
Agreement through
TxDOT. The facility
will be totally
reconstructed with
three mainlanes (plus
auxiliary lanes), three
managed lanes, and
three frontage road
lanes in each direction.
Access points into and
out of the managed
lanes will occur
(tentatively) at I.H.
820, Hurstview Drive,
Brown Trail/Bedford
Euless Road, Westpark
Drive/Murphy Road,
International Parkway
(DFW International
Airport), and S.H. 161.
The managed lanes are
being designed for 24-
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hour-per-day utilization
and all-electronic tolling.
President George
Bush Turnpike
– Segment IV
(“Superconnector”):
This section of the
President George Bush
Turnpike is expected to
open in October 2005
with 3 mainlanes in each
direction between I.H.
35E in Carrollton and I.H.
635 in Irving. It contains
interchanges at Sandy Lake
Road, Belt Line Road,
Valwood Road, Valley
View Lane, new ramp
connections at Las Colinas
Boulevard to and from the
north, and direct ﬂyover
connections to and from the
west at I.H. 635.
I.H. 635 East
(Lyndon B. Johnson
Freeway): The

proposed continuation
of I.H. 635 HOV facility
will be a reconstruction
of the existing median
and left shoulders of
the freeway to provide
one concurrent-ﬂow
lane in each direction
between U.S. 75 and
Skillman Street, and one
reversible lane between
Skillman Street and I.H.
30. The concurrentﬂow and reversibleﬂow sections will both
be barrier-separated
from the mainlanes.
The concurrent-ﬂow
section will have an
intermediate access
point at TI Boulevard,
which is part of “High
Five” Interchange
Project currently under
construction, and it will
be operational 24-hoursPage 46

Figure 4-2: Potential Short-Term Value Pricing Projects in the Dallas-Fort
Worth Region

per-day similar to the existing I.H. 635 HOV facility west of U.S. 75. The
reversible-ﬂow section will be operational during the peak periods and have
intermediate access points at Plano Road, Jupiter Road (eastbound only), and
Northwest Highway (westbound only).
U.S. 75 (Central Expressway): The proposed HOV facility for U.S.

75 will be a reconstruction of the existing median and left shoulders of the
freeway to provide one concurrent-ﬂow lane in each direction between I.H.
635 in Dallas and Exchange Parkway in Allen. The concurrent-ﬂow lane
will be separated from the mainlanes by a 3-foot buffer with a curb-device
“soft” barrier at its center. The southern terminus of this facility will be
the I.H. 635 HOV ﬂyover ramp and U.S. 75 frontage road wishbone ramp
currently under construction as a part of the “High Five” Interchange Project.
The northern terminus of the facility will occur as a slip ramp to/from
the U.S. 75 mainlanes just south of McDermott Road with a northbound
auxiliary lane continuing up to Exchange Parkway to facilitate weaving.
Intermediate access points to and from the HOV facility will occur between
Park Boulevard and Parker Road in Plano, and between Arapaho Road and
Campbell Road in Richardson.
All six facilities are shown in Figure 4-2.
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4.3

A scoring system was established to rate each facility:

APPLICATION OF THE 10
EVALUATION CRITERIA TO
IDENTIFY A DEMONSTRATION
PROJECT

The following criteria were then used to evaluate
each facility’s ability to support the elements of value
pricing, based on the guidelines established and
documented in Chapter 3:

+

Positive: The facility meets or exceeds the
criteria

-

Negative: The facility fails to meet the criteria

0

Neutral: There is not enough information to
evaluate the criteria at this time

N/A Not applicable: criteria does not apply to this
facility or for this timeframe

1. Facility main lanes exceed LOS ‘E’
2. Facility subject to legislative/legal
considerations
3. Facility supports managed lane(s) enforcement
4. Facility supports toll collection

For each of the 10 evaluation criteria, each facility
was evaluated based on it existing condition and its
recommended future conﬁguration. The results of this
evaluation are presented below.
4.3.1

5. Facility represents a potential candidate for
incentive based pricing
6. Facility improvement minimizes construction
disruption
7. Facility can be constructed or modiﬁed and
open to trafﬁc within a reasonable timeframe
8. Facility supports physical lane separation
9. Facility can be designed with minimal design
exceptions
10. Facility supports ingress/egress directly to the
managed lanes.

Facility Main Lanes Exceed LOS E

This ﬁrst criteria measures whether or not the facility
is experiencing unacceptable levels of congestion and
would therefore warrant an improvement. The Level
of Service (LOS) of a facility is a measure of its trafﬁc
operational characteristics. The LOS is a measure of
the congestion experienced by drivers, and ranges from
A (free ﬂow with little or no congestion) to F (failure
with stop-and-go conditions). The LOS is normally
computed for the peak periods of a typical day, with
LOS D (approaching unstable ﬂow) or better generally
considered acceptable for intersections or highways
in urban and suburban areas. At LOS E, volumes are
near or at capacity. LOS F represents conditions in
which demand exceeds capacity and in which there are

Facility Main Lanes Exceed LOS E
Facility Under Consideration

MOBLOS 1999 Level of Service

Score

I.H. 30 (Tom Landry Freeway)

LOS F

+

I.H. 35E/U.S. 67 (South R.L.
Thornton/Martin D. Love
Freeway)

LOS F

+

S.H. 121/S.H. 183 (Airport
Freeway)

LOS F

+

Data not reported in MOBLOS

N/A

I.H. 635 East (Lyndon B.
Johnson Freeway)

LOS F

+

U.S. 75 (Central Expressway)

LOS F

+

President George Bush Turnpike
– Segment IV (“Superconnector”)
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operational breakdowns with stop-and-go trafﬁc and
extremely long delays at signalized intersections.
NCTCOG uses LOS E as a threshold to measure
unacceptable levels of service. LOS E represents the
capacity limit of the facility and is characterized by
slow and periodically stopped trafﬁc, where delays
begin to form. The source of the LOS information for
each of the six facilities under consideration is the
MOBLOS in the Metropolitan Transportation Plan. Any
facility that exceeds LOS E and therefore experiences
LOS F was given a positive score, to indicate that it
warrants an improvement. Data for the PGBT Segment
4 was not included as part of the MOBLOS data and
therefore was given a score of “N/A.”
4.3.2

Facility Subject to Legislative/Legal
Considerations

The six facilities under consideration are not
subject to legal considerations that would prohibit
value pricing. The only legal consideration that might
affect the ability to implement value pricing as a
demonstration project is associated with existing toll

roads, where discounting the toll would be prohibited.
The two existing toll facilities were screened out and
eliminated from further consideration in the ﬁrst step of
this process.
4.3.3

Facility Supports Enforcement

To support enforcement activities and keep the
violation rate low, a facility must have, at a minimum,
full shoulders that can support stationary patrol cars,
the ability of a patrol ofﬁcer to stop a violator and direct
his or her vehicle onto the shoulder, and enough merge
distance for violators to merge back into moving trafﬁc.
Many managed facilities also have wider enforcement
areas to provide a higher degree of safety for patrol
ofﬁcers and enforcement activities.
Each of the six facilities under consideration was
evaluated to determine if it has or could be designed
to have at least one ten-foot shoulder to support
enforcement. Facilities that can support this requirement
earned a positive score. A neutral rating was given to
facilities that do not currently have a design concept
completed, yet are assumed to have adequate design
features to support managed lanes.

Facility Supports Enforcement
Facility Under Consideration

Shoulders are adequate to Support Enforcement Activities

Score

I.H. 30 (Tom Landry Freeway)

As part of the design of the HOV lane, I.H. 30 will include
2-foot inside and 10-foot outside shoulders. In at least two
locations (SH 161 and between MacArthur Road and Loop
12), wider areas for enforcement can be accommodated.
Although it is possible that shoulders widths may need to
be reduced in certain areas (i.e., near Loop 12), the overall
ability to support enforcement is not affected.

+

I.H. 35E/U.S. 67 (South R.L.
Thornton/Martin D. Love
Freeway)

This facility is lacking shoulders. In some cases there is
as little as 13 feet from barrier to barrier. There is only
one area north of the Y split (past Illinois Ave) that has
emergency shoulders. Consequently, the only place DART
police would be able to check occupance is near the entry
and exit points.

-

S.H. 121/S.H. 183 (Airport
Freeway)

It is assumed that this facility would be designed to include
adequate shoulders (design not competed yet).

0

President George Bush Turnpike
– Segment IV (“Superconnector”)

Shoulders on this facility already existing. The existing 10foot inside/outside shoulders along the entire facility would
support enforcement.

+

I.H. 635 East (Lyndon B.
Johnson Freeway)

This facility has minimal shoulders. The pavement width is
between 15 and 16 feet from barrier to barrier. There may
be some areas near the ingress/egress points for wider
shoulders.

-

U.S. 75 (Central Expressway)

There are no shoulders and there are pylons in the buffer
zone on the right instead of a barrier. The distance between
the pylons and the centerline barrier 15-16 feet. Pylons are
not as effective a way to enforce managed lanes to the wide
spacing of the pylons.

-
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4.3.4

Facility Supports Toll Collection

The preferred method for toll collection in the DallasFort Worth Region is electronic toll collection (ETC).
Therefore, the ability to support toll collection is based
on the hardware and software requirements to either
expand an existing toll collection system that is already
in place (e.g., the extension of an existing toll road)
or to construct a new collection system. In all cases,
the value pricing toll collection system would work
seamlessly with the region’s TollTag system.
Each of the six facilities was evaluated to determine
if would be feasible to install an ETC system, based
on the hardware and software needs, such as right-ofway for toll gantries, conﬁguration. In each case there
did not appear to be any impediments to installing and
operating an ETC system. The PBGT, as a toll road,
already has an ETC system in place.
4.3.5

Facility Represents a Potential
Candidate for Incentive Based Pricing

Incentive based pricing refers to the potential for the
roadway owner, in conjunction with a local vendor or
service provider, to create a unique incentive program
to encourage the use of the managed facility or to build
general support for the concept of value pricing. It
was assumed that this evaluation criterion would be
considered later in the process, once a demonstration
project was selected. Therefore, no scores were given
for this criterion.

4.3.6

Facility Improvement Minimizes
Construction Disruption

The six facilities were evaluated to determine what
type of construction would be necessary to implement
value pricing. In some cases, the managed lanes could
be constructed within the median or on new alignment
at the same time as the reconstruction of the main lanes.
These facilities were considered neutral. Reconstruction
projects that would likely require lane closures or lane
restrictions were considered to be the most disruptive
and were assigned a negative score. Facilities that
require no construction were given a positive score.
4.3.7

Facility be Constructed or Modiﬁed and
Open to Trafﬁc within a Reasonable
Timeframe

Although all of the facilities would likely be
constructed within ﬁve years, as dictated by the
screening process, the actual construction time frame
was estimated to determine if a facility could be open
before the ﬁve year cutoff. As stated in Chapter 3,
the earlier a value pricing project is implemented, the
sooner the beneﬁts can be realized and the viability of
pricing in the region can be analyzed. The facilities that
could be ready before ﬁve years earned a positive score.
Those that appeared to require the full ﬁve years due to
the magnitude and complexity of the project were given
a negative score.

Facility Supports Toll Collection
Facility Under Consideration

Supports Electronic Toll Collection Hardware and Software

Score

I.H. 30 (Tom Landry Freeway)

Speciﬁc areas are being designed to support gantry
construction.

+

I.H. 35E/U.S. 67 (South R.L.
Thornton/Martin D. Love
Freeway)

This facility could support gantry construction and
electronics.

+

S.H. 121/S.H. 183 (Airport
Freeway)

This facility could support gantry construction and
electronics.

+

President George Bush Turnpike
– Segment IV (“Superconnector”)

This facility is already a toll facility and supports electronic
toll collection.

+

I.H. 635 East (Lyndon B.
Johnson Freeway)

This facility could support gantry construction and
electronics.

+

U.S. 75 (Central Expressway)

This facility could support gantry construction and
electronics.

+
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Facility Improvement Minimizes Construction Disruption
Facility Under Consideration

Type of Construction and Ability to Minimize Disruption to
Main Lanes

Score

I.H. 30 (Tom Landry Freeway)

Construction disruption is not associated with managed
lanes, but instead with the main lanes during the
reconstruction of the facility and construction of wishbone
ramps.

0

I.H. 35E/U.S. 67 (South R.L.
Thornton/Martin D. Love
Freeway)

The HOV already in place and therefore minimal
construction is needed.

+

S.H. 121/S.H. 183 (Airport
Freeway)

This facility would need to be reconstructed to provide the
managed lanes and new frontage roads.

-

President George Bush Turnpike
– Segment IV (“Superconnector”)

No construction is required.

+

I.H. 635 East (Lyndon B.
Johnson Freeway)

This facility would require only a median shaving; therefore
most of the work would be in the median and requires taking
little shoulder width from the main lanes. In some cases the
outside shoulder would need to be widened.

0

U.S. 75 (Central Expressway)

The managed lanes would be provided in the median,
causing minimal disruption. The facility already has wide
inside shoulders that would minimize outside widening.

+

Facility be Constructed or Modiﬁed and Open to Trafﬁc within a Reasonable Timeframe
Facility Under Consideration

Time Frame for Completion of Construction

Score

I.H. 30 (Tom Landry Freeway)

This facility is currently being redesigned and constructed,
and will be open to trafﬁc by 2007.

+

I.H. 35E/U.S. 67 (South R.L.
Thornton/Martin D. Love
Freeway)

The facility already exists, and only toll facilities would need
to be constructed, most likely by 2007.

+

S.H. 121/S.H. 183 (Airport
Freeway)

This facility would require total reconstruction, and would
most likely take the full ﬁve years. It is programmed for
completion by 2010. However, design has not yet started
and it therefore would have less value as a demonstration
project, even if it were completed within the ﬁve year period.

-

President George Bush
Turnpike – Segment IV
(“Superconnector”)

This facility is ready for value pricing implementation, in that
only software modiﬁcations would be needed.

+

I.H. 635 East (Lyndon B.
Johnson Freeway)

The interim HOV lanes are programmed to be constructed
by 2007. The design is being ﬁnalized in preparation for an
October 2005 letting. The construction start is expected in
the spring of 2006.

+

U.S. 75 (Central Expressway)

This project is currently in design, with completion of
construction programmed for 2007.

4.3.8

Facility Supports Physical Lane
Separation

The ability of a facility to support physical lane
separation (full concrete barrier with appropriate inside
and outside shoulder widths) is dependent upon the
Page 50

+

available right-of-way. Facilities that can support a full
barrier earned a positive score. Those facilities that are
assumed to be designed with a barrier (but are unknown
at this time) were considered neutral. Facilities
that were too narrow to accommodate a barrier and
shoulders were given a negative score.
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Facility Supports Physical Lane Separation
Facility Under Consideration

4.3.9

Facility can support a full concrete barrier and appropriate
offsets

Score

I.H. 30 (Tom Landry Freeway)

This facility is being designed with barrier separation.

+

I.H. 35E/U.S. 67 (South R.L.
Thornton/Martin D. Love
Freeway)

This facility is barrier separated today.

+

S.H. 121/S.H. 183 (Airport
Freeway)

Although assumed to be designed with a barrier separation,
it is unknown at this time.

0

President George Bush Turnpike
– Segment IV (“Superconnector”)

Because this facility would operate as a fully managed
facility, it requires no separation of trafﬁc.

I.H. 635 East (Lyndon B.
Johnson Freeway)

This facility is being designed as barrier separated.

+

U.S. 75 (Central Expressway)

This facility would incorporate pylons instead of a barrier
due to right-of-way constraints.

-

Facility can be Designed with Minimal
FHWA Design Exceptions

This criterion measures whether the facility can meet
minimum design standards and avoid design exceptions

N/A

that would require approval by FHWA. Facilities with
few or no design exceptions scored a positive score.
Those that do not or could not meet current standards
were given a negative score. Those that are not yet in
design received a neutral score.

Facility can be Designed with Minimal FHWA Design Exceptions
Facility Under Consideration

Potential Design Exceptions

Score

I.H. 30 (Tom Landry Freeway)

This facility can be constructed according to FHWA/TxDOT
design guidelines. There are no vertical clearance issues.
Horizontal issues may require 11 foot lanes and narrower
shoulders in some segments to accommodate the reversible
lanes.

+

I.H. 35E/U.S. 67 (South R.L.
Thornton/Martin D. Love
Freeway)

This facility has narrow shoulders in some segments and
no shoulders on the HOV and some segments of the main
lanes. The barrier-to-barrier width is 13 feet. There are less
than desirable vertical clearances at some locations (e.g.,
Illinois Avenue, Louisiana Avenue, Beckley Street, and 12th
street).

-

S.H. 121/S.H. 183 (Airport
Freeway)

This facility is not yet in design, although it is anticipated that
it would be designed to meet all current standards.

0

President George Bush Turnpike
– Segment IV (“Superconnector”)

This facility already exists and meets design standards.

+

I.H. 635 East (Lyndon B.
Johnson Freeway)

This facility does not have consistent shoulder widths, with
a barrier-to barrier width of 15-16 feet in most segments.
It has less than desirable vertical clearances (e.g., at
Greenville Street, Abrams Street, Skillman Avenue, Forest
Street, and Royal Avenue)

-

U.S. 75 (Central Expressway)

Due to right-of-way constraints, this facility could not support
shoulders on the managed lanes (barrier-to-barrier width
is 15-16 feet) and would therefore be subject to design
exceptions.

-
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4.3.10 Facility Supports Ingress/Egress Directly to the Managed Lanes
The range of access conﬁgurations includes no intermediate access points, slip
ramps between the managed lanes and the main lanes, and grade separated ramps that
allow direct ingress and egress to the managed lanes and avoid managed lane trafﬁc
mixing with main lane trafﬁc. The facilities that can accommodate direct ingress and
egress were given positive scores. The facilities that could not accommodate any
access were given negative scores.

Facility Supports Ingress/Egress Directly to the Managed Lanes
Facility Under Consideration

Access to and from the Managed Lanes

Score

I.H. 30 (Tom Landry Freeway)

Wishbone ramps could be constructed to provide access
to all main lane exits (east of SH 161, east of MacArthur,
and at Cockrell Hill Road). In addition, wishbone ramps
would provide access to the park-and-ride center (NW I.H.
30 and MacArthur). There would be one location that would
require a temporary slip ramp (just west of Loop 12) where
trafﬁc would have to merge across 4 lanes to exit onto Loop
12. This slip ramp would be temporary until the Loop 12
interchange is built.

+

I.H. 35E/U.S. 67 (South R.L.
Thornton/Martin D. Love
Freeway)

Access would be provided at the endpoints of the facility
(Jefferson Street or to 35E past downtown). Where the two
highways merge together, trafﬁc would have to cross the
main lanes to enter/exit the facility. At the downtown exit,
because of the Mixmaster, trafﬁc would have to cross 3
lanes to exit.

-

S.H. 121/S.H. 183 (Airport
Freeway)

Although it is anticipated that direct access to the managed
lanes could be provided, it is not yet known at this time
because this facility is not yet in design.

0

President George Bush Turnpike
– Segment IV (“Superconnector”)

This facility would be fully managed and therefore all access
points provide direct access.

+

I.H. 635 East (Lyndon B.
Johnson Freeway)

This facility would support some intermediate access
(northbound: 3 entrances and 1 exit, southbound: 3 exits
and 1 entrance) in the form of slip ramps except for the Tramp at Texas Instruments (TI) Boulevard, which is part of
the High Five interchange, and could be used in the interim.
Due to right-of-way constraints, the slip ramp would not
have its own lane, and there is concern that there would not
be enough storage for managed lane trafﬁc to merge into
the congested main lanes.

-

U.S. 75 (Central Expressway)

The pylon buffers transition to striping at the access points
to allow trafﬁc to merge (Richardson between Campbell and
Arapaho and in Plano between Park Blvd and Parker Road).
It is possible that there would be less than desirable storage
for managed lane trafﬁc to merge into the congested main
lanes causing queues to form on the managed lanes.

-
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Based on MOBLOS, does the
Facility Peak Hour LOS exceed
E on main lanes?

Is the Facility subject to legal
considerations?

Does the Facility support
enforcement?

Does the Facility support
electronic toll collection?

Is the Facility a candidate for
incentive based pricing?

Major construction related
trafﬁc disruption foreseen?

Can the Facility be constructed
and open to trafﬁc before 5
years?

Does the Facility support
physical lane separation?

Can the Facility be designed
with minimal design
exceptions??

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

CORRIDOR UNDER REVIEW

The summary of scores is shown below in Table 41. Based on the evaluation of the six facilities, I.H. 30
was selected as the candidate demonstration project
because it had the most positive scores. The application
for managed lanes on I.H. 30 was supported by the
Texas Transportation Commission and was submitted
to FHWA. TxDOT was subsequently awarded a grant
in the amount of $416,000 for implementation of value
pricing under the authority of the Value Pricing Pilot
Program. At the time of the application, the North
Central Texas region was in the process of upgrading

I.H. 30/Tom Landry Freeway to meet the needs
identiﬁed in the long-range Metropolitan Transportation
Plan. The existing design and engineering plans for
the I.H. 30/Tom Landry Freeway called for ﬁve mixed
lanes of trafﬁc in each direction, with a single reversible
HOV lane. TxDOT and DART are committed to the
construction of a single lane HOV facility to be in place
by 2007 as part of the list of transportation control
measures (TCM) that are documented in the State
Implementation Plan (SIP). This VPPP grant will be
used to revise the facility design to accommodate a
multi-lane, managed/HOV facility in place of a singlelane, HOV-only facility.

+

+

10. Does the Facility support
access directly to the managed
lanes?

4.3.11 Summary

I.H. 30

+

N/A

N/A

0

+

+

+

+

I.H. 35E/
U.S. 67

+

N/A

-

+

N/A

+

+

+

-

-

S.H. 121/
S.H. 183

+

N/A

0

+

N/A

-

-

0

0

0

N/A

N/A

+

+

N/A

+

+

N/A

+

+

I.H. 635

+

N/A

-

+

N/A

0

+

+

-

-

US 75

+

N/A

-

+

N/A

+

+

-

-

-

PGBT

Table 4-1: Summary of Evaluation of Six Potential Short-term Value Pricing Projects
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