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Study Location

= |-345 begins at I-30 and
ends at Woodall
Rodgers Freeway (Spur
360)

= Most people don’t
realize that they are on
I-345 because it is not
signed

I-345 Feasibility Study
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Study Approach and Timeline

Define Develop Refine Deliver

and screen prelimary . collaborative and
reasonable alternatives

the stud h
€ study approac concepts defendable study results

Perform data collection Assess feedback and develop Assess feedback and refine Assess feedback and modify
conceptual alternatives conceptual alternatives recommended alternative as
Begin meeting with elected applicable
officials, stakeholders and study Develop existing and future Refine evaluation matrix
partners (listening sessions) no build traffic results Conduct work group
Continue listening sessions update meetings
Define work groups Develop initial build alternatives
Conduct work group update Publish study online
Conduct work group kick-off Develop preliminary evaluation meetings L WE ARE HERE |
meetings matrix Proceed to the next
Conduct third series of public phase - schematic and
Define traffic and safety study Continue listening sessions meetings environmental analysis
limits and build existing conditions
models Begin work group update meetings
Conduct first series of public Perform conceptual alternative
meetings traffio analyse KEY TAKEAWAYS
Conduct first survey Conduct second series of public The feasibility study identified a recommendation to move forward
meetings into the next phase of the project (schematic and environmental
analysis). During that phase, additional detailed engineering, traffic
Conduct second survey and environmental study will be conducted. This includes additional

public involvement.

CONTINUOUS PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

Proceed
to next
phase

Dates subject to change
*Traffic data was collected in 2018 prior to COVID-19
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CityMAP Goals, I-345 Feasibility Study Goals, and Why Study 1-345?

‘ ; Presented at May
SIS 2022 public meetings
Mobility
Connectivity
Sustainability
Economic Development

@ I-345 Feasibility Study Goals

T R m—

Carry forward CityMAP Goals of Mobility, Connectivity, Sustainability and
Economic Development

Have an inclusive, transparent and collaborative public involvement process
Work collaboratively with stakeholders
Review recommendations from previous studies

Provide the best solution that maintains safety, mobility and operability
Defendable results

Incorporate TxXDOT and community goals
Work towards recommended alternative

As Dallas County population continues to grow and I-345 reaches its estimated remaining

useful service life, it is necessary to plan for the future of the roadway. This study will help
to determine the future of 1-345.
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Previous Public Involvement (December 2019 and June 2021)

PUBLIC MEETING SERIES 2

INPUT RECEIVED FROM SURVEY ON ALL
ALTERNATIVES*
N/A - Did not provide

Highway or no highway? preference (37)

PUBLIC MEETING SERIES 1

# of surveys
receive:

No Mainlanes/
Removal Alternative
(394)

# of comments
received via
At-Grade (44) comment form

# of surveys # of written # of verbal
received comments received comments received

PREFERRED ALTERNATIVES

No Build/Leave as-is,
Depressed, Elevated,
Hybrid, or Any Alternative
(820}

Elevate with Ramping
Improvements (10) 1%

Add Capacity/
Widen Lanes (22) 3% | Other (786)

Total Responses: 1,251

Below Grade (264 q .
Expﬁsrs];éé\ﬂ(%r;igfg {Depressed, ey Out of the 66% (820) above that want a highway, which
U" similar to US 75) alternative was preferred? .y
Other (41} 5% Alternative [48)
No Build/
Leave as-is

Depressed
(152) (245)

# of voicemail
comments received

Remove (232)

No Build (233)
(Remain Elevated)

Elevated

(99)

# of email Hybrid {276)
comments received

Total Responses: 820

*Includes input received through the SCOUT survey, comment form, online comment form (surveymonkey.com), email, and verbal comments

KEY TAKEAWAY KEY TAKEAWAY

There was a pretty even three-way split for public preference on More than 65% of respondents stated that they preferred a highway
alternatives to evaluate in the feasibility study. More than 70% of alternative versus a removal alternative. Of those that preferred a
respondents suggested further analysis of the alternatives presented highway alternative, over 50% of respondents stated that they preferred
in the 2016 CityMAP Study. a below grade (depressed/hybrid) alternative.

Total Responses: 849
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Trafflc Introduction Presented at May 2022 Public Meetings

= Traffic counts collected in 2018
(prior to pandemic).

a

PGET @
— D
= A key to evaluating the |
alternatives is to understand the : | -
travel patterns of current users of [
I-345 within the study area, and
into and out of the study area. 5 >
< 304
L o\
= The information is not limited to \W oy — L -
the 1-345 study limits. 4] i
6 352
f‘ Z
l ORIGIN @
// |
[ S 7\/ 12 .
1l L0
Note: Larger version available on the project S

website at www.keepitmovingdallas.com/I345
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Origin & Destination Distribution - Thru Traffic Northbound on 1-345

Presented at May 2022 Public Meetings

Key Takeaway

Daily* traffic using I-345 northbound mainlanes is originating from the southern half of Dallas and is destined to the northern half of Dallas.

The distribution shown is approximately 73% of the daily traffic traveling northbound on 345, Approximately 7% of The distribubion shown is approximately 71% of the daily traffic traveling northbound on F343. Approximately 14% of
the remaining traffic originates within the study area in multiple zones with small distributions. Approximately 18% the remaiming traffic is disbursed within the study area in multiple zones with small distributions. Approximately 15%
of the traffic originates outside the study area through other roadways (minor arterials) not collected in the data. of the traffic leaves the study area through other roadways (minor artenals) not collected in the data.

ORIGIN MAP DESTINATION MAP

LEGEND )

I-345Weekday Daily Users

25%
N E-10%

11-25%

26-T5%

T
Study Area

L35 ] Study Limits
Downtown Area

T Diata point origin and
destination collected*

This i the same information presented at the une 2021 pubiicme etings. *Volumeat the dato point is approsdmately 82,000 northbound tnips a day
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Round Trip between South Central and North 2045 Travel Times

= Adjacentis a

representative
204.15. travel ’.u me \ R E
exhibit showing the & )
. (o5 The Deprgssed__ Eleyated
round-trip travel and Hybrid alternatives have
. NORTH negligible impacts to travel times
time between the _ 3 between the south central and
D) v 224 north zones. Impacts to 2045
South Central and travel times between the south
central and north zones are
North zones. . 03 @ significantly impacted with the
= & T Removal alternative.
= Several other round o T
tri travel time 7 3 /L . Percent Increase in Travel Time (6:30-9:00AM)
E.b. t 1) Y i
exnipiIts are v 5 Depressed
. E 352
available on the il © © © ©
0 l&7] levated

study website @ v = S ®

@ Hybrid @
between Z0Nnes. D) North to South Central

Percent Increase in Travel Time (3:00-6:30PM)
= |n summary, all CEnTRE . @
2045 travel times Ef o el ©
— i _ e A EENe®®® ¢

are significantly o o RO ..o [0
impacted with the RS, e ©

Removal alternative.
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Alternative Evaluation Matrix

*Note: No new ROW would be required with any of the proposed alternatives. This includes no impacts to natural resources
(wetlands, streams, farmland, wooded areas or floodplains) or cemeteries.

**N/A = Not applicable

Presented at May
2022 public meetings

Criteria Rating Scale in comparison to the No Build/Leave 1-345 Asds

tarts . ge | Moemy Highiy rmasats et

< @

Note: Larger version
available on the project
website at
www.keepitmovingdallas.
com/1345

No Build/
Leave
1345 Asls Depressed  Remowval Hevated
Vahid Wiz cts to noeTidar motilly on the e C' ™ J J Due to the changes in acoess with ench proposed bulid altemative, traffic pathemns will change traffic
ehicle= reswiys and local roads . L wollumes on WarNous Feeways and local roa
§ § ’
Mobility Bicycl ? mobiity f. . . a . Al proposd bulld fesnatives woeld Impeowe bicycle and pedestrian mosily.
All propozad bulld aitematives mowld necommodate edsting transit and the :v-\r-mﬂd DURT D‘ nlgrrv-rr
— Accomodate exdsting transit tacifties and known . g T Fiemaownl aitemathie woukd have an ot grade Crossing with the dsting i beua
Fnh future proposed transR projects L morneas traffic o2 Ioal roasa. Wi the Ramoual atamattis, DA mignt have pis rrr,;aae
sepamations in impeove transit and vehicle operations and sl
y .— The Deprassed, Elevaind and Hybrid dfematives maiiain the 1385 fseway system between 130 and
Acoess between freeways | Freowny to treeway connections. O O W 'J C. ‘woodall Fodgers Fresway (Spur 366). The Remcwal attermative severs the freeway connection.
- 345 ha 16 nisting nocesa points Imps). The Decenzsod temtln mainiaing 13 oftho 16 noces
- ~
Acoess between reewsrs | Lo iy ool mad connections " L._' '$] L) @ Fiernovl aterntive o Connectinor | o Bt ahmathe
and local roads e b et 7 e 18 Hen R s TR
Connectivity
Access betwesn local - n buikd connesth Propaad, haweya, the Taykoe Struet cannsction
e Laeal mnd connactions f' ) 0 C. f' 15 savened T Dieprosond alemmutive, n adcon o Tyl savers Canian Siroet and Gocd Lutimor
roads o o Samamaniy, Tha Homavei Gtam e, I et o Strout Savers Gandion s
Al proposed bulld nissmatives imeeove bioycle and pad tonnections nlong pFOpOSed Cr0SS Srpets
Bicycle, Pedestrian Imprev binycle/pedestrien fllty i} f) . o Toats Whors appRCaDIe. The Depressad amernatve does Nt MBNEAR 8 BanneCtion aEros
connections - .t Lvtirner Expres swayy on tee Sourtherm end of tre sty limis.
Feespond to Gy of Dalias design guidance and f’ o a The alipmatives wene coordinated with the Gty of Dalias, NCTCOG and DART. Tre Hybrid aftermative b the
Aoy Coardinalion DAAT D2 futurn plans L5 only pregesad Bulld atsmatise that masts sl of tha cena racsed io date.
Fiight of Way [ROW)* Avoid additional ROW* and displncements. Nk . . Ml proposad bulld aiternativwes ovosd addtional ROW and would not resut in any dispiacements.
R ) o seltional FOW would be regquired and th i e m | to parks tional
pubuc uvqnmnlmnslm parking, .naunn N ! anal ol required and thers wou mo Impacts bo parks or recreational arsas
Pases stsids Ststa ROW i s ameniis, e aatsing i [ ] [ ] iecated outsice of State ROW
=
Avcid IMpacts to parks, recraational arees, and The Elsentod atnrmathen would not rasult In permanaent Impacts to the e 'ﬁng pusilc faclities within
Parks and public usage putiic usags falities ks parking, rn..arg . e I gt ROW. The Depreasod, ABmoval ond Hyord aRBmatives wisid resutt In pErmanent IMpacts to putil
inside State ROW nnc futrs amanities within R J ) imcibtias within the Strhs ROW, Inciuding Julluz Sshapps Pask, Bark Park Casfral, and Carpentes Park:
exiension and existing parking otz
The No Buli/Leave 1385 As-ls atemaiive is peeveived as @ barrier batween Dowmiown and Deep Sum,
Tha Doprusatid and ytid aiismatives woeie dopes3s $20 mainlnas ond improve tha iocal roud
custainabili connections at grade, including
stairability . htarnativgreplioss tha axialing way with o evat i  mfacant oyl 'ered pociestion
Miriming Impacts tn asishing ndjneant cammunitie: s ) . g 1 0 ceommarations. The Elevatad aftemath - woedd be similar o the Mo Build/Loawe |-385 As.I5 aiternatie,
kgt Theag Ellum) \. - ructed woukl @i Tor Detinr ooemectvily under tha mainianes, inchiding bicycke and
perdastrian accommodations.
The No Bl 1345 ko s, Dupruzzod, Eleumin and Hyerid ntermatiies mainenin the connoction
Minimin IMpacts tn existing Commurnities Deyond .". (' I,r' f' il “mw'fl:’m R e
Clpwmmtiom & L S . A would have to adjust travel patierns to el
The Ho Sy Laaun 1385 A& attamatn roquines ignifioant maiganance to stand the e of he
strachure. The Remowal alternative would hawe the lsast maintenance costs being an ot grade
- . 5 through —~ |" {‘ f‘ A\IJ’b'\ Bt will Increase maintenance on kocal roads due to the iIncraase in traffic volumes. on the ool
pimize malTtEnance costs NroUgH susinabie Y ( Fris. The Sievatid semative would have mairtenance oos otura
Sustsinabia Design design siemants L '\-\-,' Py W sl .
" Armcums of ptestied yerphcs RO St ookt v . ' " . .
Potertial Surplus ROW . Y i a . * A of tha propossd build aksmatives have potential for surplus ROW.
. A o the propossd buld ahematives hove potantial o Icneass propery values ot bulldout howewer,
Propesty Values linpacts | T7OPSTY voluas at hulkiout dus io potentiel for ’ . . ; . ncrensed property vallies could esit in highes proparty taes which may nepately SHect some
soonomin development liars) . e ey
Esonarnis Development Propesty Tax Revenue Annual incremental property s nvenue at /'. . . a . Al of the proposed build akematves hawe potential to nest in annual Incemental PFOparty T venus
Inpacts buslideart {2020 dollars) k at Buslidout, howtvr Ineriassd peopirty tmies ooud nagativaly Bfect sme residsmts and husinssses.
Frovides opportunity for potental development of 'S 'S @) Rmtings Inclucte both sarpius ROW and potantisl devslopmant on Bp of e troswiy.
PoenGo oo | 02 O | @O O] @ [m . oot e e
It i5 estimated that the cost of the ahematives would be approsimatsly: depressed, $18; slevatsd $650
Construction Cost Cost %) T L% 55 5 £ 555 removal, SADOM; mndl hytind, $48. Tresrs ks Signileant cost Assoonted with the Doprestsd and Hybad
. aiternatives. The highar cost deprrasing the highway and relocation of existing utiltes.
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Presented at May
What We Heard from You 2022 public meetings

TOPICS THAT MATTERED TO YOU

Common themes from second series of public meetings

Community e

Cohesion ki-l.‘-a

Better connections to areas
‘
* Impacts to access

east and west of [-345, and

potential areas for capping
between South and
Southern Dallas

P

Traffic Concerns A blerin Lellke

- Economic
N Development
"‘ Potential

4 I\

Potential surplus right of way
and areas for capping

Pedestrian Safety

I-345 Feasibility Study

CSJ: 0092-14-094
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Presented at May

How Did We Get Down to One Alternative? 2022 public meetings

No Build/
Leave I-345 As-Is

Depressed
Alternative

Removal
Alternative

Elevated
Alternative

Hybrid
Alternative

I-345 Feasibility Study

The existing bridge can only be maintained for so long to stay safe and operational.
The cost to maintain the existing bridge will continue to increase over time. Eventually it
will become too costly to maintain and replacement will be needed.

Severing Good Latimer Expressway and Canton Street does not meet the City of Dallas
Design Guidelines and is not favorable by the position papers received from stakeholders.

The impacts to regional traffic with the removal alternative are significant. Based on
public feedback, this option was eliminated to continue to provide a connection of
mainlanes between south and southern Dallas and north Dallas.

The existing elevated highway is perceived as a barrier between communities. While the
proposed elevated has a smaller footprint and could be built back different, the alternative
has been eliminated to provide better community cohesion.

This alternative is the best compromise to combine elements from the other alternatives
based on public feedback. Based on input, changes have been made to the hybrid
alternative to develop refinements to what is now the “recommended alternative”.

CSJ: 0092-14-094 October 2022




. . Presented at May
Hybrid Alternative 2022 public meetings

A /

o Allows for strategic =«

decking/air-right
development opportunities
in a below grade/trench
configuration, consistent
with the City of Dallas Design
Guidelines

il
o Provides 10’ shared *

use paths for pedestrian/
bicycle access/with
safety lighting

o

4 l"l';l\

o Maintains Good

Latimer Expy. and
Canton St.

Jeed

. 66% of survey o

N participants want some
type of highway for I-345

Provides mainlanes to o

-2 connect South and
3 Southern Dallas and
- North Dallas

Negligible impacts to
regional mobility

. ) y § : D . : . 7 \ Proposed Mainlanes
7~ /)if\(ér'zhi‘g ) / 2K/ W i N3G } (rﬁi el NN W - < M Proposed At-Grade Roadway
Preliminary, subject to change. This is a representative rendering that was shown at the June 202 B Proposed Bridge
public meetings and is included in the evaluation matrix.

I Proposed Ramps/Direct Connectors
Proposed Frontage Road
== DART

I-345 Feasibility Study CSJ: 0092-14-094 October 2022




Recommended Alternative 3D Rendering

Additional renderings available online.

Downtown Dsllas Commerce Street & S8 Genersl NB Genera
Hawxins Street Intersection Purpose Lanes Purpose Lanes

1 doos not require any additional right of way acquisition.

2. Trafhc shown I for Hlustrative purpeses anly

3 Bridge an ofthe ty laval design. More dotaliod design wil be compiotod In $he next phase In coordination with adjacent projects.
4.The axisting DART alignment is shown In the rendaring A smail portion of the DART D2 Is noted for

% Recommended Alernative (May 2022). Model for only. F and subject to change based on public Input and technical review

I-345 Feasibility Study

DART East Transfer Center | Carpenter Park

CSJ: 0092-14-094

Presented at May
2022 public meetings

UPTOWN

o o

# 3 pat
H#Y / 5 (omP
Wt g = -4

DOWNTOWN
DALLAS

AL

gpaRs %

Lic)

i % O

LOCATION MAP

Main Street Deep Ellum

NOT TO SCALE
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May 2022 Public Meetings Summary

KEY TAKEAWAY

52% of respondents supported the recommended
alternative (with further study/refinements in the schematic
and environmental phase) versus a removal alternative

(41%). 7% of respondents preferred the No Build/Leave
I-345 As-Is alternative.

PUBLIC MEETING ATTENDANCE

3,133 views online

(includes TxDOT Public Meeting Webpage view, Keepitmovingdallas.com
Webpage Views and YouTube Presentation views)

'i\'ivi\ 104 total people
[ ]
T

’i\
e in attendance at the Sheraton Downtown and at
/I\ St. Philips School and Community Center

# of comments
recieved at
public meeting

# of comments # of comments
provided via recieved via
SurveyMonkey mail

# of email
comments
received

I-345 Feasibility Study

POSITION LETTERS

Deep Ellum Foundation
Downtown Dallas Inc.
Parks for Downtown Dallas

COMMON THEMES

The five common themes observed in comments from the previous
meeting (June 2021) remained relevant (percentages below
indicates percent of comments by theme).

Environmental
Concerns

Pedestrian
Safety

Cost

Community
Cohesion

Impacts between
South, Southern
and North Dallas

Traffic

‘ Concerns
Economic

Development
Potential

CSJ: 0092-14-094
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Positive Feedback from the Community

14 1 14

Great compromise — The redesign is amazing. | live in Dallas “l commend the
Thanks for all your (75206) and urge TxDOT to take this on and thorough and
hard work. run with it. exhaustive work
done to this point.
Susan Ernst Russell Daniels | like the Hybrid

Alternative most as it
reconnects downtown

(44 (44 maintaining growing
o _ _ traffic congestion from

This is the right way forward for this | appreciate your southern and eastern
project. It maintains traffic in north/south willingness to work with areas of Dallas
directions while connecting downtown Dallasites to find an option County.”
and Deep Ellum. that will improve the city. ’
Karen Jacobs David Benners Matthew Lagos

13 14

Loving the hybrid option that maintains the The recommended alternative is a mindful

highway for connectivity of North/South Dallas solution to the various proposed options. This

but allows for opportunities to cap and create provides both form & function and serves

parks or business districts that connect vested parties needs.

downtown with East Dallas. Great job!”

Jason Hays
Chris Fisher

I-345 Feasibility Study CSJ: 0092-14-094 October 2022




Surplus Right of Way/Potential Capping Areas

. . . . Total Potential
Alternative Potential Surplus ROW (AC) | Potential Capping Area (AC) Development Area (AC)
5.4 8.8

Depressed 14.2
Removal 25.2 N/A 25.2

Elevated 15.2 N/A 15.2
Hybrid 8.7 9.7 18.4
Recommended 8.7 9.0 17.7
(AC) Acres e
; Feasibility . .
source: study Team (May 2022) & sy / Potential Capping Areas

KEY TAKEAWAY

There are many areas for potential capping over the recommended alternative. They could be used for deck plazas or
potential for development, including buildings, as the City identifies funding and priority locations.

LEGEND A
BN Potential Capping Areas

Project detalls notto sl May202

1

; i i B e m g
Areas shown for potential capping are preliminary and subject to change. The areas shown have only been analyzed for enough vertical elevation to allow for
structures over the mainlanes. Fire, life, safety elements have not been studied yet and would be determined at a later stage in the process including capital
costs and maintenance cost. The length of the tunnel and number of locations will be determined later with a full tunnel analysis if the City proceeds with any of
these locations.

il

I-345 Feasibility Study CSJ: 0092-14-094 October 2022




Potential Capping Opportunities

— DART East Transfer Center) || Carpenter Park

DALLAS, TX - KLYDE WARREN PARK

There are many areas for potential capping over
the recommended alternative. They could be
used for deck plazas or potential for development,
including buildings, as the City identifies funding
and priority locations.

Deck P

Downtown Dallas Commerce Street & SB General NB General Main Street

Deep Ellum
Hawkins Street Intersection Purpose Lanes Purpose Lanes

= = = = = Recommended Alternative ROW = = = = = = Existing ROW === Potential Development

Potential Development between Elm St and Commerce St

Areas shown for potential capping are preliminary and subject to change. The areas shown have only been analyzed for enough vertical elevation to allow for structures
over the mainlanes. Fire, life, safety elements have not been studied yet and would be determined at a later stage in the process including capital costs and maintenance
cost. The length of the tunnel and number of locations will be determined later with a full tunnel analysis if the City proceeds with any of these locations.

I-345 Feasibility Study CSJ: 0092-14-094 October 2022




Potential Capping Opportunities

Carpenter Park

e S ———

T DART East Transfer Center ; =

0 There are many areas for potential capping over
L | { the recommended alternative. They could be
PEARLST [T @ | f
e

used for deck plazas or potential for development,
including buildings, as the City identifies funding
and priority locations.

Downtown Dallas Commerce Street & SB General

Hawkins Street Intersection Purpose Lanes

NB General

Main Street Deep Ellum
Purpose Lanes

= = = = = Recommended Alternative ROW = = = == Existing ROW Potential Development

Potential Development between Elm St and Commerce St

Areas shown for potential capping are preliminary and subject to change. The areas shown have only been analyzed for enough vertical elevation to allow for structures
over the mainlanes. Fire, life, safety elements have not been studied yet and would be determined at a later stage in the process including capital costs and maintenance
cost. The length of the tunnel and number of locations will be determined later with a full tunnel analysis if the City proceeds with any of these locations.

CSJ: 0092-14-094
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Potential Capping Opportunities

|
— DART East Transfer Center Carpenter Park QT e - R "

There are many areas for potential capping over
the recommended alternative. They could be
used for deck plazas or potential for development,
including buildings, as the City identifies funding
EZ BLVD and priority locations.

( Dckrkppo

Downtown Dallas Commerce Street & SB General NB General

Main Street Deep Ellum
Hawkins Street Intersection Purpose Lanes Purpose Lanes

----- Recommended Alternative ROW == == = Existing ROW Potential Development

Potential Development between Elm St and Commerce St

Areas shown for potential capping are preliminary and subject to change. The areas shown have only been analyzed for enough vertical elevation to allow for structures
over the mainlanes. Fire, life, safety elements have not been studied yet and would be determined at a later stage in the process including capital costs and maintenance
cost. The length of the tunnel and number of locations will be determined later with a full tunnel analysis if the City proceeds with any of these locations.
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Presented at May

Just Getting Started 2022 public meetings

r Open to Traffic

Note: Larger version available on the project
website at www.keepitmovingdallas.com/I345

Construction
Estimated approximately 5 years

@ Ready to Let

{Project must be fully funded to let)
“Letting™ is when TxDOT notifies the construction
community that a project is ready to be bid on.
Construction on a project begins after the fetting
process fs complete.

Plans,

Specifications, and
Estimates (PS&E)

= Canstruction Phasing Plans

= Striping and Signing Plans

* Drainage Details

= Traffic Signal Warrants

* Quantities/Estimates

+ State Specifications

« Upen approval, contractors can bid on the project to proceed
to construction {to be ready to let)

Schematic/Environmental Analysis of the
Recommended Alternative

+ Schematic Design

- Safety

+ Traffic Operations/Level of Service

+ Drainage

- Cost/Ecanomic Impacts

« Utility Relocations

+ Community Impacts/Community Cohesion
- Natural Resources Impacts

- Traffic Naise and Mitigatien

+ Air Quality Impacts

« Impacts to Parks and Community Facilities
- Cultural Resources

+ Public Involvement

- Feasibility
Study
Complete
The Report will be published enline and include a summary of;
WE ARE HERE ‘ * Public Involvement (listening sessions, stakeholder meetings,

\ agency coordination meetings, and public meetings (3 series))

remaining useful service life of the bridge (approximately 25 years)

TxDOT will perform bridge inspection and maintenance for estimated

- Alternative Analysis

+ Evaluation Matrix

» Identification of Environmental Constraints

* Preliminary traffic analysis using the regional medel

+ Summarize process to determine the Recommended Alternative
to proceed to the Schematic/Environmental Phase

+ |dentification of the Recommended Alternative

2022

Timeline theoretical as many faclors can change design and schedule
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City of Dallas Coordination- Director of Transportation, Gus Khankarli

= Development of I-345 to be aligned with various planning documents including:
- CityMap and the 360 Plans
— Dallas Strategic Mobility Plan (DSMP)
- Vision Zero and the Bike Plans
— Complete Streets Design Manual (2016)
— Comprehensive Environmental & Climate Action Plan (CECAP)
— Comprehensive Housing Policy (2018)
- Parks and Recreation Comprehensive Plan (2016)
— Other Internal and External Plans

= The DSMP’s Driving Principles that guide investment and policy decisions
include: Safety, Economic Vitality, Environmental Sustainability, Housing, Equity
and Innovation
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Questions?

I-345 Feasibility Study CSJ: 0092-14-094 October 2022




