SH 36/Spur 10 Environmental Assessment
Fort Bend and Brazoria Countles, Texas
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HOUSTON-GALVESTON AREA COUNCIL
PO Box 22777 ¢ 3555 Timmons Lane e Houston, Texas 77227-2777+ 713/627-3200

September 13 - 2007
Charles U. Airiohuedion
Advance Transportation Planning
Texas Department of Transportation
7721 Washington Avenue
Houston — Texas 77007

Re: Report of Congestion Mitigation Analysis (CMA) For SH 36 From 0.9 Miles South of
the Brazos River to FM 1495 - CSJ # 0111-08-100

Dear Mr. Airiochuodion:

The Houston-Galveston Area Council (H-GAC), the designated Metropolitan Planning
Organization (MPO) for the region, has completed the Congestion Mitigation Analysis (CMA) for
the above captioned project.

Please find attached the report of the CMA to be forwarded to the appropriate department of
TxDOT.

The results of the analysis indicate that the level of mobility (LOM) for SH 36 From 0.9 Miles
South of the Brazos River to FM 1495 has already deteriorated enough to justify added capacity.

Therefore, any widening of SH 36 From 0.9 Miles South of the Brazos River to FM 1495 will
be consistent with the Congestion Management System (CMS) Plan of H-GAC.

Since this is a state highway in rural region with limited numbers of signals and sparsely
populate area, as per Congestion Management System (CMS) Plan of H-GAC, we do not have any
Transportation System Management (TSM) and Transportation Demand Management (TDM)
options in our Tool-Box to apply as congestion mitigating factors to this corridor.

As such the implementing agency does not have to commit to include TSMs and TDMs as
part of this roadway project.

If you have any conunents or need additional information, please do not hesitate to contact
me at (713) 993-4564.
Sincerely.

ILyas Choudry
ILyas H. Choudry



CONGESTION MITIGATION ANALYSIS (CMA)
SH 36 From 0.9 Miles South of the Brazos River to FM 1495

CSJ # 0111-08-100
September 13 - 2007

FINDINGS

The Level of Mobility (LOM) on SH 36 from 0.9 Miles South of the Brazos River to FM
1495 has already deteriorated significantly to justify adding additional road capacity. Since this is a
State Highway in Rural Region with hmited numbers of signals and sparsely populate area, as per
Congestion Management Plan (CMS), we do not have a Transportation System Management (TSM)
and Transportation Demand Management (TDM) in our Tool-Box to apply congestion mitigating
factor to this comidor. It can be concluded that adding capacity on this roadway can be further
investigated and is consistent with the CMS Plan of the Houston-Galveston Area Council (H-GAC)
contingent to the considerations described below.

BACKGROUND

The current Congestion Management Systems (CMS) Plan for the Houston-Galveston metropolitan
area was adopted in October 1997 and amended in December 1997, May 1998, and December
2004. The CMS requires the performance of a Congestion Mitigation Analysis (CMA), which was
formerly known as Single Occupancy Vehicle Analysis (SOV), on significant added capacity
roadway projects. It is the stated policy of the CMS to apply cost-effective Transportation System
Management (TSM) measures and Travel Demand Management (TDM) as the first component of
all congestion reduction strategies. Added capacity roadway projects, such as those being
considered for this SH 332 are justified only if cost-effective demand and system management
strategies fail to reduce vehicular congestion to acceptable (or tolerable) levels.

ProOJECT DESCRIPTION

The limits of this project are SH 36 From 0.9 Miles South of the Brazos River to FM 1495. It is an
existing 1.30-Miles long stretch of SH 36 with two lanes open ditch in rural area with limited
development. It is being proposed to be widened to four-lanes divided rural highway. The 85"
Percentile Speed on the facility is approximately 58-MPH.

TRAFFIC AND LEVEL OF MosiILITY (LOM)

Table 1 illustrates Levels of Mobility (LOM) used to define congestion by H-GAC. These LOMs
were developed by the H-GAC Travel Modeling Committee in 1997 and approved by the Technical
Advisory Committee (TAC). Roadway segments that fall above the tolerable level (i.e.,
volume/capacity (v/c) ratio > 0.85) are considered congested, thus added capacity is considered to
be justified.



Table 1
Summary of Levels of Mobility (LOM)

Volume/Capacity (V/C)
Low T
Tolerable < (.85
Moderate >0.85 <1.00
Serious >1.00<1.25
Severe >1.25

For the purpose of this CMA, the v/c ratios (LOMs) were calculated. Volume/capacity (v/c) ratios
were calculated using capacities developed by H-GAC for the region’s travel demand model as well
as actual 24-hour traffic counts done by consultant C. J. Hensch & Associates, Inc. Adjusted
capacities were determined using H-GAC’s capacity tables, which are based on the standard
“Higinvay Capacitv Mamial” procedures for different facility types and number of lanes, as well as
other traffic-related factors. These include:

e Percent Trucks ®  Percent Left-ums

e Number of Lanes ¢ Peak Hour Factor

e Lane Utilization Factor ®  Peak Hour Directional Factors
e Traffic Signal Timing

[Green/Cycle Length (g/c) Ratio]

Information for these factors was also collected in the field by consultant C. J. Hensch &
Associates, Inc.. As mentioned earlier, they also collected traffic volume information. Once the
adjusted capacity was calculated using Capacity Tables, weighted average v/c ratio for Year 2007
was determiuned. This v/c ratio 0.86 is higher than 0.85: Since there are no mitigating factors, LOM
for after case will also remain the same as the existing case and is given in Table 2 as
MODERATE.

CONGESTION REDUCTION STRATEGIES

It is the stated policy of the Congestion Management System to apply cost-effective demand and
system management measures as the first component of all congestion reduction strategies. Added
capacity roadway projects are justified only if cost-effective demand management and system
management strategies fail to reduce vehicular congestion to acceptable levels. Where demand or
system management projects are feasible and cost-effective, project sponsors, or relevant
inplementing agencies and the MPO must commit to their implementation or incorporation into a
proposed added-capacity project as a pre-condition to federal funding assistance. Project design,
concept, and scope must also be consistent with any selected management strategies.

Since this is a State Highway in Rural Region with limited numbers of signals and sparsely populate
area, as per Congestion Management Plan (CMS), we do not have a Transportation System
Management (TSM) and Transportation Demand Management (TDM) in our Tool-Box to apply
congestion mitigating factor to this corridor.



Analysis and Results

Since v/c ratio suggests enough congestion in Year 2007 and with no TSM/TDM considered, results
are as such given in Table 2.

Table 2
LOM for Year 2007
SH 36 From 0.9 Miles South of the Brazos River to FM 1495
CSJ # 0111-08-100

LOM Before LOM After
Implementation of Implementation of
TSM/TDM Projects | TSM/TDM Projects
(2007) (2007)

Yr. 2007 Adjusted LOM 0.86 0.86

It is obvious that the LOM within the limits of the project is MODERATE in the existing Year
2007. Therefore, adding capacity is justifiable and can be further explored.

Information from TxDOT about exact time frame of construction of this project is being
requested. Reason is H-GAC is responsible for evaluating the before-and-after results. H-GAC’s
consultant C. J. Hensch & Associates, Inc. has already collected the before implementation
travel time runs for the performance evaluation.



HOUSTON-GALVESTON AREA COUNCIL
PO Box 22777 ¢ 3555 Timmons Lane ¢ Houston, Texas 77227-2777¢ 713/627-3200

September 13 - 2007
Charles U. Airiohuodion
Advance Transportation Planning
Texas Department of Transportation
7721 Washington Avenue
Houston — Texas 77007

Re: Report of Congestion Mitigation Analysis (CMA) For SH 36 From South of Needville to
Brazoria County Line - CSJ # 0188-02-036

Dear Mr. Airiohuodion:

The Houston-Galveston Area Council (H-GAC), the designated Metropolitan Planning
Organization (MPO) for the region, has completed the Congestion Mitigation Analysis (CMA) for
the above captioned project.

Please find attached the report of the CMA to be forwarded to the appropriate department of
TxDOT.

The results of the analysis indicate that the level of mobility (LOM) for SH 36 from South of
Needville to Brazoria County Line has already deteriorated enough to justify added capacity.

Therefore, any widening of SH 36 from South of Needville to Brazoria County Line will be
consistent with the Congestion Management System (CMS) Plan of H-GAC.

Since this is a state highway in rural region with limited numbers of signals and sparsely
populate area, as per Congestion Management System (CMS) Plan of H-GAC, we do not have any
Transportation System Management (TSM) and Tramsportation Demand Management (TDM)
options in our Tool-Box to apply as congestion mitigating factors to this corridor.

As such the implementing agency does not have to commit to include TSMs and TDMs as
part of this roadway project.

If you have any comuments or need additional information, please do not hesitate to contact
me at (713) 993-4564.

Sincerely.

ICyas Choudry
ILyas H. Choudry



CONGESTION MITIGATION ANALYSIS (CMA)

SH 36 from South of Needville to Brazoria County Line
CSJ: 0188-02-036

September 13 - 2007

FINDINGS

The Level of Mobility (LOM) on SH 36 from South of Needville to Brazoria County Line
has already deteriorated significantly to justify adding additional road capacity. Since this is a State
Highway in Rural Region with limited numbers of signals and sparsely populate area, as per
Congestion Management Plan (CMS), we do not have a Transportation System Management (TSM)
and Transportation Demand Management (TDM) in our Tool-Box to apply congestion mitigating
factor to this corridor. It can be concluded that adding capacity on this roadway can be further
investigated and is consistent with the CMS Plan of the Houston-Galveston Area Council (H-GAC)
contingent to the considerations described below.

BACKGROUND

The current Congestion Management Systems (CMS) Plan for the Houston-Galveston metropolitan
area was adopted in October 1997 and amended in December 1997, May 1998, and December
2004. The CMS requires the performance of a Congestion Mitigation Analysis (CMA), which was
formerly known as Single Occupancy Vehicle Analysis (SOV), on significant added capacity
roadway projects. It is the stated policy of the CMS to apply cost-effective Transportation System
Management (TSM) measures and Travel Demand Management (TDM) as the first component of
all congestion reduction strategies. Added capacity roadway projects, such as those being
considered for this SH 332 are justified only if cost-effective demand and system management
strategies fail to reduce vehicular congestion to acceptable (or tolerable) levels.

ProJECT DESCRIPTION

The limits of this project are SH 36 from South of Needville to Brazoria County Line. It is an
existing 6.40-Miles long stretch of SH 36 with two lanes open ditch in rural area with single family
homes and some commercial outlets adjacent to the road. It is being proposed to be widened to
four-lanes divided rural highway. The 85® Percentile Speed on the facility is approximately 56-
MPH.

TRAFFIC AND LEVEL OF MoBILITY (LOM)

Table 1 illustrates Levels of Mobility (LOM) used to define congestion by H-GAC. These LOMs
were developed by the H-GAC Travel Modeling Committee in 1997 and approved by the Technical
Advisory Committee (TAC). Roadway segments that fall above the tolerable level (i.e.,
volume/capacity (v/c) ratio > 0.85) are considered congested, thus added capacity is considered to
be justified.



Table 1
Summary of Levels of Mobility (LOM)

Volume/Capacity (V/C)
LOM Ratio
Tolerable < 0.85
Moderate >0.85<1.00
Serious >1.00<1.25
Severe >1.25

For the purpose of this CMA, the v/c ratios (LOMs) were calculated. Volume/capacity (v/c) ratios
were calculated using capacities developed by H-GAC for the region’s travel demand model as well
as actual 24-hour traffic counts done by consultant C. J. Hensch & Associates, Inc. Adjusted
capacities were determined using H-GAC’s capacity tables, which are based on the standard
“Higlhway Capacity Manual” procedures for different facility types and number of lanes, as well as
other traffic-related factors. These mclude:

e Percent Trucks ®  Percent Left-turns

¢ Number of Lanes e  Peak Hour Factor

¢ Lane Utilization Factor ¢  Peak Hour Directional Factors
e Traffic Signal Timing

[Green/Cycle Length (g/c) Ratio]

Information for these factors was also collected in the field by consultant C. J. Hensch &
Associates, Inc.. As mentioned earlier, they also collected traffic volume information. Once the
adjusted capacity was calculated using Capacity Tables, weighted average v/c ratio for Year 2007
was determined. This v/c ratio 0.98 is higher than 0.85: Since there are no mitigating factors, LOM
for after case will also remain the same as the existing case and is given in Table 2 as
MODERATE.

CONGESTION REDUCTION STRATEGIES

It is the stated policy of the Congestion Management System to apply cost-effective demand and
system management measures as the first component of all congestion reduction strategies. Added
capacity roadway projects are justified only if cost-effective demand management and system
managenient strategies fail to reduce vehicular congestion to acceptable levels. Where demand or
system management projects are feasible and cost-effective, project sponsors, or relevant
implementing agencies and the MPO must comunit to their implementation or incorporation into a
proposed added-capacity project as a pre-condition to federal funding assistance. Project design,
concept, and scope must also be consistent with any selected management strategies.

Since this is a State Highway in Rural Region with limited numbers of signals and sparsely populate
area, as per Congestion Management Plan (CMS), we do not have a Transportation System
Management (TSM) and Transportation Demand Management (TDM) in our Tool-Box to apply
congestion mitigating factor to this corridor.



Analysis and Results

Since v/c ratio suggests enough congestion in Year 2007 and with no TSM/TDM considered, results
are as such given in Table 2.

Table 2
LOM for Year 2007

SH 36 from South of Needville to Brazoria County Line
CSJ: 0188-02-036

LOM Before LOM After
Implementation of Implementation of
TSM/TDM Projects | TSM/TDM Projects
(2007) (2007)
Yr. 2007 Adjusted LOM 0.98 098

It is obvious that the LOM within the limits of the project is MODERATE in the existing Year
2007. Therefore, adding capacity 1s justifiable and can be further explored.

Information from TxDOT about exact time frame of construction of this project is being
requested. Reason is H-GAC is responsible for evaluating the before-and-after results. H-GAC’s
consultant C. J. Hensch & Associates, Inc. has already collected the before implementation
travel time runs for the performance evaluation.



HOUSTON-GALVESTON AREA COUNCIL
PO Box 22777 ¢ 3555 Timmons Lane e Houston, Texas 77227-2777e 713/627-3200

September 13 - 2007
Charles U. Airiohuodion
Advance Transportation Planning
Texas Department of Transportation
7721 Washington Avenue
Houston -~ Texas 77007

Re: Report of Congestion Mitigation Analysis (CMA) For SH 36 From 1.13 Miles North of
SH 332 to South of Brazoria - CSJ # 0188-04-043

Dear Mr. Airiohunodion:

The Houston-Galveston Area Council (H-GAC), the designated Metropolitan Planning
Organization (MPO) for the region, has completed the Congestion Mitigation Analysis (CMA) for
the above captioned project.

Please find attached the report of the CMA to be forwarded to the appropriate department of
TxDOT.

The results of the analysis indicate that the level of mobility (LOM) for SH 36 from 1.13 Miles
North of SH 332 to South of Brazona has already deteriorated enough to justify added capacity.

Therefore, any widening of SH 36 from 1.13 Miles North of SH 332 to South of Brazoria will
be consistent with the Congestion Management System (CMS) Plan of H-GAC.

Since this is a state highway m rural region with limited numbers of signals and sparsely
populate area, as per Congestion Management System (CMS) Plan of H-GAC, we do not have any
Transportation System Management (TSM) and Transportation Demand Management (TDM)
options inn our Tool-Box to apply as congestion mitigating factors to this corridor.

As such the implementing agency does not have to commit to include TSMs and TDMs as
part of this roadway project.

If you have any comments or need additional information, please do not hesitate to contact
me at (713) 993-4564.

Sincerely.

ILyas Choudry
ILyas H. Choudry



CONGESTION MITIGATION ANALYSIS (CMA)
SH 36 from 1.13 Miles North of SH 332 to South of Brazoria

CSJ # 0188-04-043
September 13 - 2007

FINDINGS

The Level of Mobility (LOM) on SH 36 from 1.13 Miles North of SH 332 to South of
Brazoria has already deteriorated significantly to justify adding additional road capacity. Since this
is a State Highway in Rural Region with limited numbers of signals and sparsely populate area, as
per Congestion Management Plan (CMS), we do not have a Transportation System Management
(TSM) and Transportation Demand Management (TDM) in our Tool-Box to apply congestion
mitigating factor to this comrtdor. It can be concluded that adding capacity on this roadway can be
further investigated and is consistent with the CMS Plan of the Houston-Galveston Area Council
(H-GAC) contingent to the considerations described below.

BACKGROUND

The current Congestion Management Systems (CMS) Plan for the Houston-Galveston metropolitan
area was adopted in October 1997 and amended in December 1997, May 1998, and December
2004. The CMS requires the performance of a Congestion Mitigation Analysis (CMA), which was
formerly known as Single Occupancy Vehicle Analysis (SOV), on significant added capacity
roadway projects. It is the stated policy of the CMS to apply cost-effective Transportation System
Management (TSM) measures and Travel Demand Management (TDM) as the first component of
all congestion reduction strategies. Added capacity roadway projects, such as those being
considered for this SH 332 are justified only if cost-effective demand and system management
strategies fail to reduce vehicular congestion to acceptable (or tolerable) levels.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The limits of this project are SH 36 from 1.13 Miles North of SH 332 to South of Brazoria. The
project is going to be a new 4-Lane Brazonia By-Pass in this small city and mixed development
setting. The 85" Percentile Speed on the facility is approximately 65-MPH.

TRAFFIC AND LEVEL oF MoOBILITY (LOM)

Table 1 illustrates Levels of Mobility (LOM) used to define congestion by H-GAC. These LOMs
were developed by the H-GAC Travel Modeling Committee in 1997 and approved by the Technical
Advisory Committee (TAC). Roadway segments that fall above the tolerable level (i.e.,
volume/capacity (v/c) ratio > 0.85) are considered congested, thus added capacity is considered to
be justified.



Table 1
Summary of Levels of Mobility (LOM)

Volume/Capacity (V/C)
— Ratio
Tolerable <{.85
Moderate >0.85<1.00
Serious >1.00<1.25
Severe > 125

For the purpose of this CMA, the v/c ratios (LOMs) were calculated. Volume/capacity (v/c) ratios
were calculated using capacities developed by H-GAC for the region’s travel demand model as well
as actual 24-hour traffic counts done by consultant C. J. Hensch & Associates, Inc. Adjusted
capacities were determined using H-GAC’s capacity tables, which are based on the standard
“Higlnvay Capacity Manual” procedures for different facility types and number of lanes, as well as
other traffic-related factors. These include:

e Percent Trucks ¢  Percent Left-tums

¢ Number of Lanes ¢  Peak Hour Factor

e Lane Utilization Factor ®  Peak Hour Directional Factors
o Traffic Signal Timing

[Green/Cycle Length (g/c) Ratio]

Information for these factors was also collected in the field by consultant C. J. Hensch &
Associates, Inc.. As mentioned earlier, they also collected traffic volume information. Once the
adjusted capacity was calculated using Capacity Tables, weighted average v/c ratio for Year 2007
was determined. This v/c ratio 1.03 is higher than 0.85: Since there are no mitigating factors, LOM
for after case will also remain the same as the existing case and is given in Table 2 as SERIOUS.

CONGESTION REDUCTION STRATEGIES

It is the stated policy of the Congestion Management System to apply cost-effective demand and
system management measures as the first component of all congestion reduction strategies. Added
capacity roadway projects are justified only if cost-effective demand management and system
management strategies fail to reduce vehicular congestion to acceptable levels. Where demand or
system management projects are feasible and cost-effective, project sponsors, or relevant
implementing agencies and the MPO must comumit to their implementation or incorporation into a
proposed added-capacity project as a pre-condition to federal funding assistance. Project design,
concept, and scope must also be consistent with any selected management strategies.

Since this is a State Highway in Rural Region with limited numbers of signals and sparsely populate
area, as per Congestion Management Plan (CMS), we do not have a Transportation System
Management (TSM) and Transportation Demand Management (TDM) in our Tool-Box to apply
congestion mitigating factor to this corridor.



Analysis and Results

Since v/c ratio suggests enough congestion in Year 2007 and with no TSM/TDM considered, results
are as such given in Table 2.

Table 2
LOM for Year 2007
SH 36 from 1.13 Miles North of SH 332 to South of Brazoria
CSJ # 0188-04-043

LOM Before LOM After
Implementation of Implementation of
TSM/TDM Projects | TSM/TDM Projects
(2007) (2007)

Yr. 2007 Adjusted LOM 1.03 1.03

It 1s obvious that the LOM within the limits of the project is SERIOUS in the existing Year
2007. Therefore, adding capacity is justifiable and can be further explored.

Information from TxDOT about exact time frame of construction of this project is being
requested. Reason is H-GAC is responsible for evaluating the before-and-after results. H-GAC's
consultant C. J. Hensch & Associates, Inc. has already collected the before implementation
travel time runs for the performance evaluation.



HOUSTON-GALVESTON AREA COUNCIL
PO Box 22777 ¢ 3555 Timmons Lane ¢ Houston, Texas 77227-2777¢ 713/627-3200

September 13 - 2007
Charles U. Airiohuodion
Advance Transportation Planning
Texas Department of Transportation
7721 Washington Avenue
Houston — Texas 77007

Re: Report of Congestion Mitigation Analysis (CMA) For SH 36 From South of Jones Creek
Bridge to 0.2 Miles North of Brazos River - CSJ # 0188-06-046

Dear Mr. Airiohuodion:

The Houston-Galveston Area Council (H-GAC), the designated Metropolitan Planning
Organization (MPO) for the region, has completed the Congestion Mitigation Analysis (CMA) for
the above captioned project.

Please find attached the report of the CMA to be forwarded to the appropriate department of
TxDOT.

The results of the analysis indicate that the level of mobility (LOM) for SH 36 From South of
Jones Creek Bridge to 0.2 Miles Noith of Brazos River has already deteriorated enough to justify added
capacity.

Therefore, any widening of SH 36 From South of Jones Creek Bridge to 0.2 Miles North of
Brazos River will be consistent with the Congestion Management System (CMS) Plan of H-GAC.

Since this is a state highway in rural region with limited numbers of signals and sparsely
populate area, as per Congestion Management System (CMS) Plan of H-GAC, we do not have any
Transportation System Management (TSM) and Trausportation Demand Management (TDM)
options in our Tool-Box to apply as congestion mitigating factors to this corridor.

As such the implementing agency does not have to commit to include TSMs and TDMs as
part of this roadway project.

If you have any conunents or need additional information, please do not hesitate to contact
me at (713) 993-4564.

Sincerely.

ILyas Choudry
ILyas H. Choudry



CONGESTION MITIGATION ANALYSIS (CMA)

SH 36 From South of Jones Creek Bridge to 0.2 Miles North of Brazos River
CSJ # 0188-06-046

September 13 - 2007

FINDINGS

The Level of Mobility (LOM) on SH 36 From South of Jones Creek Bridge to 0.2 Miles
North of Brazos River has already deteriorated significantly to justify adding additional road
capacity. Since this is a State Highway in Rural Region with limited numbers of signals and
sparsely populate area, as per Congestion Management Plan (CMS), we do not have a
Transportation System Management (TSM) and Transportation Demand Management (TDM) in
owr Tool-Box to apply congestion mitigating factor to this corridor. It can be concluded that adding
capacity on this roadway can be further investigated and is consistent with the CMS Plan of the
Houston-Galveston Area Council (H-GAC) contingent to the considerations described below.

BACKGROUND

The current Congestion Management Systems (CMS) Plan for the Houston-Galveston metropolitan
area was adopted m October 1997 and amended in December 1997, May 1998, and December
2004. The CMS requires the perfonnance of a Congestion Mitigation Analysis (CMA), which was
formerly known as Single Occupancy Vehicle Analysis (SOV), on significant added capacity
roadway projects. It is the stated policy of the CMS to apply cost-effective Transportation System
Management (TSM) measures and Travel Demand Management {TDM) as the first component of
all congestion reduction strategies. Added capacity roadway projects, such as those being
considered for this SH 332 are justified only if cost-effective demand and system management
strategies fail to reduce vehicular congestion to acceptable (or folerable) levels.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The limits of this project are SH 36 From South of Jones Creek Bridge to 0.2 Miles North of Brazos
River. It is an existing 2.95-Miles long stretch of SH 36 with two lanes open ditch in rural area with
limited development. It is being proposed to be widened to four-lanes divided rurat highway. The
85" Percentile Speed on the facility is approximately 64-MPH.

TRAFFIC AND LEVEL oF MOBILITY (LOM)

Table 1 illustrates Levels of Mobility (LOM) used to define congestion by H-GAC. These LOMs
were developed by the H-GAC Travel Modeling Committee in 1997 and approved by the Technical
Advisory Committee (TAC). Roadway segments that fall above the tolerable level (ie.,
volume/capacity (v/c) ratio > 0.85) are considered congested, thus added capacity is considered to
be justified.



Table 1
Summary of Levels of Mobility (LOM)

Volume/Capacity (V/C)
——— Ratio
Tolerable <0.85
Moderate >0.85 < 1.00
Serious >1.00<1.25
Severe =125

For the purpose of this CMA, the v/c ratios (LOMs) were calculated. Volume/capacity (v/c) ratios
were calculated using capacities developed by H-GAC for the region’s travel demand model as well
as actual 24-hour traffic counts done by consultant C. J. Hensch & Associates, Inc. Adjusted
capacities were determined using H-GAC’s capacity tables, which are based on the standard
“Higlway Capacity Manual” procedures for different facility types and number of lanes, as well as
other traffic-related factors. These include:

e Percent Trucks ®  Percent Left-turns

¢ Number of Lanes e  Peak Hour Factor

¢ Lane Utilization Factor e  Peak Hour Directional Factors
e Traffic Signal Timing

[Green/Cycle Length (g/c) Ratio]

Information for these factors was also collected in the field by consultant C. J. Hensch &
Associates, Inc.. As mentioned earlier, they also collected traffic volume information. Once the
adjusted capacity was calculated using Capacity Tables, weighted average v/c ratio for Year 2007
was determined. This v/c ratio 0.94 is lugher than 0.85: Since there are no mitigating factors, LOM
for after case will also remain the same as the existing case and is given in Table 2 as
MODERATE.

CONGESTION REDUCTION STRATEGIES

It is the stated policy of the Congestion Management System to apply cost-effective demand and
system management measures as the first component of all congestion reduction strategies. Added
capacity roadway projects are justified only if cost-effective demand management and system
management strategies fail to reduce velucular congestion to acceptable levels. Where demand or
system management projects are feasible and cost-effective, project sponsors, or relevant
implementing agencies and the MPO must comunit to their implementation or incorporation into a
proposed added-capacity project as a pre-condition to federal funding assistance. Project design,
concept, and scope must also be consistent with any selected management strategies.

Since this is a State Highway in Rural Region with limited numbers of signals and sparsely populate
area, as per Congestion Management Plan (CMS), we do not have a Tramsportation System
Management (TSM) and Transportation Demand Management (TDM) in our Tool-Box to apply
congestion mitigating factor to this corridor.



Analysis and Results

Since v/c ratio suggests enough congestion in Year 2007 and with no TSM/TDM considered, results
are as such given in Table 2.

Table 2
LOM for Year 2007

SH 36 From South of Jones Creek Bridge to 0.2 Miles North of Brazos River
CSJ # 0188-06-046

LOM Before LOM After
Implementation of Implementstion of
TSM/TDM Projects | TSM/TDM Projects
(2007) (2007)

Yr. 2007 Adjusted LOM 0.94 0.94

It is obvious that the LOM within the limits of the project is MODERATE in the existing Year
2007. Therefore, adding capacity is justifiable and can be further explored.

Information from TxDOT about exact time frame of construction of this project is being
requested. Reason is H-GAC is responsible for evaluating the before-and-after results. H-GAC’s
consultant C. J. Hensch & Associates, Inc. has already collected the before implementation
travel time runs for the performance evaluation.



HOUSTON-GALVESTON AREA COUNCIL
PO Box 22777 # 3555 Timmons Lane ¢ Houston, Texas 77227-2777e 713/627-3200

September 13 - 2007
Lance Olenius
Environmental Coordinator
Advanced Project Development
Texas Department of Transportation
Houston District
7721 Washington Avenue
Houston, TX 77007

REF. Letter of Waiver of Single Occupancy Vehicle (SOV) Analysis For:
CSJ Numbers: 0187-05-050 & 0187-05-048 - Spur 10 From US 59 South Till SH 36

Lead Agency: TxXDOT

Dear Lance Olenius.

The Congestion Management System (CMS) Roadway Network, as adopted in 1997 and
later revised in 1998 and 2004, is defined as roadways classified principal (or major) arterials
and above in the urban areas and selected major collectors and above in the rural area, as defined
in the TxDOT Roadway Inventory Log (RI-2) and other roadways designated by the TPC.
Added capacity roadway projects, NOT on the adopted CMS network, are not subject to
Congestion Mitigation Analysis (CMA) requirements. In addition, added capacity projects on the
adopted CMS network, which have current environmental findings (FONSI/ROD) are also
exempt from CMA. Currents FONSI/ROD should be within the last three years. Also added-
capacity projects less than 1-Mile are considered insignificant and again exempt from CMA.
Moreover any project of the nature of Transportation Demand Management (TDM) or
Transportation System Management (TSM) is considered waived from the requirements of CMS
Plan.

H-GAC is issuing this Letter of Waiver (LO of CMA for the above referenced

projects, as they are not on the CMS Network (Minor Collector and Other Arterial in
Rural Area) and_ as_such not_requiring CMA. Please include this LOW in the

Environmental Assessment (EA) document of this project.

If you have any questions about this CMA waiver and the CMS amendment, please
contact me at (713) 993-4564,

Sincerely.

ILyas Choudry
ILyas H. Choudry
Transportation Department H-GAC



HOUSTON-GALVESTON AREA COUNCIL
PO Box 22777 ¢ 3555 Timmons Lane ¢ Houston, Texas 77227-2777¢ 713/627-3200

September 26 - 2007
Charles U. Airiohuodion
Advance Transportation Planning
Texas Department of Transportation
7721 Washington Avenue
Houston — Texas 77007

Re: Report of Congestion Mitigation Analysis (CMA) For SH 36 From FM 2218 to South of
Needville (1500’ South of Needville ~ Fairchilds) - CSJ # 0188-02-029

Dear Mr. Airiohuodion:

The Houston-Galveston Area Council (H-GAC), the designated Metropolitan Planning
Organization (MPO) for the region, has completed the Congestion Mitigation Analysis (CMA) for
the above captioned project.

Please find attached the report of the CMA to be forwarded to the appropriate department of
TxDOT.

The results of the analysis indicate that the level of mobility (LOM) for SH 36 from FM 2218
to South of Needwville (1500° South of Needville — Fairchilds) has already deteriorated enough to justify
added capacity.

Therefore, any widening of SH 36 from FM 2218 to South of Needville (1500’ South of
Needville - Fairchilds) will be consistent with the Congestion Management System (CMS) Plan of H-
GAC.

Since this is a state highway i rural region with limited numbers of signals and sparsely
populate area, as per Congestion Management System (CMS) Plan of H-GAC, we do not have any
Transportation System Management (TSM) and Transportation Demand Management (TDM)
options 1n our Tool-Box to apply as congestion mitigating factors to this corridor.

As such the implementing agency does not have to commit to include TSMs and TDMs as
part of this roadway project.

If you have any comments or need additional information, please do not hesitate to contact
me at (713) 993-4564.
Sincerely.
ILyas Choudry
ILyas H. Choudry



CONGESTION MITIGATION ANALYSIS (CMA)
SH 36 From FM 2218 to South of Needyville (1500° South of Needville — Fairchilds)
CSJ # 0188-02-029

September 26 - 2007

FINDINGS

The Level of Mobility (LOM) on SH 36 from FM 2218 to South of Needville (1500" South
of Needville — Fairchilds) has already deteriorated significantly to justify adding additional road
capacity. Since this is a State Highway in Rural Region with limited numbers of signals and
sparsely populate area, as per Congestion Management Plan (CMS), we do not have a
Transportation System Management (TSM) and Transportation Demand Management (TDM) in
our Tool-Box to apply congestion mitigating factor to this corridor. It can be concluded that adding
capacity on this roadway can be further investigated and is consistent with the CMS Plan of the
Houston-Galveston Area Council (H-GAC) contingent to the considerations described below.

BACKGROUND

The current Congestion Management Systems (CMS) Plan for the Houston-Galveston metropolitan
area was adopted n October 1997 and amended in December 1997, May 1998, and December
2004. The CMS requires the performance of a Congestion Mitigation Analysis (CMA), which was
formerly known as Single Occupancy Vehicle Analysis (SOV), on significant added capacity
roadway projects. It is the stated policy of the CMS to apply cost-effective Transportation System
Management (TSM) measures and Travel Demand Management (TDM) as the first component of
all congestion reduction strategies. Added capacity roadway projects, such as those being
considered for this SH 36 are justified only if cost-effective demand and system management
strategies fail to reduce vehicular congestion to acceptable (or tolerable) levels.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The linuts of this project are SH 36 from FM 2218 to South of Needville (1500° South of Needville
- Fairchilds). It 1s an existing 7.50-Miles long stretch of SH 36 with two lanes open ditch in rural
area with limited development. It is being proposed to be widened to four-lanes divided rural
highway. The 85" Percentile Speed on the facility is approximately 56-MPH.

TrAFFIC AND LEVEL OF MOBILITY (LOM)

Table 1 illustrates Levels of Mobility (LOM) used to define congestion by H-GAC. These LOMs
were developed by the H-GAC Travel Modeling Committee in 1997 and approved by the Technical
Advisory Committee (TAC). Roadway segments that fall above the tolerable level (i.e.,
volume/capacity (v/c) ratio = 0.85) are considered congested, thus added capacity is considered to
be justified.



Table 1
Summary of Levels of Mobility (LOM)

Volume/Capaci /C)
LOM Sape i
Tolerable <0.85
Moderate >0.85<1.00
Serious >1.00<1.25
Severe >1.25

For the purpose of this CMA, the v/c rattos (LOMs) were calculated. Volume/capacity (v/c) ratios
were calculated using capacities developed by H-GAC for the region’s travel demand model as well
as actual 24-hour traffic counts done by consultant C. J. Hensch & Associates, Inc. Adjusted
capacities were determined using H-GAC’s capacity tables, which are based on the standard
“Higlway Capacity Manual” procedures for different facility types and number of lanes, as well as
other traffic-related factors. These include:

e Percent Trucks ®  Percent Left-turns

¢ Number of Lanes ®  Peak Hour Factor

¢ Lane Utilization Factor e  Peak Hour Directional Factors
o Traffic Signal Timing

[Green/Cycle Length (g/c) Ratio]

Information for these factors was also collected in the field by consultant C. J. Hensch &
Associates, Inc.. As mentioned earlier, they also collected traffic volume information. Once the
adjusted capacity was calculated using Capacity Tables, weighted average v/c ratio for Year 2007
was determined. This v/c ratio 0.90 is higher than 0.85: Since there are no mitigating factors, LOM
for after case will also remain the same as the existing case and is given in Table 2 as
MODERATE.

CONGESTION REDUCTION STRATEGIES

It is the stated policy of the Congestion Management System to apply cost-effective demand and
system management measures as the first component of all congestion reduction strategies. Added
capacity roadway projects are justified only if cost-effective demand management and system
management strategies fail to reduce vehicular congestion to acceptable levels. Where demand or
system management projects are feasible and cost-effective, project sponsors, or relevant
implementing agencies and the MPO must commit to their implementation or incorporation into a
proposed added-capacity project as a pre-condition to federal funding assistance. Project design,
concept, and scope must also be consistent with any selected management strategies.

Since this is a State Highway in Rural Region with limited numbers of signals and sparsely populate
area, as per Congestion Management Plan (CMS), we do not have a Transportation System
Management (TSM) and Transportation Demand Management (TDM) in our Tool-Box to apply
congestion mitigating factor to this corridor.



Analysis and Results

Since v/c ratio suggests enough congestion in Year 2007 and with no TSM/TDM considered, results
are as such given in Table 2,

Table 2
LOM for Year 2007
SH 36 From FM 2218 to South of Needyville (1500° South of Needville — Fairchilds)
CSJ # 0188-02-029

LOM Before LOM After
Implementation of Implementation of
TSM/TDM Projects | TSM/TDM Projects
(2007) (2007)
Yr. 2007 Adjusted LOM 0.90 0.90

It is obvious that the LOM within the limits of the project is MODERATE in the existing Year
2007. Therefore, adding capacity is justifiable and can be further explored.

Information from TxDOT about exact time frame of construction of this project is being
requested. Reason is H-GAC is responsible for evaluating the before-and-after results. H-GAC’s
consultant C. J. Hensch & Associates, Inc. has already collected the before implementation
travel time runs for the perforance evaluation.



HOUSTON-GALVESTON AREA COUNCIL
PO Box 22777 e 3555 Timmons Lane ¢ Housion, Texas 77227-2777e 713/627-3200

September 26 - 2007
Charles U. Airiohuodion
Advance Transportation Planning
Texas Department of Transportation
7721 Washington Avenue
Houston —~ Texas 77007

Re: Report of Congestion Mitigation Analysis (CMA) For SH 36 From Fort Bend County

Line Till SH 35 - CSJ # 0188-03-019

Dear Mr. Airiohuodion:

The Houston-Galveston Area Council (H-GAC), the designated Metropolitan Planning
Organization (MPO) for the region, has completed the Congestion Mitigation Analysis (CMA) for
the above captioned project.

Please find attached the report of the CMA to be forwarded to the appropriate department of
TxDOT.

The results of the analysis indicate that the level of mobility (LOM) for SH 36 from Fort Bend
County Line to SH 35 has already deteriorated enough to justify added capacity.

Therefore, any widening of SH 36 from Fort Bend Cownty Line to SH 35 will be consistent with
the Congestion Management System (CMS) Plan of H-GAC.

Since tlus is a state highway in rural region with limited numbers of signals and sparsely
populate area, as per Congestion Management System (CMS) Plan of H-GAC, we do not have any
Transportation System Management (TSM) and Transportation Demand Management (TDM)
options in our Tool-Box to apply as congestion mitigating factors to this corridor.

As such the implementing agency does not have to commit to include TSMs and TDMs as
part of this roadway project.

If you have any comments or need additional information, please do not hesitate to contact
me at (713) 993-4564.
Sincerely.

ILyas Choudry
ILyas H. Choudry



CONGESTION MITIGATION ANALYSIS (CMA)

SH 36 From Fort Bend County Line Till SH 35
CSJ # 0188-03-019

September 26 - 2007

FINDINGS

The Level of Mobility (LOM) on SH 36 from Fort Bend County Line till SH 35 has already
deteriorated significantly to justify adding additional road capacity. Since this is a State Highway in
Rural Region with limited numbers of signals and sparsely populate area, as per Congestion
Management Plan (CMS), we do not have a Transportation System Management (TSM) and
Transportation Demand Management (TDM) in our Tool-Box to apply congestion mitigating factor
to this corndor. It can be concluded that adding capacity on this roadway can be further investigated
and is consistent with the CMS Plan of the Houston-Galveston Area Council (H-GAC) contingent
to the considerations described below.

BACKGROUND

The current Congestion Management Systems (CMS) Plan for the Houston-Galveston metropolitan
area was adopied in October 1997 and amended in December 1997, May 1998, and December
2004. The CMS requires the performance of a Congestion Mitigation Analysis (CMA), which was
formerly known as Smgle Occupancy Vehicle Analysis (SOV), on significant added capacity
roadway projects. It is the stated policy of the CMS to apply cost-effective Transportation System
Management (TSM) measures and Travel Demand Management (TDM) as the first component of
all congestion reduction strategies. Added capacity roadway projects, such as those being
considered for this SH 36 are justified only if cost-effective demand and system management
strategies fail to reduce vehicular congestion to acceptable (or tolerable) levels.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The hmits of this project are SH 36 from Fort Bend County Line till SH 35. It is an existing 14.05-
Miles long stretch of SH 36 with two lanes open ditch in rural area with linited development. It is
being proposed to be widened to four-lanes divided rural highway. The 85" Percentile Speed on the
facility is approximately 47-MPH.

TRAFFIC AND LEVEL OF MOBILITY (LOM)

Table 1 illustrates Levels of Mobility (LOM) used to define congestion by H-GAC. These LOMs
were developed by the H-GAC Travel Modeling Conunittee in 1997 and approved by the Technical
Advisory Comumittee (TAC). Roadway segments that fall above the tolerable level (i.e.,
volume/capacity (v/c) ratio = 0.85) are considered congested, thus added capacity is considered to
be justified.



Table 1
Summary of Levels of Mobility (LOM)

Volume/Capacity (V/C)
—— Ratio
Tolerable <(0.85
Moderate >0.85<1.00
Serious >1.00<1.25
Severe >1.25

For the purpose of this CMA, the v/c ratios (LOMs) were calculated. Volume/capacity (v/c) ratios
were calculated using capacities developed by H-GAC for the region’s travel demand model as well
as actual 24-hour traffic counts done by consultant C. J. Hensch & Associates, Inc. Adjusted
capacities were determined using H-GAC’s capacity tables, which are based on the standard
“Higlnay Capacity Manuol” procedures for different facility types and aumber of lanes, as well as
other traffic-related factors. These mnclude:

e Percent Trucks ¢  Percent Left-tums

¢ Number of Lanes ¢  Peak Hour Factor

¢ Lane Utilization Factor e  Peak Hour Directional Factors
e Traffic Signal Timing

[Green/Cycle Length (g/c) Ratio]

Information for these factors was also collected in the field by consultant C. J. Hensch &
Associates, Inc.. As mentioned earlier, they also collected traffic volume information. Once the
adjusted capacity was calculated using Capacity Tables, weighted average v/c ratio for Year 2007
was determined. Tlis v/c ratio 0.90 is higher than 0.85: Since there are no mitigating factors, LOM
for after case will also remain the same as the existing case and is given in Table 2 as
MODERATE.

CONGESTION REDUCTION STRATEGIES

It is the stated policy of the Congestion Management System to apply cost-effective demand and
system manageiment measures as the first component of all congestion reduction strategies. Added
capacity roadway projects are justified only if cost-effective demand management and system
management strategies fail to reduce vehicular congestion to acceptable levels. Where demand or
system management projects are feasible and cost-effective, project sponsors, or relevant
implementing agencies and the MPO must conunit to their inplementation or incorporation into a
proposed added-capacity project as a pre-condition to federal funding assistance. Project design,
concept, and scope must also be consistent with any selected management strategies.

Since this is a State Highway in Rural Region with limited nunbers of signals and sparsely populate
area, as per Congestion Management Plan (CMS), we do not have a Transportation System
Management (TSM) and Transportation Demand Management (TDM) in our Tool-Box to apply
congestion mitigating factor to this corridor.



Analysis and Results

Since v/c ratio suggests enough congestion in Year 2007 and with no TSM/TDM considered, results
are as such given in Table 2.

Table 2
LOM for Year 2007
SH 36 From Fort Bend County Line Till SH 35
CSJ # 0188-03-019

LOM Before LOM After
Implementation of Implementsation of
TSM/TDM Projects | TSM/TDM Projects
(2007) (2007)
Yr. 2007 Adjusted LOM 0.90 0.90

It is obvious that the LOM within the limits of the project is MODERATE in the existing Year
2007. Therefore, adding capacity is justifiable and can be further explored.

Information from TxDOT about exact time frame of construction of this project is being
requested. Reason is H-GAC is responsible for evaluating the before-and-after results. H-GAC’s
consultant C. J. Hensch & Associates, Inc. has already collected the before implementation
travel time runs for the performance evaluation.



HOUSTON-GALVESTON AREA COUNCIL
PO Box 22777 ¢ 3555 Timmons Lane ¢ Houston, Texas 77227-2777e¢ 713/627-3200

September 26 - 2007
Charles U. Airiohuodion
Advance Transportation Planning
Texas Department of Transportation
7721 Washington Avenue
Houston — Texas 77007

Re: Report of Congestion Mitigation Analysis (CMA) For SH 36 From FM 522 Till

1.13 Miles North Of SH 332 - CSJ # 0188-04-025

Dear Mr. Airiohuodion:

The Houston-Galveston Area Council (H-GAC), the designated Metropolitan Planning
Organization (MPO) for the region, has completed the Congestion Mitigation Analysis (CMA) for
the above captioned project.

Please find attached the report of the CMA to be forwarded to the appropriate department of
TxDOT.

The results of the analysis indicate that the level of mobility (LOM) for SH 36 from FM 522 to
1.13 Miles North of SH 332 has already deteriorated enough to justify added capacity.

Therefore, any widening of SH 36 from FM 522 to 1.13 Miles North of SH 332 will be
consistent with the Congestion Management System (CMS) Plan of H-GAC.

Since this 1s a state highway in rural region with limited numbers of signals and sparsely
populate area, as per Congestion Management System (CMS) Plan of H-GAC, we do not have any
Transportation System Management (TSM) and Transportation Demand Management (TDM)
options in our Tool-Box to apply as congestion mitigating factors to this corridor.

As such the unplementing agency does not have to commit to include TSMs and TDMs as
part of this roadway project.

If you have any comments or need additional information, please do not hesitate to contact
me at (713) 993-4564.
Sincerely.

ILyas Choudry
ILyas H. Choudry



(9 S ALYSIS (CMA
SH 36 From FM 522 To 1.13 Miles North Of SH 332
CSJ # 0188-04-025

September 26 - 2007

FINDINGS

The Level of Mobility (LOM) on SH 36 from FM 522 to 1.13 Miles North of SH 332 has
already deteriorated significantly to justify adding additional road capacity. Simce this is a State
Highway in Rural Region with limited numbers of signals and sparsely populate area, as per
Congestion Management Plan (CMS), we do not have a Transportation System Management (TSM)
and Transportation Demand Management (TDM) in our Tool-Box to apply congestion mitigating
factor to this comidor. It can be concluded that adding capacity on this roadway can be further
investigated and is consistent with the CMS Plan of the Houston-Galveston Area Council (H-GAC)
contingent to the considerations described below.

BACKGROUND

The current Congestion Management Systems (CMS) Plan for the Houston-Galveston metropolitan
area was adopted in October 1997 and amended in December 1997, May 1998, and December
2004. The CMS requires the performance of a Congestion Mitigation Analysis (CMA), which was
formerly known as Single Occupancy Vehicle Analysis (SOV), on significant added capacity
roadway projects. It is the stated policy of the CMS to apply cost-effective Transportation System
Management (TSM) measures and Travel Demand Management (TDM) as the first component of
all congestion reduction strategies. Added capacity roadway projects, such as those being
considered for this SH 36 are justified only if cost-effective demand and system management
strategies fail to reduce vehicular congestion to acceptable (or tolerable) levels.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The limits of this project are SH 36 from FM 522 to 1.13 Miles North of SH 332. It is an existing
5.16-Miles long stretch of SH 36 with two lanes open ditch in rural area with limited development.
It is being proposed to be widened to four-lanes un-divided rural highway. The 85" Percentile
Speed on the facility is approximately 61-MPH.

TrAFFIC AND LEVEL OF MoBILITY (LOM)

Table 1 illustrates Levels of Mobility (LOM) used to define congestion by H-GAC. These LOMs
were developed by the H-GAC Travel Modeling Committee in 1997 and approved by the Technical
Advisory Comumittee (TAC). Roadway segments that fall above the tolerable level (i.e.,
volume/capacity (v/c) ratio > 0.85) are considered congested, thus added capacity is considered to
be justified.



Table 1
Summary of Levels of Mobility (LOM)

Volume/Capaci ]
LOM S AR
Tolerable < (.85
Moderate >0.85<1.00
Serious >1.00<1.25
Severe > 1.25

For the purpose of this CMA, the v/c ratios (LOMs) were calculated. Volume/capacity (v/c) ratios
were calculated using capacities developed by H-GAC for the region’s travel demand model as well
as actual 24-hour traffic counts done by consultant C. J. Hensch & Associates, Inc. Adjusted
capacities were determined using H-GAC’s capacity tables, which are based on the standard
“Higlway Capacity Manual” procedures for different facility types and number of lanes, as well as
other traffic-related factors. These include:

e Percent Trucks ®  Percent Left-turns

¢ Number of Lanes e  Peak Hour Factor

¢ Lane Utilization Factor ¢ Peak Hour Directional Factors
e Traffic Signal Timing

[Green/Cycle Length (g/c) Ratio]

Information for these factors was also collected in the field by consultant C. J. Hensch &
Associates, Inc.. As mentioned earlier, they also collected traffic volume information. Once the
adjusted capacity was calculated using Capacity Tables, weighted average v/c ratio for Year 2007
was determined. This v/c ratio 0.87 is higher than 0.85: Since there are no mitigating factors, LOM
for after case will also remain the same as the existing case and is given in Table 2 as
MODERATE.

CONGESTION REDUCTION STRATEGIES

It is the stated policy of the Congestion Management System to apply cost-effective demand and
system management measures as the first component of alt congestion reduction strategies. Added
capacity roadway projects are justified only if cost-effective demand management and system
management strategies fail to reduce vehicular congestion to acceptable levels. Where demand or
system management projects are feasible and cost-effective, project sponsors, or relevant
implementing agencies and the MPO must comunit to their implementation or incorporation into a
proposed added-capacity project as a pre-condition to federal funding assistance. Project design,
concept, and scope must also be consistent with any selected management strategies.

Since this is a State Highway in Rural Region with limited numbers of signals and sparsely populate
area, as per Congestion Management Plan (CMS), we do not have a Transportation System
Management (TSM) and Transportation Demand Management (TDM) in our Tool-Box to apply
congestion mitigating factor to this commidor.



Analysis and Results

Since v/c ratio suggests enough congestion in Year 2007 and with no TSM/TDM considered, results
are as such given in Table 2.

Table 2
LOM for Year 2007
SH 36 From FM 522 To 1.13 Miles North Of SH 332
CSJ # 0188-04-025

LOM Before LOM Afier
Implementation of Implementation of
TSM/TIDM Projects | TSM/TDM Projects
(2007) (2007)

Yr1. 2007 Adjusted LOM 0.87 0.87

It is obvious that the LOM within the limits of the project is MODERATE in the existing Year
2007. Therefore, adding capacity is justifiable and can be further explored.

Information from TxDOT about exact time frame of construction of this project is being
requested. Reason is H-GAC is responsible for evaluating the before-and-after results. H-GAC’s
consultant C. J. Hensch & Associates, Inc. has already collected the before implementation
travel time runs for the performance evaluation.



HOUSTON-GALVESTON AREA COUNCIL
PO Box 22777 e 3555 Timmons Lane e Houston, Texas 77227-2777e 713/627-3200

September 26 - 2007
Charles U. Airiohuodion
Advance Transportation Planning
Texas Department of Transportation
7721 Washington Avenue
Houston — Texas 77007

Re: Report of Congestion Mitigation Analysis (CMA) For SH 36 From SH 35 Till FM 522

CSJ # 0188-04-035

Dear Mr. Airiohuodion:

The Houston-Galveston Area Council (H-GAC), the designated Metropolitan Planning
Organization (MPO) for the region, has completed the Congestion Mitigation Analysis (CMA) for
the above captioned project.

Please find attached the report of the CMA to be forwarded to the appropriate department of
TxDOT.

The results of the analysis indicate that the level of mobility (LOM) for SH 36 from SH 35 to
FM 522 has already deteriorated enough to justify added capacity.

Therefore, any widening of SH 36 from SH 35 to FM 522 will be consistent with the Congestion
Management System (CMS) Plan of H-GAC.

Since this is a state highway in rural region with limited numbers of signals and sparsely
populate area, as per Congestion Management System (CMS) Plan of H-GAC, we do not have any
Transportation System Management (TSM) and Transportation Demand Management (TDM)
options in our Tool-Box to apply as congestion mitigating factors to this corridor.

As such the implementing agency does not have to commit to include TSMs and TDMs as
part of this roadway project.

If you have any conunents or need additional information, please do not hesitate to contact
me at (713) 993-4564.
Sincerely.

ICyas Choudry
ILyas H. Choudry



CONGESTION MITIGATION ANALYSIS (CMA)
SH 36 From SH 35 To FM 522

CSJ # 0188-04-035
September 26 - 2007

FINDINGS

The Level of Mobility (LOM) on SH 36 from SH 35 to FM 522 has already deteriorated
significantly to justify adding additional road capacity. Since this is a State Highway in Rural
Region with limited numbers of signals and sparsely populate area, as per Congestion Management
Plan (CMS), we do not have a Transportation System Management {TSM) and Transportation
Demand Management (TDM) in our Tool-Box to apply congestion mitigating factor to this
corridor. It can be concluded that adding capacity on this roadway can be further investigated and is
consistent with the CMS Plan of the Houston-Galveston Area Council (H-GAC) contingent to the
considerations described below.

BACKGROUND

The current Congestion Management Systems (CMS) Plan for the Houston-Galveston metropolitan
area was adopted in October 1997 and amended in December 1997, May 1998, and December
2004. The CMS requires the perfonmance of a Congestion Mitigation Analysis (CMA), which was
formerly known as Single Occupancy Vehicle Analysis (SOV), on significant added capacity
roadway projects. It is the stated policy of the CMS to apply cost-effective Transportation System
Management (TSM) easures and Travel Demand Management (TDM) as the first component of
all congestion reduction strategies. Added capacity roadway projects, such as those being
considered for this SH 36 are justified only if cost-effective demand and system management
strategies fail to reduce vehicular congestion to acceptable (or tolerable) levels.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The limits of this project are SH 36 from SH 35 to FM 522. It is an existing 1.88-Miles long stretch
of SH 36 with two lanes open ditch in rural area with limited development. It is being proposed to
be widened to four-lanes un-divided rural highway. The 85™ Percentile Speed on the facility is
approximately 54-MPH.

TRAFFIC AND LEVEL OF MOBILITY (LOM)

Table 1 illustrates Levels of Mobility (LOM) used to define congestion by H-GAC. These LOMs
were developed by the H-GAC Travel Modeling Committee in 1997 and approved by the Technical
Advisory Committee (TAC). Roadway segments that fall above the tolerable level (i.e.,
volume/capacity (v/c) ratio > 0.85) are considered congested, thus added capacity is considered to
be justified.



Table 1
Summary of Levels of Mobility (LOM)

Volume/Capacity (V/C)
LOM oracey
Tolerable < (0.85
Moderate >{.85<1.00
Serious >1.00<125
Severe >1.25

For the purpose of this CMA, the v/c ratios (LOMs) were calculated. Volume/capacity (v/c) ratios
were calcunlated using capacities developed by H-GAC for the region’s travel demand model as well
as actual 24-hour traffic counts done by consultant C. J. Hensch & Associates, Inc. Adjusted
capacities were determined using H-GAC’s capacity tables, which are based on the standard
“Highway Capacity Manual” procedures for different facility types and number of lanes, as well as
other traffic-related factors. These include:

e Percent Trucks ®  Percent Left-turns

e Number of Lanes ®  Peak Hour Factor

e Lane Utilization Factor ¢ Peak Hour Directional Factors
o Traffic Signal Timing

[Green/Cycle Length (g/c) Ratio]

Information for these factors was also collected in the field by consultant C. J. Hensch &
Associates, Inc.. As mentioned earlier, they also collected traffic volume information. Once the
adjusted capacity was calculated using Capacity Tables, weighted average v/c ratio for Year 2007
was determined. This v/c ratio 1.01 is higher than 0.85: Since there are no mitigating factors, LOM
for after case will also remain the same as the existing case and is given in Table 2 as SERIOUS.

CONGESTION REDUCTION STRATEGIES

It is the stated policy of the Congestion Management System to apply cost-effective demand and
system management measures as the first component of all congestion reduction strategies. Added
capacity roadway projects are justified only if cost-effective demand management and system
management strategies fail to reduce vehicular congestion to acceptable levels. Where demand or
system management projects are feasible and cost-effective, project sponsors, or relevant
implementing agencies and the MPO must commit to their implementation or incorporation into a
proposed added-capacity project as a pre-condition to federal funding assistance. Project design,
concept, and scope must also be consistent with any selected management strategies.

Since this is a State Highway in Rural Region with limited numbers of signals and sparsely populate
area, as per Congestion Management Plan (CMS), we do not have a Transportation System
Management (TSM) and Transportation Demand Management (TDM) in our Tool-Box to apply
congestion mitigating factor to this corridor.

Analysis and Results



Since v/c ratio suggests enough congestion in Year 2007 and with no TSM/TDM considered, results
are as such given in Table 2.

Table 2
LOM for Year 2007
SH 36 From SH 35 To FM 522
CSJ # 0188-04-035

LOM Before LOM After
Implementation of Implementation of
TSM/TDM Projects | TSM/TDM Projects
(2007) (2007)
Yr. 2007 Adjusted LOM 1.01 1.01

It i1s obvious that the LOM within the limits of the project is SERIOUS m the existing Year
2007. Therefore, adding capacity is justifiable and can be further explored.

Information from TxDOT about exact time frame of construction of this project is being
requested. Reason is H-GAC is responsible for evaluating the before-and-after results. H-GAC’s
consultant C. J. Hensch & Associates, Inc. has already collected the before implementation
travel time runs for the performance evaluation.



HOUSTON-GALVESTON AREA COUNCIL
PO Box 22777 ¢ 3555 Timmons Lane ¢ Houston, Texas 77227-2777e¢ 713/627-3200

September 26 - 2007
Charles U. Airiohuodion
Advance Transportation Planning
Texas Department of Transportation
7721 Washington Avenue
Houston — Texas 77007

Re: Report of Congestion Mitigation Analysis (CMA) For SH 36 From 2.40-Miles North

Of SH 332 Till FM 521 - CSJ # 0188-04-044

Dear Mr. Airiohuodion:

The Houston-Galveston Area Council (H-GAC), the designated Metropolitan Planning
Organization (MPOQ) for the region, has completed the Congestion Mitigation Analysis (CMA) for
the above captioned project.

Please find attached the report of the CMA to be forwarded to the appropriate department of
TxDOT.

The results of the analysis indicate that the level of mobility (LOM) for SH 36 from 2.40-
Miles North of SH 332 to FM 521 has already deteriorated enough to justify added capacity.

Therefore, any widening of SH 36 from 2.40-Miles North of SH 332 to FM 521 will be
consistent with the Congestion Management System (CMS) Plan of H-GAC.

Since this is a state highway in rural region with limited numbers of signals and sparsely
populate area, as per Congestion Management System (CMS) Plan of H-GAC, we do not have any
Transportation System Management (TSM) and Transportation Demand Management (TDM)
options in our Tool-Box to apply as congestion mitigating factors to this corridor.

As such the implementing agency does not have to commit to include TSMs and TDMs as
part of this roadway project.

If you have any comments or need additional information, please do not hesitate to contact
me at (713) 993-4564.
Sincerely.

ILyas Choudry
ILyas H. Choudry



CONGESTION MITIGATION ANALYSIS (CMA)
SH 36 From 2.40-Miles North Of SH 332 To FM 521

CSJ # 0188-04-044
September 26 - 2007

FINDINGS

The Level of Mobility (LOM) on SH 36 from FM 522 to 1.13 Miles North of SH 332 has
already detertorated significantly to justify adding additional road capacity. Since this is a State
Highway in Rural Region with limited numbers of signals and sparsely populate area, as per
Congestion Management Plan (CMS), we do not have a Transportation System Management (TSM)
and Transportation Demand Management (TDM) in our Tool-Box to apply congestion mitigating
factor to this corridor. It can be concluded that adding capacity on this roadway can be further
investigated and is consistent with the CMS Plan of the Houston-Galveston Area Council (H-GAC)
contingent to the considerations described below.

BACKGROUND

The current Congestion Management Systems (CMS) Plan for the Houston-Galveston metropolitan
area was adopted in October 1997 and amended in December 1997, May 1998, and December
2004, The CMS requires the performance of a Congestion Mitigation Analysis (CMA), which was
formerly known as Single Occupancy Vehicle Analysis (SOV), on significant added capacity
roadway projects. It is the stated policy of the CMS to apply cost-effective Transportation System
Management (TSM) measures and Travel Demand Management (TDM) as the first component of
all congestion reduction strategies. Added capacity roadway projects, such as those being
considered for this SH 36 are justified only if cost-effective demand and system management
strategies fail to reduce vehicular congestion to acceptable (or tolerable) levels.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The lmits of this project are SH 36 from 2.40-Miles North of SH 332 to FM 521. It is an existing
1.47-Miles long stretch of SH 36 with two lanes open ditch in rural area with limited development.
It is being proposed to be widened to four-lanes un-divided rural highway. The 85" Percentile
Speed on the facility is approximately 38-MPH.

TRAFFIC AND LEVEL OF MOBILITY (LOM)

Table 1 illustrates Levels of Mobility (LOM) used to define congestion by H-GAC. These LOMs
were developed by the H-GAC Travel Modeling Committee in 1997 and approved by the Technical
Advisory Commuttee (TAC). Roadway segments that fall above the tolerable level (i.e.,
volume/capacity (v/c) ratio > 0.85) are considered congested, thus added capacity is considered to
be justified.



Table 1
Summary of Levels of Mobility (LOM)

Volume/Capacity (V/C)
LOM Ratio
Tolerable < 0.85
Moderate >0.85<1.00
Serious >1.00<1.25
Severe >1.25

For the purpose of this CMA, the v/c ratios (LOMs) were calculated. Volume/capacity (v/c) ratios
were calculated using capacities developed by H-GAC for the region’s travel demand model as well
as actual 24-hour traffic counts done by consultant C. J. Hensch & Associates, Inc. Adjusted
capacities were determined using H-GAC’s capacity tables, which are based on the standard
“Highway Capacity Manual” procedures for different facility types and number of lanes, as well as
other traffic-related factors. These include:

e Percent Trucks ®  Percent Left-turns

¢ Number of Lanes ®  Peak Hour Factor

¢ Lane Utilization Factor ®  Peak Hour Directional Factors
¢ Traffic Signal Timing

fGreen/Cycle Length (g/c) Ratio]

Information for these factors was also collected in the field by consultant C. J. Hensch &
Associates, Inc.. As mentioned earlier, they also collected traffic volume information. Once the
adjusted capacity was calculated using Capacity Tables, weighted average v/c ratio for Year 2007
was determined. This v/c ratio 0.88 is higher than 0.85: Since there are no mitigating factors, LOM
for after case will also remain the same as the existing case and is given in Table 2 as
MODERATE.

CONGESTION REDUCTION STRATEGIES

It is the stated policy of the Congestion Management System to apply cost-effective demand and
system management measures as the first component of all congestion reduction strategies. Added
capacity roadway projects are justified only if cost-effective demand management and system
management strategies fail to reduce vehicular congestion to acceptable levels. Where demand or
system management projects are feasible and cost-effective, project sponsors, or relevant
implementing agencies and the MPO must commit to their implementation or incorporation into a
proposed added-capacity project as a pre-condition to federal funding assistance. Project design,
concept, and scope must also be consistent with any selected management strategies.

Since this is a State Highway in Rural Region with limited numbers of signals and sparsely populate
area, as per Congestion Management Plan (CMS), we do not have a Transportation System
Management (TSM) and Transportation Demand Management (TDM) in our Tool-Box to apply
congestion mitigating factor to this corridor.



Analysis and Results

Since v/c ratio suggests enough congestion in Year 2007 and with no TSM/TDM considered, results
are as such given in Table 2.

Table 2
LOM for Year 2007
SH 36 From 2.40-Miles North Of SH 332 To FM 521
CSJ # 0188-04-044

LOM Before LOM After
Implementation of Implementation of
TSM/TDM Projects | TSM/TDM Projects
(2007) (2007)
Yr. 2007 Adjusted LOM 0.88 0.88

It is obvious that the LOM within the limits of the project is MODERATE in the existing Year
2007. Therefore, adding capacity is justifiable and can be further explored.

Information from TxDOT about exact time frame of construction of this project is being
requested. Reason 1s H-GAC is responsible for evaluating the before-and-after results. H-GAC’s
consultant C. J. Hensch & Associates, Inc. has already collected the before implementation
travel time runs for the performance evaluation.



HOUSTON-GALVESTON AREA COUNCIL
PO Box 22777 e 3555 Timmons Lane ¢ Houston, Texas 77227-2777e 713/627-3200

September 26 - 2007
Charles U. Airiohuodion
Advance Transportation Planning
Texas Department of Transportation
7721 Washington Avenue
Houston — Texas 77007

Re: Report of Congestion Mitigation Analysis (CMA) For SH 36 From South Of Brazoria
Till South Of Jones Creek Bridge - CSJ # 0188-05-027

Dear Mr. Airiohuodion:

The Houston-Galveston Area Council (H-GAC), the designated Metropolitan Planning
Organization (MPO) for the region, has completed the Congestion Mitigation Analysis (CMA) for
the above captioned project.

Please find attached the report of the CMA to be forwarded to the appropnate department of
TxDOT.

The results of the analysis indicate that the level of mobility (LOM) for SH 36 from South of
Brazoria to South of Jones Creek Bridge has already deteriorated enough to justify added capacity.

Therefore, any widening of SH 36 from South of Brazona to South of Jones Creek Bridge will
be consistent with the Congestion Management System (CMS) Plan of H-GAC.

Since this is a state highway in rural region with limited numbers of signals and sparsely
populate area, as per Congestion Management System (CMS) Plan of H-GAC, we do not have any
Transportation System Management (TSM) and Transportation Demand Management (TDM)
options in our Tool-Box to apply as congestion mitigating factors to this corridor.

As such the implementing agency does not have to commit to mclude TSMs and TDMs as
part of this roadway project.

If you have any comments or need additional information, please do not hesitate to contact
me at (713) 993-4564.
Sincerely.

ILyas Choudty
ILyas H. Choudry



CONGESTION GATION ANALYSIS (C

SH 36 From South Of Brazoria To South Of Jones Creek Bridge
CSJ #0188-05-027

September 26 - 2007
FINDINGS

The Level of Mobility (LOM) on SH 36 from South of Brazoria to South of Jones Creek
Bridge has already deteriorated significantly to justify adding additional road capacity. Since this is
a State Highway in Rural Region with limited numbers of signals and sparsely populate area, as per
Congestion Management Plan (CMS), we do not have a Transportation System Management (TSM)
and Transportation Demand Management (TDM) in our Tool-Box to apply congestion mitigating
factor to this corridor. It can be concluded that adding capacity on this roadway can be further
investigated and is consistent with the CMS Plan of the Houston-Galveston Area Council (H-GAC)
contingent to the considerations described below.

BACKGROUND

The current Congestion Management Systems (CMS) Plan for the Houston-Galveston metropolitan
area was adoptfed in October 1997 and amended in December 1997, May 1998, and December
2004. The CMS requires the performance of a Congestion Mitigation Analysis (CMA), which was
formerly known as Single Occupancy Vehicle Analysis (SOV), on significant added capacity
roadway projects. It is the stated policy of the CMS to apply cost-effective Transportation System
Management (TSM) measures and Travel Demand Management (TDM) as the first component of
all congestion reduction strategies. Added capacity roadway projects, such as those being
considered for this SH 36 are justified only if cost-effective demand and system management
strategies fail to reduce vehicular congestion to acceptable (or tolerable) levels.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The limits of this project are SH 36 from South of Brazoria to South of Jones Creek Bridge. It is an
existing 10.23-Miles long stretch of SH 36 with two lanes open ditch in rural area with limited
development. It is being proposed to be widened to four-lanes divided rural highway. The 85"
Percentile Speed on the facility is approximately 53-MPH.

TRAFFIC AND LEVEL OF MoBILITY (LOM)

Table 1 illustrates Levels of Mobility (LOM) used to define congestion by H-GAC. These LOMs
were developed by the H-GAC Travel Modeling Comumittee in 1997 and approved by the Technical
Advisory Committee (TAC). Roadway segments that fall above the tolerable level (i.e.,
volume/capacity (v/c) ratio > 0.85) are considered congested, thus added capacity is considered to
be justified.



Table 1
Summary of Levels of Mobility (LOM)

Volume/Capac /C)
Low I
Tolerable <0.85
Moderate >0.85<1.00
Serious >1.00<1.25
Severe >1.25

For the purpose of this CMA, the v/c ratios (LOMs) were calculated. Volume/capacity (v/c) ratios
were calculated using capacities developed by H-GAC for the regton’s travel demand model as well
as actual 24-hour traffic counts done by consultant C. J. Hensch & Associates, Inc. Adjusted
capacities were determined using H-GAC’s capacity tables, which are based on the standard
“Higlhway Capacity Manual” procedures for different facility types and number of lanes, as well as
other traffic-related factors. These include:

e Percent Trucks ¢ Percent Left-turns

e Number of Lanes ¢ Peak Hour Factor

o Lane Utilization Factor e  Peak Hour Directional Factors
o Traffic Signal Tuming

[Green/Cycle Length (g/c) Ratio]

Information for these factors was also collected in the field by consultant C. J. Hensch &
Associates, Inc.. As mentioned earlier, they also collected traffic volume information. Once the
adjusted capacity was calculated using Capacity Tables, weighted average v/c ratio for Year 2007
was determined. This v/c ratio 0.91 is higher than 0.85: Since there are no mitigating factors, LOM
for after case will also remain the same as the existing case and is given in Table 2 as
MODERATE.

CONGESTION REDUCTION STRATEGIES

It is the stated policy of the Congestion Management System to apply cost-effective demand and
system management measures as the first component of all congestion reduction strategies. Added
capacity roadway projects are justified only if cost-effective demand management and system
management strategies fail to reduce vehicular congestion to acceptable levels. Where demand or
system management projects are feasible and cost-effective, project sponsors, or relevant
implementing agencies and the MPO must commit to their implementation or incorporation into a
proposed added-capacity project as a pre-condition to federal funding assistance. Project design,
concept, and scope must also be consistent with any selected management strategies.

Since this is a State Highway in Rural Region with limited numbers of signals and sparsely populate
area, as per Congestion Management Plan (CMS), we do not have a Transportation System
Management (TSM) and Transportation Demand Management (TDM) in our Tool-Box to apply
congestion nutigating factor to this corridor.



Analysis and Results

Since v/c ratio suggests enough congestion in Year 2007 and with no TSM/TDM considered, results
are as such given in Table 2.

Table 2
LOM for Year 2007
SH 36 From South Of Brazoria To South Of Jones Creek Bridge
CSJ # 0188-05-027
LOM Before LOM After

Implementation of Implementation of
TSM/TDM Projects | TSM/TDM Projects
{2007) (2007)

Yr. 2007 Adjusted LOM 091 0.91

It 1s obvious that the LOM within the limits of the project is MODERATE in the existing Year
2007. Therefore, adding capacity is justifiable and can be further explored.

Information from TxDOT about exact time frame of construction of this project is being
requested. Reason is H-GAC is responsible for evaluating the before-and-after results. H-GAC’s
consultant C. J. Hensch & Associates, Inc. has already collected the before implementation
travel time runs for the perfonnance evaluation.
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Mr. Pat Henry, P.E.

Project Manager

Texas Department of Transportation
P.O. Box 1386

Houston, TX 77251-1388

Re: SH 36: Jonea Creek to 0.2 mile north of the Brazos River Diversion
Channel

Net Benefit Programmatic Section 4(f) Evaluation

CSJ: 0188-06-046

Dear Mr. Henry:

The Texas Department of Transportation (TXDOT) proposes to upgrade

SH 36 and Spur 10 (Hartledge/Gerken Road) from US 59 in Fort Bend

Counly to FM 1495 in Brazoria County. The proposed improvements are

Intended to increase safety, access, and mobility for the transportation of

pecple and commercial goods in coastal areas during emergency
fuations.

Although the propoesd highway improvements woulkd not encroach onto
the Peach Point Wildlife Management Area (WMA) property, TxDOT
proposes to construct a floodplain detention pond within a construction
easement located adjacent to Jones Creek on Texas Parks and Wildlife
Department (TPWD) property at the WMA. TxDOT has worked with
TPWD to develop a design for the detention pond that would improve
wildiife opportunities while also meeting the fioodpiain mitigation needs.
The detention pond would be operated by TPWD and would serve 1o
enhanoemewaterrawlroostingatminmeWMAaswellasprwiding
flood storage capacity.

In coordination with the environmental assessment process, TPWD
agrees with the floodplain mitigation basin design concept presented in
TxDOT's Draft Programmatic Section 4(f) Evajuation. Further, TPWD
concurs that the proposed basin would result in a net benefit to the Peach
Point WMA. We appreciate the opportunity to work with TxDOT on this
highway improvement project.

Sincerely,

Tmmm

Project Leader, Central Coast Wetlands Ecosystem Project

Cc.  Karen Coopersmith, HNTB Corporation
Lance Olenlus, TxDOT

Fo manage and conserre the matural end cultnrel resvurces of Trxas and (o provide bunting, fishing
and vwtdear recreation opportunities for the use and enfoyment of presen! and future generations.

TEXAS PARKS & WILDL PAGE B2
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HNTB Corporation 2 Kertt pont Qv Teirphone (261 W AT00

THE #NT5E COMPANIES Sulte 6505 Fareemile (2R1) 9316330
STFEE SR AF Y Ttatts Diat s Howstaa, TX TTORD washntb.eom
May 22, 2007

Ms. Marie Beth Jones, Chairman HNTB

Brazoria County Historical Commission
130 East Cedar
Angelton, TX 77515

RE: Spur 10 from US 59(S) in Rosenberg, to SH 36 in Fort Bend County;
SH 36 from FM 2218 in Pleak, Fort Bend County to FM 1495 in Freeport,
Brazoria County
Follow up to early coordination for CSJs: 0787-05-050; 0188-02-029;
0188-03-019; 0188-05-027; 0188-06-046; 111-08-100; 0188-04-035;
0188-04-025; 0187-05-048; 0188-02-036

Dear Ms. Jones:

On behalf of the Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT), HNTB initiated
early coordination with the local Texas Historical Commission (THC) for the
above referenced project in September 2000. The proposed improvements will
widen the existing two-lane facility to a four-lane facility from US 59(S) in
Rosenberg, to FM 1495 in Freeport, a distance of approximately 55 miles. The
Spur 10 portion of the project, south of Rosenberg to existing SH 36, is
approximately 5 miles in length.

Given the length of fime since the last communication and public meetings, we
wanted to again respectfully request that a representative from your office
contact our office if you are aware of any information which may assist with

project environmental planning. If you need additional information, please calt me
at 281-931-2742.

Sincerely,
HNTB CORPORATION

!W 4}”/@%’7’” ' {Zi—/——mh_m }

Karen E. Coopersmith
Environmentai Planner

Attachment: Project Location Map

Cc: Lance Olenius- TxDOT Houston District
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HNTE Carporation I Martape ot Reive Teiwphone 287 9312700

THE HNTE COMPANIES Suie 050 Feusimile 1280 931632
Fretacars Socbelenis © o 74 tiousion, TXTTC60 wawhnib.oon
May 22, 2007

Mr. Michael Moore, Chairman

c/o Mr. W.M. Von-Maszewski

Fort Bend County Historical Commission HNTB
George Memonai Library

1001 Golfview Drive
Richmond, TX 77469-5199

RE: Spur 10 from US 59(S) in Rosenberyg, to SH 36 in Fort Bend County;
SH 36 from FM 2218 in Pleak, Fort Bend County to FM 1495 in Freeport,
Brazoria County

Follow up to early coordination for CSJs: 0187-05-050; 0188-02-029;
0188-03-019; 0188-05-027; 0188-06-046; 111-08-100; 0188-04-035;
0188-04-025; 0187-05-048; 0188-02-036

Dear Mr. Moore and Mr. Von-Maszewski:

On behalf of the Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT), HNTB initiated
early coordination with the local Texas Historical Commission (THC) for the
above referenced project in September 2000, The proposed improvements will
widen the existing two-lane facility to a four-lane facility from US 59(S) in
Rosenberg, to FM 1495 in Freeport, a distance of approximately 55 mites. The
Spur 10 portion of the project, south of Rosenberg to existing SH 36, is
approximately 5 miles in length.

Given the length of time since the last communication and public meetings, we
wanted 1o again respectiully request that a representative from your office
contact our office if you are aware of any information which may assist with
project environmental planning. if you need additional information, piease call me
at 281-931-2742.
Sincerely,
HNTB CORPORATION
c &/Qnm/%-mu

aren E. Coopersmith

Environmental Planner

Attachment: Project Location Map

Cc: Mr. Lance Olenius- TxDOT HMouston District
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300 East 8" Street, Am, 826

o Austin, TX 78701
UL Daporoment
e ﬂ;ﬂ m Merch 12, 2002
I Rﬂlﬂ}l 0
Taxas Division s-s':c-u Rfer To:
Fort Bend and Bazoria Counties’
Spur 10: US 595 to SH 36 (1.5 miles south of Pleak) and i EOUDREIN Bbee *

SH 36: FM 2218 south of Pleak to FM 149§
Control: 01R87-05-048, 0188-02-029, 0188-03-019, 0188-04-035
0188-04-023, 0188-03-027, 0188-06-046, 0111-08-100

e

150
,Nlcu U L‘:ﬂ.!!

Mr. Marcos N. Redford, P.E.

Chief. Pridge Administration Branch tid 407 - 1 (3
Eight Coast Guard District

501 Magazine Street

New Orlesns, Louisiana 70130-3396

Dear Mr. Redford:

The Texas Dopartment of Transportation (TxDOT) is preposing to replace and widen a bridge on
State Highway 36 over Jones Creek in nsing federal funda. On Janmuary 14, 2002, TxPOT
provided infoxmation to this office supporting their contention thar a United States Cosst Guard
perrnit is not required for this Jocation. mwmyumbjmmddﬂmm

howevey, it does not carriss navigation or shipping of any kind.

Bascd oa the information submitted by TxDOT, we conclude that Jones Creek Bridge (SH-36) is
not now used 0ot I8 it susceptible to use in its natural condition or by reasonable improvement as
a means to tansport interstate or foreign comruerce. We believe that this bridge constraction is
exempt from the requirernents imposed under 33 U.S.C. 401 and 525(b). Further, this project is
exerapt from the lighting and signal requirements of 33 CFR 118.40(b).

Sincerely yours,

AL

Division Bridge Engincer

— — —
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'€ Cotamatuder ' g:um

41.S, Depertmeant St
of Transportation Elghit Const Suard Disirict New Ortanew, LA 701503309 |
Hala Boggs Fodem) Bulding Sralt Symbok; 6bc
Unitad States Shona: 804-580-20858
Coest Guard FAX: S04-563-305
16591C

March 18, 2002

Mc. Pat Henry, P.E.

Director of Project Development

‘Texas Department of Transportation, Houstan District
P. 0. Box 1384

Hougton, Texas 77251-1386

Desr Mr. Heory:

Pleass refar to your letter dated January 15, 2002, regarding your proposed project to replace the
existing Stste Route 36 bridge across Jones Creek in Forz Bend County, Texas.

Alﬂwughlm(:reekisﬁdnllyinﬂnmedandmsiduediobeamvigabhwnmay,itismt
used in its natural condition by commercial vessels or recreational vessels. Furthermore, itnot
smupuﬁhbymmmuamvmtuamwmmmmﬂﬂmipme.
Entiﬁamgml.the(PHWA]ln:mndeadﬂemlnnﬂon,ﬂmﬂﬁsbﬁdgeptojwtismmﬁ:om
requirements imposed under 33 U.S.C. 401 and 525(b). Thetefote, under the Surface
Trensportation Assistance (STA) Act of 1978, per 23 CFR §650.805, a Coast Coard permit is not
required for canstruction of the proposed bridge.

Tt must be noted that the subject Act which amended Title 23 U.S. Code to includs 23 U.5.C.
144(h), did not excluds that category of bridges from the application of 14 U.8.C. 85. The lster
shm:nquhuﬂmaubﬁshmmtmmndopemﬁmofmmadxqquﬁdﬁﬂmmd
signals on fixed structures, inclading bridges. Approvef of lights and other signals required
under the provisions of 33 CFR 118.40 should be obtained from this office, prior 1o the
commancement of construction or Yot must request an exempition from lighting requitcments.
Your statement of the reason fox the exemption must fulfill the requirements of this section. For
example, if no significant nighttime navigation occurs af the proposed bridge site, 2 statement to
that effect is required before an exemption could be mado.

If we can be of any further assistance, please contsctus.




A Texas Department of Transportation

PD. 80X 1384 « HOUSTON, TEXAS 772511386 + (713] 802.5000
October 17, 2001

Project No. 16591A CONTACT Drp
Fort Bend and Brazoria Counties
Spur 10: LS 595 w SH 36 (1.5 miles South of Plezk)
SH36: FM 2218 South of Pleak 10 FM 1495
Conirel 0187-05-048, 0138-02-029, 0783-03-019, 0153-04-035,
0183-04-025, 0188-05-(27, 0188-06-046 and 0111-08-100

Mr. Marcus N. Redford, P.E.

Chief, Bridge Administration Brmnch
Eighth Coast Geard District

30) Magzzine Street

New Oreans, Louisiana 70130-3196

Dear Chief Redford:

Referencing correspondencz from your office dated March 22, 2001, we are submitting a Dridge
Project Questionnaire for the Jones Creck Bridge replacement required for the SH 36 roadway
widening project from US 59(S) in Fort Bend County, Texas o FM 1495 in Freeport, Brazoria
County, Toxas. Two bridges were referenced in prior comespondence, the Brazos River Diversion
Chaancl Bridge and the Jones Creek Bridge. Although the Brazos River Diversion Channe is
included Within the project limits, no improvements will occur 1o the bridge, According 0 a phone
conversation on August 27, 2001 with Flo Hannah, HINTB Corporntion, it was detennined that no
ppermits were necessary for the Brazos River Diversion Channel Bridge.

The enclosed questionnaire ard atinchments reqoest vour evaluation of the Jones Cresk Bridge
replacement. The proposed project will widen the existing bridge structure from wo to four lanes
within the existing right-of-way. At this time we are requesting your evaluation of this project {o
determine whether of ot a permit will be required for the replacement of the Jonies Creek Bridge.

Your atteption to this maner will be greatly appresiated. I further information is needed, plense
contact Ms. Susan Patterson at (713) 802-5247,

SP-vkb
Attachmcnis
¢ Ms. Susan Patterson

be: Ms. Debbie Taylor - HNTB Corporation

An Equsl Opportunity Empiloyer
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8e.
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9b.

10.

12

13

Date:

Anachments:

FAX 7134025866 TX DOT PROJECT DEV Qo04

Any netural or manmade obstructions, bridges, dams, weirs, etc. downstream or
upstream? Yes No _ X

IF yes, provide upstream/dawnstream location with relstion to the proposed
bridge.  H/A

If bridges are localed upstream or dawnstream, provids vertical clearance at mcan
high water and mean low water and horizontal cleamz:c normal 16 the axis o!' the

channel. _¥/a

Provlde a photograph of the bridge from the waterway showing channel spans.
Sae attached phoco

Will the structure replace an exisling bridge? Yes £ No Y

Provide permit number and issuing agencies of permits for bridge(s) to be
replaead HIA

medcwrtieal ¢learance st mean high water and mean low water snd horizontal
clearance narmal 10 the axis of the chanrel for the proposed bridge,
Vertical mean low 115.5 inches korizontal 30 fc.
Vartical nean high L18.0 inches : ;
List nemes and addresses of persons whose property adjoing bridge right-of-way.
I, Stringfullow Rel. Tnterest C/0 Pereival T. Beacreft, Jr.

X 814 Woodville, Hissourli 3 C .1
2, Peach Point WA, TRWD €/0 Todd Merendino
1700 7th Screac, . Bay CiEy, 1%, Fh.. 979-265<

List names and addresses/locationof marinas, merine repmr fagilitics, public boat
* ramps, privata pienldocks aleng the waterway within % mile of the bridge site.

None to the wea
_Eem_hmm_u_m.mt

Attach location map and plans for the proposed bridge; including venical
clearances above mean high water and mean low watzr and horizontal elearance
normal to exis of the walerway. See ateached map and question 9b.

Attach three (3) photographs teken at the proposed bridge site: one looking
upatream, one looking downstream, and ona looking along the alignment
centerling across the bridge site.

Signature:

Loesation Map
Bridge Plans
Photographs
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U.S. Deparmment Cammancar 501 P

of Transportation Egnth Coast Suard Distne umwonom'!fam;utrzn-aasa
. Hals Bogygs Fedara Builaing Staff Symoot: ob 1

United States~ Phone: 504-389-2585 |

Coast Guard

Tz DOT
aECEIVEy

CcC 18 2001

TON uaiL oPERAT
Mr. James G. Darden. P.E. N MAIL OP

Director of Project Development

Texas Deparment of Transportation, Houston Distict
P. 0. Box 1386

Houston, Texas 77251-1385

Ref: Control Nos:6487-85-048, 03 88‘-62'-629;‘0'188-03\-0}9;91'88”-0#-'53‘5,-0'1 88-84=025; * - - --.-
0188-05-027, 0188-06-046 and 0] 1-08-100

Dear Mr, Darden: {

Your letter dated October 17, 2001 forwarded 2 Bridge Project Questionnaire and requested that
we evaluate your propesed project 1o replace the existing State Route 36 bridge across Jones
Creek in Fort Bend County, Texas. - You requested a determination as to whether or ot a Coast
Guard Bridge Permit will be required for the project. S

I

Since Jones Creek is subject to tidal influence, it is considered navigable and, as a result, the
Coast Guard may become involved in the permitting process. However, Ms. Susan Patterson of
your st with indicatéd to us in a telephone conversation thar this bridge replacement project
will be funded by federal funds, Furthermore, your Bridge Project Questionnaire indicateq that
the waterway is neithe{ used by commercial vessels nor recreational vessels. Therefore, prior to

should mske 2 de!e:mi%':aﬂon. under the Surface Transportation Assistance (STA) Actof 1978,
per 23 CFR §650.805, whether or not 2 USCG permit is required for bridge constructon. That

.. determination must be coordinated by the FHWA with this office. . | ‘ —.

Section 144(h) of Title:23 U.8, Code was enacted in 1978 to reduce paperwork and related costs
in the execurion of the Coast Guard's bridge permit prograrns. This section has been amended by
the Act of April 2, 1987 (Public Law 100-17), to further reduce paperwork and related cosws in
the permitting of bridges funded by this Act. By reason of this provision, certain bridges ~
which are constructed, reconstructed, renabilitated, or replaced with federal assistance impused
under Title 23 U.S. Code — are no longer subject to the permirting requirements imposed under
33 U.S.C. 40! and 525(b). The bridges which are included in this excluded category are those
that cross waterways: :

(1) which are not used and are not susceptible 10 use in their natral condition ar by
" reasonable impjovément as a means to ransport interstate or foreign commerce; and

(2) which are: nontidal; or if tidal, used by vessels less than 21 faet in length.

X



_____ 14 WYL FRUJBUL BEY Qoos/905

— 165914
, December 13, 200,

Since FHWA has thegreaponsfbility for the STA Act, the Coast Guard will accept a dﬂﬂ:L:Inaﬁou

by the FHWA Administrator that 3 bridge project receiving federal assistance under Tite 23U.S.

Code meets the mva‘mten ia and js exempted for Coast Guard Bridge Administration pur'rposes.
that

It must be noted the subject Act which amended Tite 23 U.S. Code to inciude 23 U.S.C,
144(h), did not exclude thar category of bridges from the application of 14 U.S.C. 85. The later
statute requires the establishment, maintenance, and operation of Coase Guard required lights and
signals on fixed structures, including bridges, Approval of lights and other signals required
under the provisions of 33 CFR 113 should be obtained from thig oifice, prior to the
commencement of cohstruction,

Z0SN. ’EDFORD, PE.
i Chief, Bridge Administrarion Branci
By Direction of the Commander /
Eighth Coast Guard District ;

Copy: Mr. Joe Heflin, FEWA Division Administrator, Anstin, TX

[B% ]
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[Feceral Register: May 1. 2000 (Volume 65, Number 8h)]{Notices] [Page 25413-25416]From the

Federal Register Online via GPO Access [wais,access. gpo. gov][DOCED:ﬁ-OImyOO-IOS]

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATIONCaast Guard[USCG- 1598-3333) Marine Transportarion
System: Waterways, Ports, and Their Intermodal Connections AGENCY': Coast Guard,

DOT.ACTION: Notice of meeting; request for comments.

SUMMARY: The Coast Guard, Maritime Administration, National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration, U.S. Army Corp of Engineers, and the{[Page 25415]]Environmental Protection
Agency are hosting seven Regional Dialog Sessions (RDS) in port cities around the country to report
on progress in addressing the MTS Report recommendations and 1o more actively engage local and
regional stakeholders in MTS issues. This norice announces the dares and iocations of the seven
Regional Dialog Sessions. These dialog sessions are the second round of outreach in developing 2
customer-based strategy to ensure the marine Tansportation System meets user and public
expectations for the 21st century.D. : i ' i

Chicago, IL, May 31 from 1 p.1m. to 3 p.m, and conunuing on June 1, 2000 Som §:3
Memphis, TN, June 6, 2000 from 9 a.m. to 5 p.m. Philadelphia, PA, Jupe 12,2000 rom 9 am. to 5
p.m. Jacksonville, FL. June 20 from noon 10 4 p.m. and conunuing on June 21, 2000 from 8 am. to
noon. Seattle, WA, June 27, 2000 from 9 &.m. to 5 p.m. Los Angeles, CA, July 11, 2000 fom 9 am.
10 5 p.m. Houston, TX, July 17 Fom 1 p.m. to 5 p.m. and coutinuing on July 13, 2000 from 8 a.m. to
noon. Comrments must be received by the Docket Management Facility by August 18,

2000.ADDRESSES: The public mestings will be held at the following locations: Chicago, II.—-

Federal Aviation Administation Conference Center, 2300 E. Deven Avenue, Des Plaiges, . 60018.

Memphis, TN-Carzill Inc., 1877 Channel Avenue, President's Island, TN 38113. Philadelphia, PA-
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Region 3 Auditorium. 1650 Arch Street, 4th Floor,
Philadeiphia, PA 19103, Jacksonville, F1.—Sea Turtle Inn, 1 Oceaan Blvd., Atlantic Beach, FL 32233.
Seattle, WA--NOAA's Auditorium in Building 9, 7600 Sand Poine Way, Seattle, WA 98115.6349,
Los Angeles, CA--Port Plaza, 100 W. 5th Street. San Pedro, CA 90731, Houston, TX—JW Marriott-
Galleria, 5150 Westheimer Road, Houston, TX 7036. To make sure your written comments and
related material are not entered more than once in the docket, please submit them by only one of the

following means: (1) By mail to the Docket Management Facility, (USCG-1998-3553), U.S.
¥ et SW., Washington, DC 20590-0001.

(2) By hand deliverv to room PL-401 on ihe Plaza level of the Nassif Building, 4C0 Seventh Streat
SW., Washington, DC 20590-0001. between 9 a.m. and 5 p-m1., Monday through Friday, except
holidays. The telephone numper is 202-366-5329. (3) By fax to the Docket Management Facility ar
202-493-2251. (4) Electonically through the Web Site for the Docket Management System at
http:/:dms.dot.gov. The Docket Management Facility maintains the public docket for this notice.
Comments will become part of inis docker and will be available for inspection or copying at room
PL-201, located on the Plaza Level of the Nassif Building at the above address between 9 am. and 5
p.m., Monday through Friday, except Federal holidays. You may elecronically access the public
dociet for this notice on the Intemer at http.“dms.dot.gov.FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT: For questions on the public docket, contact Dorothy Walkar, Chier. Deckets,
Departzent of Transpor:ation, telephone 202-366-9329; for questions on this notice, contact LTIG
Parrick Baretli, U'.S. Coas: Guard (G-MWP-1), telephone 202-267-2234. SUPPLEMENTARY

htp:/7www. uscg.mi I:’d&’msofpomrrhun’FedRegB 3CFR162.75.htm taenn



L\ vue L1 Federal Regulations] Page 2513

INFORMATION:Re2quest for Comments We encourage interested persons to participate in this
dialog by submirting wrirten data, views, or other relevant documents. Persons submitting comments
should include their names and addresses, identify this notice (USCG-1998-3533), and the reasons
tor each comment. Please submit aj} comments and artachments in an unbound format, no larger than
8'1:2 x 1! inches. suitable for copying and electronic filing to the DOT Docket Management Facility
at the address under ADDRESSES. If vou wanr acknowledgment of receipt of vour comments,
enclose a stamped, self-addressed post card or snvelope. We will consider al! comments presented at
the regional dialog sessions and submitred in writing to the dockat during the comment
period.Background The Murine Transportation System (MTS) inciudes waterways, ports, and their
intermodal connections with highways, milways, and pipelines. The MTS links the United States to
overseas markets and is important w national security interests. Excluding Mexico and Canada, over
95% of the U'S. foreign rrade by tonnage is shipped by sea. and 14% of LS, inter-city freight is
transported by water. Forecasts show that U.S. forei Zn ocean-borne trade is expected 1o more than
double by the vear 2020; and commuter ferries, recrearional boating, and other recreational uses of
the waterway are expected to increase, placing even greater demands on the marine Tapsportation
system. In turn, an expanding marine oransportation system will pose greater challenges for protecting
and enhancing the environment. Many federal agencies, state and local governments, port authorities,
and the private sector share respoasibility for the marine ransportation systern. Recognizing that the
economic, safety, and environmenral implications of aging infrastrucmurs, inadequare channels, ard
congested intermodal connections will become more critical as marine maffic volume increases, the
Secretary of Transpontation began a multi-agency MTS initiative in March 1998, The MTS initiative
began in the spring of 1998 with seven Regional Listening Sessions to gather stakeholder inpur on the
cwrrent state and future needs of the MTS. The input received at the liszening sessions became the
basis for a National MTS Conference in November of 1998. Afier the conference, the Secretarv
established the Congressionally mandated MTS Task Force to conduct an assessment of the U.s.
Marine Transportation Svstem. The September 1999 MTS Task Force Report 10 Congress, An
Assessment of the Marine Transportation System, recommended action in seven strategic areas. The
docket (USCG-1998-3553) contains the Report to Congress, summaries of the Regional Listening
Sessions, and the Proceedings of the National MTS Conference. You may acczss it elecronically on
the [nrernet at htip://dms.dot.gov. [mplementarion of the recommendations contained in Chapter § of
the Report to Congress will be the focus of the Regional Dialog Sessions. Formar of Regional Dialog
Sessions The regional dialog sessions ars open to the public and will consist of briefings and
facilitared breakout sessions. Public artendees are welcome t0 participate in all sessions. Information
on Services for Individuals With Disabilities For information on facilities or servicss for individuals
with disabilities or to request special assistance ar the meeting, contact the persen under FOR
FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT as soon as possible.[[Page 25416]] Dated: April 23,
2000.R.C. North.Rear Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard, Assistant Commandant for Marine Safety and
Environmental Protaction.[FR Doc. 00-10834 Filed +-26-00; 4:50 pm]BILLING CODE 4910-15.1

Disclaimer
GG Y ore A ( age
—M
LSCG Home
LSCG Eighth District

ARy questions or foruments Tegarding this pags, plaase e-matl me a; *Bonme Duck™.

http.':'.’www.uscg.mi!."d&'msofportanhurFedRegS 3CFR162.73.htm AR
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Ms. Susan Parerson
Texas Deparment of Transportation

2,0. Box 1386
Houston, Taxas 77251-1386

REZ:  State Highway 36
Coast Guard Questionnaire

Dear Ms. Patierson:

Per our phene conversation on Decemter 12, 2001 the U.S. Coast Guard had a few quessdons
regarding the Bridge Project Quesdonnaire for the Jones Creek Bridge. We have re-evaluated

the questionnaire to address those issues as follows:

1. Is the Jones Creek Bridge going 1o be lowersd? According to the design enginesr, in a phone

conversation on 12-14-01, the bridge will not be lowered; it will be redesigned at the same
sievarion,
The vertical clearances ar mean high tide and low tide appeared o be switched and were in
inches. We have recalculared these clearances and recorded them in feet and irches.

19

We have attached for review a copy of the questionnaire with the revisions. Please fas] fres to
call Ms. Heather Niles at 832-601-2010 if you have any questions or requirs any addirional

informarion.
Sincerely,
ENT3 CORPORATION

/QM-:.{/J & Jﬂ;’-—f {n

Debbie C. Tavlor-Dirsctor
2nvironmental Planning Deparmment

DCT/an
Arachment: Bridge Replacement Questionnaire (Jores Crezk)

Ce:  Mr. Marcus Redford- USCG
File 2 31863-C03-001
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Cesartmants Cammander £07 Maguzine Sirem
ansporatien Egnin. C2ast Guard Slaine New Criaans, tA 70130.1354
Mala 22553 Fecaral Suiking Sa® Syrnbal: g
Unitad States Phone: 564-385.298%

Caast Guard

BRIDGE RROIZCT QUESTIONNAIRE

Fleasz zrovids the foliowing informaticn:

A,

NAVIGATION DATA:

[. Nams of Waterway: Jones Craek
ia, Mileage along waierway measured Som meuthorconuence - 12,3 miZag

) -, Tidally influezcad from o
Tributary of salt parsh £o_soyush 2t raile -

2. Geesgraphis-iocasion: _ SE36, the tour of. Jones Craak Brazoria
(Read Numzer Cicy County Stare) '

N/A

o

3. Townshig, section and sanga, i agciicable:
4 Tidally iafluenced a: propesed Eridgesite? Yes 2 No " i

Raagseftide dpprox. 2.5 inchas

2 & ' See ArctacHment ! C
Depth and width of wararway a: Fropesas bridge site:

)
30%z. span between pilings : : :
_ X : Dezths fidths

A7 Magn High Tide ' . 2Zt. 2.3iaches - agorox. 64f=.

AtMzanlow _Tid¢ zz. * . aporox, 607c.

8. Characeer of prasent vesse! ra=e nowatsrway, [Tnone, so'state; None £

Cznoe - Rowbgar - Simal! Mcrertoa: Cabin Cruisar .
mprpamin ¥ f el 13 » .
Housabgar Foricez Bear Saiihea:.

ga.  Provide verieal clagranes reguiver-en: far lorzest vessal using the watzrvay: 5
- 9.vgssel_obsarved uysin watarway. Vercical claa=- i3 au==apge=1ss -
§.s teeC Ircm wafer =5 gpl::am of Brades’ Gigarance =3 cuzTenily

§b.  Provide ptotogmazh of sack tvre i vesse[Tsing the waterway,
N/A
Are dese watess vsad 1o Tansgert iniersias or forsign commerca?

?- - ey
Yes No I_ . i
E— R S :
72, Arsihese waters susceotisis 19 use in hais azmim’ ecndiden o by raascnatis :
Imzrovementas a manns to FUDEOT iniersiie or foreign commerce? :
Yes Ne x .
7Et. ADY plaanes walamwvay imiaeavements iz parmmic \arger vessels 1o navigass (0 your
Knowiedes)?  No ITe3, whatara they?

ENCLOSURE(



8. Any natural or masmade obscuctions, Eridges, dams, weirs, etc. downszeam or
upstream? Yess Ne _ ¢ . ‘

8a L7 yes, pravide upsiream/downsirsam loeaticn with rslation tq the proposed
tridge. N :

85, [Teridges ars located upsceam or doewnszTaam, crovide vertical clsarance at meap
nigh water and m2ar low water and herizontl clearance normal 1o the axisef'the’

.rl N - " -

channe!l. N/a

8c.  Pravice a phetograph of the bridge Som the waterway showing shanre! spars,
See arcached zhocos
9. Will the stracturs replacs an existing bridge? Yes £ No
The new bridge structuca will be az the sS33E @i2vatidd 45 Che existing br
9a. Provide permit aumber and issuing agencies of sermits jor bridge(s) 1o be
P :
replaced, /4

——

96.  Provide verical ciearancs at mean high water and mezn low water apd herizenial
clearance nermal te the axis of the chanzel for the propesed beidge.
low - 9.6f¢, high - 9.43¢. hozizgacal - 3CZz,

10.  List names and addresses of perscns whose preperty adjoins cricgs might-ofway,
- tziaglellow Rel. Iateres: c/o Parcival T. Bezc—a<g » Jr.
?.8. Box 8.4, Woodville, Missous:i 35659-08.4
2. Peaci Polct WMA, TFWD c/o Todd Me=sndiao
LsOU /e3 Scraec, Ra. 10., Bav City, TX 774&l:a

1L, List names and addresses/location of marinas, marine repair facilides, putlic boat
ramps, private piers/docks along the warerway within '% mile ofthe Eridge site.
Jcrna to the Wasc
Joze =3 che Tast

12. Aaxachlecation map azd plans for the proposed bridge; including verseal
clearances atove mean high water and mean low water and kerizental clsarancs
rorma! 1o axis of the waterway, '

'Sae actachmens aad quescion 9%,

15 Azach Qres (3) shotegrapis takan ac the prepesed bridge sits: cre looking
upst=am, one looking downsiream, and cne lookiag 2lang the alignoment
ceateriing across iha tridge site.

Date: Signacure: .
Attachments: Locatien Magz

Bridge Plarns
Phetegraphs

1~



l Texas Department of Transportation

P.0. BOX 1386 » HOUSTON, TEXAS 77251-1386 » {713) 802-5000 R ECE , VE
October 11, 1999 0CT 14 199y
CONCURRENCE USFWS ClearLak
Brazoria County CONTACT. DPD

. : ; The U.S. Fish and WildlHa con
SH 36: Fort Bend County Line to FM 1495 curs
Controls 0188-03-019, 0188-04-035, 01880453 Vo Propesed A Wi have i edverse
0188-05-027, 0188-06-046, 0111-08-400 ->gered speciea. listad threatened or

Mr. Carlos H. Mendo_za . Approved ,
U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service J
17629 El Camino Real, Suite 211 ga(iostl;l-. g‘dm%ﬁ

foject Leader, Clear Lake ES Flaig¢ Office
Houston, Texas 77058 US.  »and Widiife Se

17622 L) Camino Real, Sults 211
8

Dear Mr. Mendoza: Houston, Texas 7705

The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) is proposing to widen SH 36 from a two-lane
undivided facility to a four-lane rural divided facility in Brazoria County, Texas. Please see the
vicinity map included for your convenience.

This letter is in reference to the determination of “no effect” on threatened or endangered wildlife
and vegetation species in the subject project area as listed below.

Wildlife Species Common Name Threatened/
Endangered
REPTILES N
Chelonia mydas Green Sea Turtle T
Lepidochelys kempii Kemp's Ridley Sea Turtle E
Caretta caretta Loggerhead Sea Turtle T
Eremmochelys imbricata Hawksbill Sea Turtle E
Dermochelys coriacea Leatherback Sea Turtle E
BIRDS
Grus americana Whooping Crane M) E
Haligeetus leucocephatus Bald Eagle M) E
Pelecanus occidentalis Brown Pelican ™N)+®R) E
Charadrius melodus Piping Plover W) T
M = Migrant Only R = Year Round Resident
N = Nesting Activity W = Winter Concenmation

An Equal Opportunity Empioyer



Mr. Carlos H. Mendoza
October 13, 1999
Page 2 - -

The proposed project will require additional right-of-way. Field surveys of the area by TxXDOT
environmental personnel showed evidence of or habitat for threatened and endangered species.

Your verification and concurrence with our determination of “no effect” to threatened/
endangered species can be provided by affixing your signature in the space provided below.,
Should you need any further information concemning this project, please contact Ms. Julie Morse
at (713) 802-5252.

Sincerely,

Al

/ James G. Darden, P.E.
Director of Project Development

Houston District

JEM:vkh
Attachment
cc: Ms. Julie Morse



l Texas Department of Transpoﬂation

4 .QOX 1386 » HOUSTON, TEXAS 77251-1386 « (713) 802-5000

x DOCT
RECE!VEp

b RECEIVED
OCT 274223 October 13, 1999 OCT 14 iyyy
&usron pisTRICT USFWS Clearl.ake F
Fort Bend County CONTACT: DPD

. NCURRENCE
Spur 10: US 59 to SH 36 (1.5 mi. S ofP[ealSo c c

SH 36: FM 2218 to Brazoria County Line The U.S. Fish and Wildlife concurs

Conrtrols 0137-05-048, 0133-02-029, 0187-08130e proposed activity will have no adverse
effect on any federally listed threataned or
en-:"jered specias,

Date D 29 | Ql ci %
Mzs. Carlos H. Mendoza ]
U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service Approved LT &—U-ag

u
17629 El Camino Real, Suite 211 4%‘“ Carlos H. Mendoza J
Houston, Texas 77058 Proi~-" ' ~ader, Clear Lake ES Fiald Office
1R4 ~nd Wildlife Service
Dear Mr. Mendoza: 17c_. ., Camino Real, Suite 211

Houston, Texas 77058
The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) is proposing to construct a four-lane, rural
facility (Spur 10) on new location and to widen SH 36 from a two-lane, tural, undivided facility

to a four-lane, rural, divided facility in Fort Bend County, Texas. Please see the vicinity map
included for your convenience.

This letter is in reference to the determination of “no effect” on threatened or endangered wildlife
and vegetation species in the subject project area as listed below.

Wildlife Species Common Name Threatened/
Endangered

BIRDS f

Tympanuchus cupido attwateri  Attwater’s prairie-chicken R) E

Haliaeetus leucocephalus Bald Eagle ™) T

PLANTS

Hymenoxys texana Texas prairie dawn-flower E

R = Year Round Resident

N = Nesting Activity ;
SCAN NED/%V

0CT 24 1899
PROJECT DEVELOPMENT SECTIO!

D P _D An Equal Oppaortunity Emplioyer



. Mr..Carlos H. Mendoza
October 13, 1999

Page2 . . voa

The proposed project will require additional right-of-way. Field surveys of the area by TxDOT
environmental personnel showed evidence of or habitat for threatened and endangered species.

Your verification and concurrence with our determination of “mo effect” to threatened/
endangered species can be provided by affixing your signature in the space provided below.
Should you need any further information concerning this project, please contact Ms. Julie Morse
at (713) 802-5252.

Sincerely,

James G. Darden, P.E.
Director of Project Development
Houston District

JEM:vkh
Attachment
cc: Ms. Julie Morse
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July 26, 2000 R

Ms. Edith A. Erfling

Fish and Wildlife Biologist

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Ecological Servicss

17629 El Camino Real, Suite 211
Houston. TX 77038

Dear Ms. Erfling:

We are uncer contract to the Texas Department of Transportarien to pregare
environmental analysis/constraints mapping and environmental documents for the
proposed State Highway 56/Spur 10 roadway projects. Spur 10 would be on new
alignment extending from US 59 in Rosenberg to SH 36 in Fort Bend County, a distance
of about 5 miles. The project on SH 36 would generaily follow the existing alignment
from FM 2218 in Pleak, Fort Bead County to FM 1493 in Frespor, Brazoria County.

A map of the corridor area is included with this letter. Your review of this project and its
potential impact, if any, on the resources under your purview would be greatly
appreciated. We would appreciate informarion regarding critical habitat that we could
include in our environmental constraints map. If additional information is desired, please
call me at 832-601-2030.

Sincerely,

HNTB CORPORATION

Richard P. Mc¢Gucken, CEP -
Senior Environmental Planner
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United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE '
Divisior of Ecological Services
17629 EI Camino Real #211
Houston, Texas 77058-3051
281/286-8282 / (FAX) 281/488-3882
August 25, 2000
Mr. Richard P. McGucken
HNTB
100 Gienborough Drive, Suitz 13C0
Houston, TX 77067-3611

Dear Mr. McGucken:

This responds to your July 26, 2000, lener rsquesting informacon on Texas Departremt of Transportatien’s
proposed State Highway 36/Spur 10 roadway projects. Spur 10 would be on sew alignmen: sxweading from
U.S. 39 in Rosenberg 0 SH 36 in Fort Bend County. a distancs of abour 3 miles, The SH 36 project would
generally follow the existing alignment Som FM 2218 in Pleak, Forr Bend County o FM 1495 in Freeport,
Brazoria County

A review of U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service files and your project maps indicare that several pairs of
threatened bald eagles Halizeerus leucocephalus are kmown 10 nest in the gencral viemmity of the proposed
project area in Brazoria County. The general location of these nesting territories have besn marked on the
enclosed map.

Individual bald eagles exhibit considerable variation in their Tesponses o human actviry, depending upon the
type, frequency, and duradon of actvity; the axtent of snvironmental medificaton; the point m time of the
bird's reproductive cycle; and various other factors not well underswod. Although it canuot be predicted with
absolute cerriny the effects a given disuurbance might have on 2 specific eagle or eagle pair, carmin actvities
are known ‘o disturb bald eagles more than others. The anclosed habirar management quidelines address some
of these concerns and idenrify recommended restrictions that may avoid potenrial impact to bald eagles if they
should oczur at or near the proposed project site.

The Service is also coocerned with potential impacts o the bonomiand hardwoods associatad with the Brazos
River. Bomomland hardwoeds, such as those found along the river, are weil-documentad o perform the
ecological values of providing habitat for fish and wildlife, reducing the detrimmental effecss of floads,
contributing to grouncwater recharge, maintining wager quality by rapping sediments and assimilating
pollutants, providing nurrients and detrirs, and funcdoning as 2 buffer berwesn terreswrial and aquaric
ecosystenis'=,

“Winger, P.V. 1986. Forssted wedands of the southeast: review of major characteristics and
role in maincining water qualiry. U.S. Fish Wildl. Serv., Rasour. Pubi. 163. 16 pp.

*Roelle. J.E., G.T. Aubie, D.B. Hamilton, R.L. Johason, and C.A. Segelquist, eds, 1987,
Results of a workshop concerning assessment of the {unctions of bonomland hardwoods, U.S. Fish
Wiidl. Serv., Nadonal Ecology Canter, Fort Collins, CO. NEC-87/16. 172 op.

*Johnson, R.R., and I.F. McCormick, tech. coord. 1978. Strategies for prowcton and
management of floodpiain wedands and other riparian ecosystems. Proc. symp. Dec. 11-13, 1978,
Callaway Gardens, GA. Gen. Tech. Rep. WO-12, Forest Serv., U.S. Dep. Agric., Wash. DC. 410 pp.



Mr. Richard P. McGucken . 2

Oftheorigina.!bottnmlandhardwoodsfuundm'rexas, only 37% remained in 1980°, Availzbile data on trends
mmmmmuvemwls%mmsmmsma 10%
decrease occurring during the period 1975-19857.

BommlmdfommTexasmweﬂ-dommedmbeemmcly:i:htntezmsofﬁshandwﬂdliﬁehabim. At
least lmspmiaofmunphﬂnﬁgrmbﬁﬂsamknowmomhmfnmofmemmmdh
Bema:dRiversystnms.mdmuﬂofmmwaﬁesmammmm.smmmlr.am
Umvemmm@mmmawwmhmmmmmmmm
documenmdthat!argcmnnbersofsangbirdsannnauyused:efomofd:elowerBrazosRiverdnmgthe
spring as swpover points. Manyofmcsespeciﬁhavedecﬁnedsigniﬁmnﬂydmingmepmmym. The

If you have any questioas, or if we can be of further assistance, please coatact Edith Erfiing at 281/286-3282.
Sincerely,
(e w. Carm

Carlos ﬁ Mendoza
Project Leader, Clear Lake ES Fieid Office

“Texas Parks and Wildlife Department, 1988. The Texas wetlands pian: addendnm w the
1985 Texas ouwdoor recreational plan. Texas Parks Wildl, Depart., Austin, TX. 35 pp.

*U.S. Fish and Wildlife Servics. 1984, Texas boaomiand hardwood preservarion program -
final concepr plan. U.S. Fish Wildl. Serv., Albuquerque, NM. 378 pp.
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The following mnagement guidelines were developed for the purpoce of helping landowners and managers meinesin or
i ‘g their land for the Senafit of bald eagles, if the species cz=urs o their property, by protecting the
. wental zsnaiticns e species recuires. Empnasia {8 placsd on providing informtion 2o that landouners a3y
i _..ize and avoid or minimize Nese humn-relatsd aczivities wnich may adversaly affect bald esgles, particilarly

e g e

- westing zairs. Hala eagles are arotected By a mumber of Federat and State laws and regulations (inctuging the

Endangered Species Act, 3ala fagle Protecticn Ace, and Nigratory 8ird Protection AcT) which prohibit such acts as
harasaing, haraming, disturbing, pursuing, atc. Sald esgles, or deatroying their nests. lndividal bald esgles
wxhibit cansidershis variation {n their respanses to human activity, deperding upen the type, freguency, and

- duratian of activiTy; the extent of ervirormental medification; the moist in timm of the Bird's reproductive cyele:
ardd various ather factors not well undarstoed. Although it carmat be prodicted with sbssiute eartainty the
sftscts a given disturtance mignt have on a specific esgle or esgle pair, cartsin activities are known te disturh
bald esgles more than others. ALTBILGH AQVISCRY QMLY, the foliswing suidelinea adidress some of thess cancamns and
identify recommerded rescrictions that should aveid potential imoae: to bald ewgies (and avoid conflict with
protective regulations). FOR ADDITIOWAL INFORMATION, PLEASE COMTACT THE CLEAR LAKE OFFICE OF TRE WLS. FISH AND
VILDLIFE SERVICE (FUS) AT 713-88-8222, (R THE TEXAS PARES AND WILDLIFE DEPASTRENT (512-389-5505 or 512-443-4311).

GENERAL INFORMATIOMS Oua to surveys carried out anmually by the Texas Parks and Vildlife Departaent,
bald eagle nest 3ites ere surrently known To ecsur in 27 southeastern Texas csuntiea, although enly a
pertian af these are active or sucsessful esen yesr. THE 2ALD EAGLE WESTING PERIC 1N TEXAS IS MCRMALLY OCTDBER
T0 JAY, with peak egg-laying {n Oecamoer anc naccning primarily in Jamuary. The young gensrally flecge in April
atser 10-12 waeks af grawth, but zarental care cantinues for another 4-5 weeks. Aculis and yong begin o migrate
morzh in May, with a sair sometimes remaining within a Serrizory all year. EAGLES ARE VULNERABLE TO DISTURSANCE
TRROUGHCUT THE RESTIMG PERICD, Sut particutarly curing the firat 12 eeexa (curing csurtship, nest building, egg-
laying, incubacion, and brooding). Disturboncs at enis time may cause nest abangorment and chilled or gverhesated
eggs or young., However, human acTivity sven tate in the nesting cycle may couse premture flecging end reice the
youngts shances for survival,

1

Not only is protectien 3f an actual MEST impartant; o is protection of the MEST SITE itself and all the comccnent
factors that atsracted the pair to the arsa in e first place. Cnos 3 suitable breeding cerritory Is found,
breeding pairs will retumn to the same area year afiar year, often using altarnace nasts within tha territory
during di fferent breeding years. Although a given nest may be lost cdus to weather or age of tha tree, s peir
of~=n recurns to the saam territory to begin ancther. In cases uhers one member o7 8 pair dies, the nest my 3o
() d for several years but then be recolonized by the surviving member returning with a new aate. Hesting
tories can even be inherited by subsequent jeneracions. Thersfors, guidstines intended to protect & nesting
ta, citory should spply to an "sbandcned™ neat site for st lesst five consecutive years of documented non-ma. *

JOMES FOR MESVING RARITAT: THE FOLLOMIRG HARITAT RAAGHENT GNDELINES, DJEVELLPED SY THE RUS AND TPMD
FR MESTING 8ALD EAGLES [N TEXAS, ARE BASED OM TEE IDEMTIFICATION OF THD RAMAGEMENT 20MES SUNSCISDING EACH NEST
SITE, WITR CERTAIN RECEDED RESTRICTIONS APPLYING TD EACH 20ME.

A. PRINART WAMAGEMENT ZOME FOR MEST SITES:

THIS ZOME SHOULD ENCOPASS AN AREA EXTEMOING 750 7O 1,500 FECT QUTMARD IN ALL DIRECTICNS FROM THE MEST SITE.
THE FuS RECOOENDS THAT THE FOLLOWING ACTIVITIES WOT OCTR VITHIN THIS Z0ME:

3. Alteration of habitat or samnge in land use, such as would result from resicentiat, coemercial, or
incusctrial ceveicoment; sonstruction projects; ar mining activities.

2. Tree-custing, logsing, of removal of Itees, eitner tiving ar deed.
]
3. Use of zhemicals taxie toc wildlife.

4. Placement of scove-growd slecirical transmission aor distribution tines. (Callisien with powertines and
elecirocution on poweriine structures remmin important causes of raptar mrzalicy. Placsment of
undersraund lines is strongly recammenced near Sald esgie nesss and winter soncantration sites.)

3. helfcspser or fixed-wing airsraft cperation within 500 feet vertical dixtance or 1,000 feet horizomeai
distance of the nest site, excapt during the nom-nesting season (about {ate-July to sariy-October).

6, Human entry, except as described below (or & otherwize specifically el lowed):

3) Minimsl-disturoence sctivities (such as hiking, fiening, caming, bird-watching), and cersain land-
use sctivities (such e farming, ranching, hunting) which are existing practices and have occurred

histarizaily on the aite, can be carried out zafely during the non—nesting period i no physieal
alteration of the primary onw is imolved.

b} The sctivities smtioned in (a) above which are existing practices and have sezurred historically on
the size curing the nesting sesson, ard Jo not spocor 2o be agversety jnpseting the suczess sf the negt
3ize, can be crTied ot safely during the nesting semson as well (late-Cetoter to earty=July) ift

(cantinued}
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September 1, 2000

Ms. Edith A. Erfling

Fisb and Wildlife Biologist

L. S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Ecological Services

17629 El Camino Real, Suite 211
Housion, TX 77058

RE:  Spur 10 from US 5%(S) in Rosenberg, to SH 36 in Fort Bend County;
SH 36 from FM 2218 in Pleak, Fort Bend County to FM 1495 in Freeport,
Brazoria County
Preliminary Resource Agency Field Visit

Dear Ms. Erfling:

On behalf of the Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT), HNTB would like 10
initate early coordination with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) for the
above referenced project. The proposed improvements will widen the existing two-lane
facility to a four-lane facility from US 59(S) in Rosenberg, to FM 1495 in Freeport, a
distance of approximately 57 miles. The Spur 10 portion of the project, south of
Rosenberg to existing SH 36, is proposed on new location and is approxirnately 5 miles

in length.

We respectfully request a representative of your agency atiend a preliminary resource
agency field visit. HNTB has scheduled the following two days for site visits:

Wednesday, September 27, 2000
Thursday, September 28, 2000

Each field visit will begin at 10:00 A.M. and is expected to last all day. We will mest at
the Rosenberg Civic and Convention Center, located at 3825 Highway 36 South.

A vicinity map of the project area is included with this letter. We would appreciate your
attendance at the field visit to offer any information which may assist with project
environmental planning. To confirm vour attendance or for additional information, please
feel call me or Ms. Heather Niles at 281-875-9292.
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Ms. Edith Eifling
Page2 -
Sincerely,

HNTB CORPORATION

Debbie C. Taylor-Manager
Environmental Planning Department
DCT/hln

Anachment: Vicinity Map

Cc:  Ms. Robin Sterry- TxDOT Environmental
File # 31863-005-001
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Ms, Edithk AL E:Sling
Fish ancd Wildlife Biologist
U.S. Fish and Wilclife Servics
17629 El Camino Rzal, Suite 211
Houston. TX 77038

RE:  Spurl0/State Highway 36 Wetland Delireation Participation

Dear Ms. Erfling:

Currently, FINTB is in the data collection phase for the Environmental Assessment of the
roadway improvements to State Highway 36 (SH 36) from FM 2218 in Pleak, Fort Bend
County 1o FM 1495 in Freeport. Brazera County. HNTB would liks 10 invite You or a
representative of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Servics (USFWS) 10 join us at vour convenijence
durmg the wetland delineation of this project. HNTB will begin the wetland delineation on
Monday, March 5. 2001 at the southern end of the project, just north of the Brazos River
Diversion Channel bridge, and work northward along SH 36. The wetland delineation is
expected to take approximarelv 6-8 weeks,

If you wish tc paricipare, please notify HNTB in advance of the day vou wish to visit the site
so that we can coordmate the time and place to meet,

A location map of the project alignment is included with this lemer. Wa would welcome vour

arendance and mpu‘ during the wetland delineation to offer anv information which may
assist this process. To confirm your anerdance or for additional information. please fee! call
me or Ms. Heatker Niles at 832-601-2000.

Sincerely,
HNTB CORPORATION

Debbie C. Taylor-Manager

Environmentai Plarnizg Departmem

DCThin

Apaciment: Vicinity Map

Cc: Ms. Susan Patterson- TxDOT Environmersal

File = 31853-005-001
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PROJECT OVERVIEW MAP

STATE HIGHWAY 36
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September 1, 2000

Mr. Casey Cutler

U. S. Amy Corps of Engineers
Galveston District, Regulatory Branch
P.O. Box 1229

Galveston, TX 77553-1229

RE:  Spur 10 from US 59(S) in Rosenberg, 1o SH 36 in Fort Bend County;

fom {elunbsrnugty Orie
Vistie 14t

thratun, Texus
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SH 36 from FM 2218 in Pleak, Fort Bend County to FM 1495 in Freepor,

Brazoria County
Preliminary Resource Agency Field Visit

Dear Mr. Cutler:

above referenced project. The proposed improvements will widen the existing two-lane
facility to a four-lane facility from US 59(S) in Rosenberg, to FM 1495 in Freeport, a
distance of approximately 57 miles. The Spur 10 portion of the ptoject, south of
Rosenberg to existing SH 36, is proposed on new location and is approximately 5 miles

in length.

We respectfuily request a representative of your agency attend a preliminary resource

agency field visit. HNTB has scheduled the following two days for site visits:

Wednesday, September 27, 2000
Thursday, September 28, 2000

Each field visit will begin at 10:00 A.M. and is expected to last all day. We will meet at

the Rosenberg Civic and Convention Center, located at 3825 Highway 36 South,

A vicinity map of the project area is included with this letter. We would appreciate your
attendance at the field visit to offer any information which may assist with project
environmental planning. To confirm Yyour attendance or for additional information, please

feel call me or Ms. Heather Niles at 28 1-875-9292,

.......



Mr. Casey Cutler
Page 2
Sincerely,

HNTB CORPORATION

Debbie C. Taylor-Manager
Environmental Planning Department
DCT/hin

Atachment: Vicinity Map

Cc:  Ms.Robin § terry- TxDOT Environmenta]
File # 31863-005-001
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Mr. Casev Cutler
L. 5. Ammy Corps of Enginsars
Galveston Diswrict. Ragulatory Brarch
P.O. Box 1229
Galveston, TX 77553-1229

RE:  Spurl(/Siate Highway 36 Watlard Delireation Participation
Dear M. Cutler:

Currenily, HNTB is in the darz coilection phase for the Environmental Assessmen: of the
roadway improvements to State Highwav 36 (SH 36) from FM 2218 in Pleak. Fort Bend
County to FM 1495 in Freeport, Brazoria County. HNTB would like to invite vou or a
representative of the U.S. Fish and Wildli%e Servics (USFWS) 1o join us at vour convenience
during the wetland delineation of this project. ENTB will begin the werland delineation on
Vlonday. March 3, 200! art the souvthern 2nd of the project, just north of the Brazos River
Diversion Channel bridge, and work northward along SH 36. The wetland delinearion is

expected to w@ks approximately 6-3 wesks.

If you wish 1o participate, piease notfy HNTB in advance of the day vou wish to visit the site
50 that we can coordinate the time and place 10 mest.

A location map of the project alignment is included with this letter. We would welcome vour
anendance and input during the wetland delineation to offer any information which may
assist this process. To confirm your arendancs or for additional information, please fas| call
me or Ms. Heather Niies at 832-601-2000.

Sincerzlv,
ENTB CORPORATION

Austee € Fagls |

Debbie C. Taylor-Manager
Environmenta! Plagning Department

DCT hin
Anachmernt: Vicinity Map

Ce: Ms. Susan Pacerson- TxDOT Eavirenmental
Fie 7 31863-003-201 :
Fys NI § Temaaw ey
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PROJECT OVERVIEW MAP
STATE HIGHWAY 36
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I Texas Department of Transportation

P.O. BOX 1386 » HOUSTON, TEXAS 772511386 « (713) 802.5000
February 27, 2001

Fort Bend and Brazoria Counties

Spur 10: US 598 to SH 36 (1.5 miles South of Pleak)

SH 36: FM 2218 South of Pleak to FM 1495

Control 0187-05-048, 0188-02-029, 01 38-03-019, 0188-04-035,
0188-04-025, 0188-05-027, 0188-06-046 and 011 1-08-100

Commander (ob)

Eighth Coast Guard District

Hale Boggs Federal Building

501 Magazine Street

New Orleans, Louisiana 70130-3396

Dear Sir:

The Texas Department of Transportation is proposing to widen Spur 10 from US 59S, Fort Bend
County, Texas to SH 36, Fort Bend County, Texas, and to widen the existing SH 36, from two
lanes to four lanes, from FM 2218 in Pleak, Fort Bend County, Texas south 10 FM 1495,
Freeport, Brazoria County, Texas. This letter is in reference to the navigability of Jones Creek
and the Brazos River Diversion Channel in the project area. A project vicinity map is attached
for your convenience.

Additional right-of-way, in various areas, will be required for the proposed implementation of
this project; however, additional right-of-way will not be required in the areas of these
waterbodies. The existing bridge over the Brazos River Diversion Channel in Freeport, Texas
will not be improved. We seek your concurrence that a Coast Guard clearance permit will not be
required for the proposed project.

Your artention to this matter will be greatly appreciated. If further information is needed, please
contact Ms. Susan Patterson at (713) 802-5247.

Sincerely,

irector of Project Development
Houston District

SP:lh

Attachments

cc: Ms. Susan Patierson

be: Ms. Debbie Taylor - HNTB Corporation *

An Equal Opportunity Empioyer
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+ U.S. Department Commander o =" 501 Macazs
of Transportation ‘ Eignth Coest Guard Distnet Naw Orlesna, LA 70130-3386
Hals Boggs Fedaral Building Staff Symbat: obe
Unitad States oy
Coast Guard F' Ax'm:‘m
16591 A
March 22, 2001

Mr. James G. Darden, P.E.

Director of Project Development
Houston District

Texas Department of Transportation
P. O.Box 1386

Houston, Texas 77251-1386

Tz DCT
RECEIVED

Dear Mr. Darden: *

T This s wyowr fenerdated-February 272661, regerding-a-proposed wideningproject ..
involving Jones Creek and the Brazos River Diversion Channel in Fort Bend and Brazoria
Counties, Texas. Based on the data provided, there is insufficient information to evaluate bridge
permit requirements for this project. In order for us to fully evaluate the proposed project to
determine whether a Coast Guard permit is necessary, additionai information about the area ig
needed. Iam enclosing a Bridge Project Questionnaire, which, when compieted, should provide
us with the data needed to make an appropriate navigational determinarion. Please photocopy
and £l our a separate questionnaire for each water crossing, to include culverts, and provide site
speciiic information as requested, as well as area maps to aid in making the necessary
determinations.

If we can be of any further assistance, please contact this office at (504) 589-2965.

et g e e 3 By direction of the Commander
Eighth Coast Guard District

Encl: (1) Bridge Project Questionnaire
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U.S. Department
Tof Transportattor]

United States
Coast Guard )

13:27 FAX 7138033846 L3 UUL PXUSZLE UBY
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Cammander £01 Magazine Strael
Eighth Coasl Guard Cislrict " Mew Qraans, LA 70130.-33968
Hala Scggs Fedarat Building Staff Symbal: ob

Phane: $04-389-2565

BRIDGE PROJECT QUESTIONNAIRE

Please provide the following informatica:

A.

NAVIGATION DATA:
1. Name of Waterway:
la. Mileage along waterway measured from mouth or confluencs ]
1b.  Trburtary of - at mile
2. Gesgrapnie-Location: g - Y
(Road Number City Counly State)
3. Township, section and range, if appiicable:
4, Tidally influenced at proposed bridge site? Yes ___ No >
Range of tide :
5. Depth and width of waterway at propased bridge site:
- Depths Widths
At Mean High Tide : ;
At Mean Low Tide .
6. Character of present vessel traffic on waterway. If none, so state: None .
Canoe Rowboat Small Motorboat Cabin Cruiser 5

Eouseboat Pontocn Boat Sailboat .

Ba.

6b.

Provide ventical clearance reguirament for largest vessel using the waterway: .

Provide phctograph of each type of vessel using the waterway.

Are these watess used to transpor: inierstate or foreign commerce?

Yes No .

r2 these waters suscaptitle 10 use in their natural condition or by rezsonable
improvement as a means io SUPPOIT interstate or foreign commerce?
Yes No

Any planned waterway improvemen:s (0 permit iarger vessels 10 navigate (10 your
knowiedge)? £s0, what ar=2 they?

ENGLOSURE(



o

8. Any natural or manmade abstructions, bridges, dams, weirs, etc. downstream or
upstream? Yes No .

8a If yes, provide upstream/downstream location with relation to the proposed
bridge.

8b.  Ifbridges are ]ocated upstream or downstream, prowde vertical clearance. at mean

high water and mean low water and horizontal c]earancc non'nal to the axis of thc
channe], :

8c.  Provide a photograph of the bridge from the waterway showing channel spans.

1

S. Will the structure replace an existing bridge? Yes No .

9a.  Provide permit number and issning agencies of permits for bridge(s) to be |
replaced.

9b. Prov:de vertical clearance ai mean high water and mean low water and horizontal
clearance normal 10 the axis of the channel for the proposed bridge.

10.  List names and addresses of persons whose property adjoins bridge right-of-way.'

11.  List names and addresses/location of marinas, marine repair facilities, public boat
ramps, private piers/docks along the waterway within % mile of the bridge site.

12.  Attach Jocation map and plans for the proposed bridge; including vertical
clearances above mean high water and mean low water and horizontal clearance
normal to axis of the waterway.

13.  Attach three (3) photographs taken at the proposed bridge site: one looking
upstream, one looking downstream, and one looking along the alignment
centerling across the bridge site.

Date: Signature: .

Artachments: Location Map
Bridge Plans
Photographs
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July 26,2000 e

Ms. Celest Brancel-Brown

Texas Parks and Wildlife Deparment
Wildlife Division - Diversity Program
3000 South [H 33

Austin, TX 78704

Dear Ms. Brance!|-Brown:

Thank you for faxing the Annotated Counry List of Rare Species for Brazoria County in
response to our telephone conversation of Tuesday, July 25. We would appreciate
receiving a comparable list for Fort bend County.

I have enclosed a set of the following ten USGS quadrangles covering our study area:
Richmond
Needville

Guy

Damon

West Columbia
Sweeny
Brazoria

Cedar Lane, NE
Jones Cresk
Freeport

These are provided, as we had discussed, for you to mark the areas of sensitive species
and narural communities within our study area. An overall composite map, at a smaller
scale, is provided to give you an overall view of our study area.

Thank vou for your assistance.

Sincerely,

HNTB CORPORATION

e

Richard P. McGuckefi, CEP
Senior Environmental Planner
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WILDLIFE

SLMMISSHOMERS

FATHARING ARMSTACNG IGSAL
CHARMAN, BAN ANTGNG

ERMEET ANGELO, J&,
VICK-CHAIRMAN, MIOLAND

JOHN AViLa Jm,
FORT WORTM

SOSEPH B.C. NTIRIMONS
Sap ANTONID

AL¥IN L. HENAY
HOUSTOM

Pila® MCNTAOMERY
DaLLAD

DanaTO D. Rauos
LARLOS

KELLY W, AimiNG, M0,
SEALMCNT

Masix E. WaTsow, JA,
FAM ANTONIO

LR & Bass
CHARMaN - EMERITUS
Foar woaTy
———ee

ROSENT L. Coom
EAsCUTIVE OWECcTOR

Give Thanks for
the MHemories...

Lone Star Legacy.

Give 1o the
Lune Star Legawy
Endowment Fund

R S

4200 IMITH SCHOOL AQAD
AUSTIN "EXAS “0744:2201
312-189-a800
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May 1, 2002

Mr. Richard McGucken

HNTB Corporation

100 Glenborough Drive, Suite 1300
Houston, Texas 77067-3611

Dear Mr. McGucken:

This letter is in response to your information request, dated July 26,
2000, for mapped occurrences of rare, threatened and endangered species
included in the Texas Biological and Conservation Data System (BCD) for
the below listed US Geological Survey topographic quadrangles {(quads) in
Brazoria and Fort Bend counties.

Given the smal! proportion of public versus private land in Texas, the BCD
does not include a representative inventory of rare resources in the state.
Although it is based on the best data available to TPWD regarding rare
species, the data from the BCD do not provide a definitive statement as to
the presence, absence, or condition of special species, natural
communities, or other significant features within your project area. These
data cannot substitute for an on-site evaluation by your qualified
biologists. The BCD information is intended to assist you in avoiding
harm to species that may occur on your site.

Richmond - no records

Needville - no records

Guy - no records

Damon - 3 records

West Columbia - 8 records

Sweeny - 2 records

Brazoria ~ 6 records

Cedar Lane, NE - 4 records

Jones Creek - 10 records

Freeport - 11 records {one not yet available in printout format)

Printouts for the above occurrence records are included for your planning
reference. Please do not include species occurrence printouts in your
draft or final documents. Because some species are especially
sensitive to collection or harassment, these records are for your
reference only,

Because the BCD does not include a representative inventory of rare
resources in the state, please refer o the county lists as other rare species
could be present in your project areas depending upon habitat availabilicy.
At this time, we do not provide photocopies or manual copies of quads.

T wantae sl conserve he suturg dnied | AR onres o Tivvas e e
v annd mmianent of Sresont awd ity senntiong
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Mr. Richard McGucken, HNTB
Fort Bend & Brazoria Counties Study Area,

Page 2

Though our office is open to the public and you are welcome to come in to
manually copy our maps. Also, per our April 22, 2002 telephone
conversation, enclosed are county lists for Harris and the swrrounding
counties.

Please contact us if you have any questions or need additional assistance
at (512) 912-7011.

Sincerely,

q
Celeste Brancel-Brown, Environmental Review Coordinator
Wildlife Habitat Assessment Program, Wildlife Division
Threatened and Endangered Species

Enclosures (2)
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Federal Sgee

Sams  Smns
Plains Spotted Skunk (Spilogale Putorius interrupes) - catholic open Felds, prures,

croplands, fence rows, farmyards, foresr edges, and wondiands; prefers wonded,
brushy arvas and rullgruss prane

== REPTILES #*m=

Texas Garter Snake (Thamnophis sirralis annectens) - wez or maist mucrohabimts ars

conducive 1o the species occurrence, but is not ncvessaniy restnczed 1o them;

hsbernares undesground or in or under surface caver: hreeds March-Aoguse
Texas Homed Lizard (Pbrynosoms cornu:um) - open, anid and sermu-and regons with 1

Sparse vegennon, ncluding zruss, cactus, seattered boush or scrubby wees; soil may

vary in fextute from sandy tu rucky; burrows into soil, entess rodent Lurrows, or

hides under rock when nactive; beesds Mazrch-Septemnber
Timber/Canebrake Rattlesnake (Croeaius horidus ) - swamps, flocdprars, upiand

and deaiduous woodlands, nparian zones, ahardoned farmland; hmes:one biutfs

sandy soud or black clay; presees dense ground zover, i.e. grapevines or palinetz,

pine iy

wrt VASCULAR PLANTS #e

Corkwood (Leimenis Horidana) - small, sparingly-branched, dioecious, decxduous sheals or
small tree; forms thuckers of sdck-like erect stems, the diameter of each ar base rarely
to 12 or 13 am; found in narrow zone between brackish marsh and contiguous
coasral pune-hardwond; hrackish or freshrwzces swamps ot thickets; flowers n spring

xag prairie dawn (Hymenoxys rexaas) - crdemic; in pootly druned depressions or LE D

base of mima mounds in open grasslands or almost barren areas un slightly sakine
sods; flowering March-eariy Apcl

LELT Federally Listed Endungered /Threatened
PEDPT . Fedenily Proposed Endangeced/Theeatened
L/SAT/SA - Fedenily Endangered/ Threatened by Similasity of Appearance
C1  Federal Candidate, Caregery 1; information SUDFZOLTS Propast-2 1o list s eiidangered /theearencd
DL,PDI. - Federully Delisted/Propesed Dekisted
E,1'- Srare Endangered/Threatened
“blank" - Rare, but with no regulatocy listing smms

et et e

| Species appesriog op these lists do not all share the samc prodability of ac:.';nmm.-. Some specicy arc
owLgTants or wintering regidents only, or may be historic or considered cxtipacrd,
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FORT BEND COUNTY
Federal  Sare
Saws Smns
=t AMPHIBIANS
Houston Toad (Bufe houstonensis) - endemic; speaes sandy subsmare, water in poals, IL.LE E
epnemenal sovis, stock tnks: breeds in spnng especaily after ming; Burrows 1n soil
when inacuve; Hreeds February June; assocuated with soils of the Spar=, Carmizo,
Goliad, Quecen City, Rechiuw, Weches, and Willis geolegic formarinns

=== BIRDS #=»
Arctic Percgrine Falcon (Falco peregrinus fundrius) - due r: simular field characensoes, Di. Y
rreat all Pezegnine Faicons as federal listed Endangeced; potential migrant
Anrwater’s Greater Prairie-chicken (T3 FJmpanuchus cupido arrwaten) - this ccunty I.F i5

within histonc range: endemuc; open praines of mosdy thick grass one o threc feer
tail: trom neur sea level o 200 fect along coasnl plain un upper wo-thirds of Texas
coast, males form communal display flocks during late wintes-early speing; booming
grounds important; breeding February- July
Bald Eagle (Haligeetus leucocephalus) - found pomanly near seacoasss, rivers, and large  LT-PII, T
takes; nests in wll trocs or en cliffs acar warer; communally roosts, especially in
wrinter; hunss live prey, scavenges, and pirates food from other birds
Eskimo Curdew (Numenius borealis) - nonbreeding: grasshands, pastures, piowed ficlds, LE E
and less frequently, marshes and mudflars
cnslow's Sparrow (Ammodremus henstows) - wintenng individuals (nor Aocks) found
m weedy fields or cut-over areas where los of bunch grasses occur along with vines
and brambies; a key component is bare ground for renming/walleng; likely 1o nccur,
but few records within this county
Mountain Plover { Charadrius monranus) - shortgrass plains and plowed fields (hare, dirt F1
fields); pomarily insectivorous; winter resident in this area
White-faced 1big ( Plegadis chiki) - prefers feshwater marshes, sloughs, and srrigared rce T
Relds, bur unil awend brackish and saltwater habirars; nests in marshes, in low trees,
on the ground i bultushey cr reeds, or on ficating mats
White-tailed Hawk (Bureo albicaudarus) - near coast on pranies, cordgrass #Hat, and T
scrub-hve oak; fucther inland on prairics, mesquite and oak savannas, and mixed
savanna-chapacal, breeding March-May
Whooping Crane (Grus americans) - potential migrant LE
Wooad Stork (Mycrena americana) - forages in prumic ponds, flooded pastures or Felds,
ditches, and other shallew standing water, including salt-water; usually rocsts
communally in ral) snags, sometimes m associanon with other wading Hieds fe. active
hercnnes); brecds in Mmaco and birds move into Gulf Seatey 0 search of mud Nars
and other wetlands, even thasc associated wath forested areas: formerly nested in
Texas, bur no hreeding recards since 1960

= MAMMALS t==r
Black Bear ( Ursus amencanus) - due 1o similar feld characierstis, mear il ease 1oxus T/SA T
biack heaes us tederai and seare Bisted Threatened: borsomiand hardwoods urd large
rraces of naccessible forested areas
Lauisiana Black Bear (Lrrus arneticanus lutevius) - possipie as trans:eats hortomiang LT T
kardwoods and 'arge acns of :naccessible forestsg areas '

~m
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Ms. Kathy Bovdston

Wildlife Habitar Assessment Program

Texas Parks and Wildlife Department

4200 Smith School Road

Austin, TX 78744

RE: Spur 10 from US 39(S) in Rosenberg, to SH 36 in Fort Bend County;
SH 36 from FM 2218 in Pleak, Fort Bend County 1o FM 1495 in Freepor,
Brazoria County
Preliminary Resource Agency Field Visit

Dear Ms. Bovdston:

On behalf of the Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT), HNTB would like to
injtiate early coordination with the Texas Parks and Wildlife Department (TPWD) for the
above referenced project. The proposed improvements will widen the existing two-lane
facility to a four-lage facility from US 59(S) in Rosenberg, to FM 1495 in Freepon, a
distance of approximately 57 miles. The Spur 10 portion of the project, south of
Rosenberg to existing SH 36, is proposed on new location and is approximately 5 miles

in length.

We respectfully request a representative of your agency attend a preliminary resource
agency field visit. HNTB has scheduled the tfollowing two days for site visits:

Wednesday, September 27, 2000 -
Thursday, September 28, 2000

Each fleld visit will begin at 10:00 A.M. and is expected 1o last all dav. We will meet at
the Rosenberg Civic and Convention Center, located at 3813 Highway 36 South.

A vicinity map of the project area is included with this letter. We would appreciate your
attendance at the field visit to offer any information which may assist with project
environmental planning. To confirm vour attendance or for additional information. please
feel call me or Ms. Heather Niles at 281-875-92972,

PostitFaxNowe 7671 [owm pages> 7T
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Ms. Kathy Boydston
Page 2
Sincerely,

HNTB CORPORATION

Debbie C. Taylor-Manager
Environmental Planning Department

DCT/hln
Attachment: Vicinity Map

Cc:  Ms. Robin Sterry- TxDOT Environmental
File # 31863-005-001
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Ms. Kathy Bovdson
WildiiZe Habizat Assessment Program
Texas Parks and Wilclife Deparunent
4200 Smith School Road
Austin, TX 78744

RE:  SpurlQ/State Highway 36 Wetland Delineation Participation
Dear Ms. Bovdston:

Curently. HNTB is in the data collection phase fer the Environmental Assessment of the
roadway improvements to State Highway 36 (SH 36) from FM 2218 in Plesk. Forr Bend
County to FM 1493 in Frespors, Brazoria County. HNTB would like o invice vou or a
representative of the U.S. Fisa and Wildlife Service (USFWS) t0 join us at vour convenience
during the wetland delineation of this project. HINTB will begin the wetland delineation on
Monday. March 5. 2001 ar the southern end of the project, just north of the Brazos River
Diversion Channel bridge, and work northward along SH 36. The wetland delineation is
expected to take approximatzely 6-8 weeks,

If you wish to participata, please notiv HNTB in advance of the day vou wish to visit the site
so that we can coordinate the time and placs to meer,

A location map of the project alignment is included with this lecer. We would welcome vour
attendance and input during the wetland delineation to offer any information which may

assist this process. To confirm your anendance or for additional information. please fes! call
me or Ms, Heatker Niles at 832-601-2000.

Sincerely,
HNTB CORPORATION
sty € Decgen

Detbbie C. Taylcr-Manager
Eavironmental Planning Department

DCT.hin
Atachment: Vicinity Map
Cc: Ms, Susan Patterson- TxDOT Environmesntal

File £ 51863-007-00;
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PROJECT OVERVIEW MAP
STATE HIGHWAY 36
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MAR 2 8 2005
HNTB
HOUSTON, TX  March 22, 2005
Mr. Roger Gonzalez
Project Manager
Texas Department of Transportation
P.O. Box 1386

Houston, TYX 77251-1386

Re:  SH 36: Jones Creek to 0.2 mile north of the Brazos River Diversion
Chaonel; CST: 0188-06-046

Dear Mr. Gonzalez;

The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) proposes to upgrade SH
36 and Spur 10 (Hartledge/Gerken Road) from US 59 in Fort Bend County to
FM 1495 in Brazoria County. The proposed improvements are intended to
increase safety, access, and mobility for the transportation of people and
commcialgoodsincoastalareasdm-ingemergmcysinmﬁons.

Although the proposed highway improvements would not encroach onto the
Peach Point Wildlife Management Arca (WMA) property, TxDOT proposes
toconsuuctaﬂoodplnindelcnﬁonpondwitlﬁnaconsmmioaeasunent
located adjacent to Jones Creek on Texas Parks and Wildlife

(TPWD) property at the WMA. TxDOTbasworkedwithTPWDtodcvelopa

Lone Star Legacy Sincerely,
{reve to the \ &
Fowne Stur Legacy Todd Mm, Ph.D.
Fahswsterst Foure Project Leader, Central Coast Wetlands Ecosystem Project

4200 SMITH SCHODL AOAD
ALISTIN. TEXAS 787443291
312-389 4800

www twal Blile e ue

Cc:  Karen Coopersmith, HNTB Corporation___
Lance Olenius, TxDOT

coasy
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September 1, 2000

Mr. W.M. Von-Maszewski, Chairman
Fort Bend County Historical Commission
George Memorial Library

1001 Golfview Drive

Richmond, TX 77469-5199

RE: Spur {0 from US 59(S) in Rosenberg, to SH 36 in Fort Bend County;
SH 36 from FM 2218 in Pleak, Fort Bend County to FM 1495 in Freeport,
Brazoria County
Preliminary Resource Agency Field Visit

Dear Mr. Maszewski:

On behalf of the Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT), HNTB would like to
imitiate early coordination with the local Texas Historical Commission (THC) for the
above referenced project. The proposed improvements will widen the existing two-lane
facility to a four-lane facility from US 39(S) in Rosenberg, 1o FM 1495 in Freeport, a
distance of approximately 57 miles. The Spur 10 portion of the project, south of
Rosenberg to existing SH 36, is proposed on new location and is approximately 5 miles

in length.

We respectfully request a fepresentative of your agency attend a preliminary resource
agency field visit. HNTB has scheduled the following two days for site visits:

Wednesday, September 27, 2000
Thursday, September 28, 2000

Each field visit will begin at 10:00 A.M. and is expected to last all day. We will meet at
the Rosenberg Civic and Convention Center, located at 3825 Highway 36 South,

A vicinity map of the project area is included with this letter, We would appreciate your
attendance at the field visit to offer any information which may assist with project

environmental planning. To confirm your attendance or for additional informarion, please
feel call me or Ms. Heather Niles at 28 1-875-9292.

BT oovmba wagn
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Mr. W. M. Von-Maszewsld
Page 2

Sincerely,

HNTB CORPORATION

Debbie C. Taylor-Manager
Environmental Planning Department
DCT/hln

Attachment: Vicinity Map

Cc:  Ms. Robin Sterry- TxDOT Environmental
File # 31863-005-001
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Mr. WM. Von-Maszewski. Chairman
Fort Bend County Histerical Commissicn
Gecrge Memoral Librarv

1001 Golifview Drive

Richmond, TX 77469-5199

Re: Spur 10 frem US 39(S) in Rosenberg, to SH 36 in Fort Bend County;
SH 36 from FM 2218 in Pleak, Fort Bend County to FM 1495 in Freegor, Brazoria
County.

CS5JS: 0187-05-048, 0183-02-029, 0133-03-019, 0138-04-035.
0188-04-023, 0138-03-027. 0138-06-046, 01 11-08-100

Dear Mr. Von-Maszewski:

The Texas Deparmment of Transportation (TxDOT) is in the praocess of obuining 2nvircrmental
approval for roadway improvements on State Highway 36 (SH 36) irom US 3%(S) in Rosenberg,
Fort Bend County, to FM 1495 in Freeport, Brazoria County, Texas. SH 36 currently copsists of
a two-lane facility, and is proposed for expansion to a four-lane facility. The total prcject length
is approximately 57 miles. The portions of the project under vour purview extend from Spur 10 ar
US 59(S) in Roseaberz to SH 56 in Pleak, and then from SH 36 at FM 2218 in Pleak to the Fort
Bend/Brazoria County line. The Spur 10 portion will be constructed on new location. SH 36
from FM 2218 to the county line will requirs up to 130 feet of new right-of-way. The attached
vicinity map indicates the location of the proposed project route including the study area for the
Spur 10 portion of the project.

Your knowledge concerning the location of any historically or archacologically significant
properties in the subject area which might be eligible for inclusion, or under nemination to, the
Narional Register of Historic Places will be appreciated.

If additional information is desired, please contactme, Ms. Barbara Castille or Ms. Heather Niles
ar281-873.9792,

Sincerely,
HNTB Corporation

Attics i

Debbie C. Tavlor
Manager, Envirenmennai Planning

DCT hin
Atrachment: Vicinity Map
Caopy: File 31862-PL-003-001
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September 1, 2000

Ms. Marie Beth Jones, Chairman
Brazoria County Historical Commission
200 E. Locust St. #8-B

Angelton, TX 77515

RE: Spur 10 from US 3%S)in Rosenberg, 1o SH 36 in Fort Bend County;
SH 36 from FM 2218 in Pleak, Fort Bend County to FM 1495 in Freepor,
Brazoria County
Preliminary Resource Agency Field Visit

Dear Ms. Jones:

On behalf of the Texas Department of Transpoertation (TxDOT), HNTB would like to
initiate early coordination with the local Texas Historical Commission (THC) for the
above referenced project. The proposed improvements will widen the existing two-lane
facility to a four-lane facility from US 59(S) in Rosenberg, to FM 1495 in Freepott, a
distance of approximately 57 miles. The Spur 10 portion of the project, south of
Rosenberg to existing SH 36, is proposed on. new location and is approximately 5 miles
in length,

We respectfully request a representative of your agency attend a preliminary resource
agency field visit. HNTB has scheduled the following two days for site visits:

Wednesday, September 27, 2000
Thursday, September 28, 2000

Each field visit will begin at 10:00 A.M. and 1s expected to last ail day. We will meet at
the Rosenberg Civic and Convention Center, located at 3825 Highway 36 South.

A vicinity map of the project area is included with this letter. We would appreciate your
attendance at the field visit ta offer any information which may assist with project
environmental planning. To confirm your attendance or for additional information, please
fee] call me or Ms. Heather Niles at 281-875-9292.



Ms. Marie Beth Jones
Page 2

Sincerely,

HNTB CORPORATION

Debbie C. Taylor-Manager
Environmental Planning Department
DCT.hin

Antachment: Vicinity Map

Ce:  Ms. Robin Sterry- TxDOT Environmental
File # 31863-005-001
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Ms. Marie Beth Jones, Chairman
Brazoria County Historical Commissicn
200 E. Locust St. ¥8-B

Angleton, TX 77513

Re: Spur 0 rom US 59(S) in Rosenkerg, to SH 36 in Fort Bend Counry:
SH 36 trom FM 2218 in Pleak, Forr Bend County to FM 1495 in Freeport, Brazoria
Cuunry.

CSJS: 0187-03-048. 0188-02-0329, 0188-03-019, 0188-04-035,
0188-04-025, 0188-05-027, 0188-06-046, 01 11-08-100

Dear Vis. Jones:

The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) is in the process of obraining environmental
approval for roadway improvements on State Highway 36 (SH 36) from US 5%(S) in Rosenberg,
Fort Bend County, to FM 1495 in Freeport, Brazoria County, Texas. SH 36 currently consists of
a two-lane facilicy, and is proposed for expansion 1o a four-lane facility. The total project length
is approximately 57 miles. The portions of the project under your purview extend from the Fort
Bend/Brazoria County line south to FM 1495 in Frespon. SH 36 from the county line to FM
1495 will require up to 130 feetr of new right-of-way. The antached vicinity map indicatss the
location of the proposed project route,

Your knowledge conceming the location of any histerically or archaeoclogically significant
properties in the subject area which might be eligible for inclusion. or under nomination to, the

-

National Register of Historic Places will be appreciared,

T addirional information is desired. piease contactme, Ms, Barbara Castille or Ms. Heather Niles
at 281-875-9292,

Sincarsly,
ENTB Corporation

Py, C.Shyfo-

Debbie C. Taylor
Manager, Envircrmenrtal Planning

DCT.hin
Attachment: Viciniry Mag
Copy: File 51863-PL-003-00}
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September 1, 2000

Mr. Gary McMahan

Texas General Land Office
LaPorte Division

11811 North D $t.

LaPorte, TX 77571

RE:  Spur 10 from US 59(S) in Rosenbery, to SH 36 in Fort Bend County;
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SH 36 from FM 2218 in Pleak, Fort Bend County to FM 1495 in Freeport,

Brazoria County
Prelirainary Resource Agency Field Visit

Dear Mr. McMahan:

On behalf of the Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT), HNTB would like to
initiate early coordination with the local General Land Office (GLO) for the above
referenced project. The proposed improvements will widen the existing two-lane facility
to a four-lane facility from US 59(S) in Rosenberg, to FM 1495 in Freeport, a distance of
approximately 57 miles. The Spur 10 portion of the project, south of Rosenberg to
existing SH 36, is proposed on new location and js approximately 5 miles in length.

We respectfully request a representative of your agency attend a preliminary resource

agency field visit. HNTB has scheduled the following two days for site visits:

Wednesday, September 27, 2000
Thursday, September 28, 2000

Each FReld visit will begin at 10:00 A.M. and is expected to last alf day. We will meet at
the Rosenberg Civic and Convention Center, located at 3825 Highway 36 South,



Mr. Gary McMahan
Page 2

Sincerely,

HNTB CORPORATION

Debbie C. Taylor-Manager
Environmental Planning Department
DCT/hln

Attachment: Vicinity Map

Cc:  Ms. Robin Sterry- TxDOT Environmental
File # 31863-005-001
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September 1, 2000

Mr. Rusty Swafford and

Ms. Heather Young

Research Fishery Biologists
National Marine Fisheries Service
Habitat Conservation Division
4700 Avenue U

Galveston, TX 77551-5997

RE:  Spur 10 from US 59(S) in Rosenbery, to SH 36 in Fort Bend County;
SH 36 from FM 2218 in Pleak, Fort Bend County 10 FM 1495 in Freeport,
Brazoria County
Preliminary Resource Agency Field Visit

Dear Mr. Swafford & Ms. Young:

On behalf of the Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT), HNTB would like to
initiate early coordination with the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) for the
above referenced project. The proposed improvements will widen the existing two-lane
facility to a four-lane facility from US 59(S) in Rosenberg, to FM 1495 in Freeport, a
distance of approximately 57 miles. The Spur 10 portion of the project, south of
Rosenberg to existing SH 36, is proposed on new location and is approximately 5 miles
in length.

We respectfully request a representative of your agency attend a preliminary resource
agency field visit. HNTB has scheduled the following two days for site visits:

Wednesday, September 27, 2000
Thursday, September 28, 2000

Each field visit will begin at 10:00 A.M. and is expected to last all day. We will meer at
the Rosenberg Civic and Convention Center, located at 3825 Hi ghway 36 South,

A vicinity map of the project area is included with this letter. We would appreciate your
attendance at the field visit to offer any information which may assist with project
environmental planning. To confirm your attendance or for additionai information, please
feel call me or Ms. Heather Niles at 281-875-9292.



Mr. Rusty Swafford
Ms. Heather Young
Page 2

Sincerely,

HNTB CORPORATION

Debbie C. Taylor-Manager
Environmental Planning Department
DCT/hin

Attachment: Vicinity Map

Cc:  Ms. Robin Sterry- TxDOT Environmental
File # 31863-005-001
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September 1, 2000

Mr. Leonard Spearman, Jr., Regional Director
Houston Region

Texas Natural Resource Conservation Commission
5425 Polk Ave, Ste. H

Houston, TX 77023-1486

RE: Spur 10 from US $9(S) in Rosenberg, to SH 36 in Fort Bend County;
SH 36 from FM 2218 in Pleak, Fort Bend County to FM 1495 in Freeport,
Brazoria County
Prelimnary Resource Agency Field Visit

Dear Mr. Spearman:

On behalf of the Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT), HNTB would like to
initiate early coordination with the Texas Natural Resource Conservation Commission
(TNRCC) for the above referenced project. The proposed improvements will widen the
existing two-lane facility to a four-lane facility from US 59(S) in Rosenberg, to FM 1495
in Freeport, a distance of approximately 57 miles. The Spur 10 portion of the project,
south of Rosenberg to existing SH 36, is proposed on new location and is approximately
5 miles in length.

We respectfully request a representative of your agency attend a preliminary resource
agency field visit. HNTB has scheduled the following two days for site visits:

Wednesday, September 27, 2000
Tharsday, September 28, 2000

Each field visit will begin at 10:00 A.M. and is expected to last all day. We will meet at
the Rosenberg Civic and Convention Center, located at 3825 Highway 36 South.

A vicinity map of the project area is included with this letter. We would appreciate your
attendance at the field visit to offer any information which may assist with project
environmental planning. To confirm vour attendance or for additionai information, please
feel call me or Ms. Heather Niles at 281-875-9292.
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8 ¢ | National Oceanic and Atmespheric Administration
NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES SERVICE

| Southeast Regional Office

9721 Executive Center Drive N.
St. Petersburg, Florida 33702

February 10, 2003

Tz DOT

/ AEGEIVED
Mr. Pat Henry, P.E. FEB '13 m o
Director of Project Development Sou o 5\0“
Houston District ON maL QPER
Texas Department of Transportation
P.O. Box 1386

Houston, Texas 77251-1386
Dear Mr. Henry:

The National Marine Fisheries Service has received the plans for the proposed roadway
improvements along Stat: Highway 36 from Rosenberg, Texas to Freeport Texas. According to
your Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) Assessment, the proposed project will not adversely impact EFH
or associated Federally managed species. Based upon our review of the supporting information
provided, we concur with the findings of your EFH Assessment. The consultation procedures
outlined in 50 CFR Section 600.920 of the regulation to implement the EFH provisions of the
Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act have been satisfied. Therefore, no
further consultation is required for this action. .

If we may be of further assistance, please contact Mz. Rusty Swafford of our Galveston Facility at

(409) 766-3699.
Sincerely, W

Rickey N. Ruebsamen .
Acting Assistant Regional Administrator’
Habitat Conservation Division






