9 2013 Major Thoroughfare & Freeway Plan Amendment Request

INNER WEST LOOP MOBILTY STUDY

Planning & Development Department
City of Houston
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Proposed MTFP Hierarchy Table

Corridor Name

Street Name

From Street

To Street

A ENo
i Classification :

ROW Status

ROW Width
(feet)

Street
Modification

Signing and

Pavement
Markings

East End Corridoré

East End Corridoré Harrisburg Blvd.

Harrisburg Blvd.

Dowling

Velasco

Middleton

TSC

Sufficient Width

To be Widened

varies

varies(80)

¥

/e

¥

/hicbe

East End Corridoré

Harrisburg Blvd.

Sampson

Sufficient Width

varies(80-90)
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Population Change (1950 - 2010) & Projection (2018 - 2035) * CAGR: Compound Annual Growth Rate

Employment Projection (2010 - 2035)

1950 85,022 477,428 596,163 2010 130,735 -0.4% 530,315 0.4% 1,631,346 2.2%
1960 77,607 -0.9% 493,376 0.3% 938,219 5.7% 2018 179,355 4.6% 696,361 2.2% 1,810,635 1.4%
1970 83,551 0.8% 501,644 0.2% 1,233,505 3.1% 2035 292,269 3.7% 914,985 1.8% 2,239,250 1.4%
1980 76,989 0.8% 462,882 | -0.8% 1,595,138 2.9%| Resource:Projection (2018 - 2035), H-GAC
1990 64,237 -1.7% 408,070 -1.2% 1,631,766 0.2%|
2000 71,500 1.1% 433,529 0.6% 1,953,631 2.0%)
2010 85,035 1.9% 443,949 0.2% 2,093,451 0.7%
2018 110,560 3.8% 518,198 2.1% 2,350,401 1.5%)
2035 147,002 1.9% 564,986 0.5% 2,669,299 0.8%|
Resource: Population Change (1950-2010), US Census .
Projection (2018 - 2035), H-GAC City of Houston
s Inner Loop (IH 610)
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TDM: 2035 ADT
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rastructure Design Manual

DISADLITES ACT (ADA) AND TENAS DEPARTMENT OF LIGENSING AND
RECULATION (TOLR) REQUIREMENTS.

2. ALL PAVEMENT MARXINGS SHALL BF NSTALLED M ACCORDANCE WiTH
AGEMCY DETALS AND THE TEXAS MANUAL ON UNFORM
TRAFFIC COMTROL DEWCES (RAUTCD).

3. CURD RADI SHALL D DESIGHED TO ACCOMMODATE TME TYPE OF
AREM RESERVE (TYFICAL) VEHICLES ANTICIPATED T USE THE FAGIITY, (LE., BUSES,
TRUCHKS, ETC.) IN ACCORDANCE WITH AASHTO CRITERWA FOR
TURNING VEHICLES.

L LEFT TURN LANE

E
i
;
:

T CURB RADSUS [TrP) - — 4. WHERE ALTERNATIVE MINOWUM CURE FADIUS 1S REQUIRED TO SERVE
SEE TABLE 1 MOSILITY, FEDESTRIAN, OR OTHER SPECIAL MEEDS, SUBMIT DESIGH
—_——— e e I T T | —— LAYOUT SUPPORTING CALCULATIONS TO AGENCT ENGIMEER FOR

[+

_mzco«ﬁkmmsmmm SIGHAL
EQUIPMENT AND SHALL BE KEPT FREE OF SIGNS, POLES,
! K PRIMATE UTILITY CONTROL CABIMETS AND ALL SURFACE
ENCROACHMENTS WHICH COULD PREVENT THE FUTURE INSTALLATION OF
WiTHIN THE AREA

6. WHERE A NEW ROADWAY DR DRIVEWAY IS COMMECTING TO AN EXBTNG
SIGNALLZED 1NTEISIG“0'I.TI‘{H‘MM| SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE

FOR DESIGHING AMD CONSTRUCTING THE NECESSART MOGIFIGATIONS TO
- THE EXISTING SICNAL SYETEW A5 nmum BY AGEMCY EMGINZER,
SEE NOTE 1

' |
| !
: IF TABLE 2. ROW CUTBACK REQUIREMENTS
| 4
| I RS mf“!mﬁ ] A1) I BASED ON ROGHT ANGLE INTERSECTION (*)
| 35 FT WA XBF | B 3. FOR OBTUSE ANGLE. USE ROW RADUS R. (%)
4T | 30FT X 30F | 40T
TABLE 1. INTERSECTION CURB RADIUS REQUIREMENTS 48 FT 35 FT X 38 FT | 45 T
INTERSECTION TYPE %@mgﬂmm;@ g%ﬁaummm
== locA - oML o 0 30 FT How K o
- Lt Sn T on R CITY OF HOUSTON
THOROUGHFARE — COLLECTOR 3 3 35 T DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS AND ENGINEERING
THORDUGHFARE — THOROUGHFART ok 35 FT 3 T a0 T {
| PRENCIPAL_THOROUGHFARE - THORGUGHFARE o
PR, THORGUGHFARE PRI, THOROUGHFARE I e o INTERSECTION GEOME TRY
CURB CURB RADIUS AND CORNER CUTBACK
SEE TALE 2 FOR (MOT TO SCALE

TR e
5 AND EMN FING

8 EFF DATE: JULY—01-2000 |0WG NO: 10,06—-04







URBAN BOULEVARD

" PEDESTRIAN

TRAVELWAY REALM

| PEDESTRIAN :

REALM

REALM i

URBAN BOULEVARD DESIGNATION

PEDESTRIAN REALM

TRAVELWAY REALM

Minimum R.O.W.

Sidewalk

Tree Well or

On-Street Parking

Bike Lane

Median Width

Lane Widths

(feet) (feet) Swale (feet) (feet) (feet) (feet) ADT (vpd)
16 x 2 = 32 TW N/A N/A 20 4x12=48

100 18 %2 =36 W N/A N/A 16 4x12=48 | 15,000-30,000
12x2=24 W N/A Ex2=12 16 Ax12=48
16 %2 = 32 W N/A N/A 16 6x12=72

120 12x2 =24 W N/A N/A 24 6x12=72 | 15,000-40,000
10x 2 = 20 W N/A 6x2=12 16 6x12=72

140 [ 10x2=20 TW N/A N/A 24 8x12=96 | 20,000-50,000
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