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Introduction  

 
The purpose of this document is to serve as a summary of findings by the Trinity 

Parkway Technical Team (ά¢ŜŎƘƴƛŎŀƭ ¢ŜŀƳέ), regarding evaluation of the ideas 

within the ¢Ǌƛƴƛǘȅ tŀǊƪǿŀȅ 5ŜǎƛƎƴ /ƘŀǊǊŜǘǘŜ wŜǇƻǊǘ όάwŜǇƻǊǘέύ ŀƴŘ Ƙƻǿ ǘƘƻǎŜ ƛŘŜŀǎ 

may be implemented within the context of current federal regulatory approvals. 

 

Background 

¢ƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ άǊƛǾŜǊ ŦǊŜŜǿŀȅέ ǿŀǎ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ мфст 5C² wŜƎƛƻƴŀƭ ¢ǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘŀǘƛƻƴ 

Plan and was also included in the Consolidated Plan for Open Space Development 

of the Trinity River System adopted by the Dallas City Council in 1970.  In the 

summer of 1994, The Trinity River Corridor Citizens Committee (άTRCCCέ) began 

looking at the Trinity Parkway as part of their vision for the Trinity River Corridor, 

within the City limits.  Their report was approved in May 1995 by the Dallas City 

Council and recommended a levee couplet to accommodate major traffic 

movements to different directions while providing access to recreational areas.  

The Trinity Parkway Corridor Major Transportation Investment Study (άMTISέ) was 

occurring parallel to the TRCCC work and ultimately recommended a 8-lane, 45 

MPH split parkway, inside the levees, from SH-183 & IH-35 to US-175 with some or 

all of the road being tolled όά¢ƘŜ ¢Ǌƛƴƛǘȅ tŀǊƪǿŀȅέύ.  The MTIS was approved by the 

Dallas City Council in September 1997.   

 

The 1998 Bond Proposition 11 was approved by the citizens and included $84M for 

the Trinity Parkway.  In January 1999, the City entered into an interlocal agreement 

with the North Texas Tollway Authority (άNTTAέ) and Texas Department of 

Transportation which set the stage for advancing the Environmental Impact 

Statement (άEISέ) for the Trinity Parkway.  During the early 2000s, the Balanced 

Vision Plan όά.±tέύ initiative began and the Trinity Parkway vision ultimately 

changed from a split parkway to a combined parkway along the east levee.  The 
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Dallas City Council approved the BVP in December 2003 and amended in March 

2004, which included the Trinity Parkway.    

 

The Trinity Parkway Environmental Impact Statement was completed and a federal 

Record of Decision (άRODέ) was made in April 2015, selecting Alternative 3C as the 

only practicable alternative for construction. 

 

Trinity Parkway Design Charrette 

In April 2015, the Dallas City Council was presented with the Trinity Parkway Design 

Charrette Report (ά/ƘŀǊǊŜǘǘŜ Reportέ) which was prepared by a team of external 

experts in urban, transportation, landscape, and environmental design (ά5ŜǎƛƎƴ 

/ƘŀǊǊŜǘǘŜ ¢ŜŀƳέ). This report primarily focused on the proposed Trinity Parkway 

where it converges with the Dallas Floodway north of Hampton/Inwood and exits 

the Dallas Floodway south of MLK/Cedar Crest.  The Charrette Report was prepared 

prior to the ROD.  The 5ŜǎƛƎƴ /ƘŀǊǊŜǘǘŜ ¢ŜŀƳΩǎ vision was for a scaled down, park-

accessible Trinity Parkway rather than a limited access highway.  This has effectively 

been envisioned as a first phase of a staged ROD-approved ultimate scheme.  The 

Charrette Report reflects 20 key ideas in four categories as follows: 

Confirmations: Four (4) ideas confirming solutions from the proposed Trinity 

Parkway Scheme 3C, as proposed in the ROD; 

Variations: Five (5) ideas ǊŜŎƻƳƳŜƴŘƛƴƎ ǾŀǊƛŀǘƛƻƴǎ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ wh5 ŦƻǊ άƛmmediate 

ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴέΤ 

Design Refinements: Seven (7) ideas representing further refinements of the ROD 

ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘƛƴƎ άŘŜǘŀƛƭŜŘ ŘŜǎƛƎƴ ŦƻǊ ƛƳƳŜŘƛŀǘŜ ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴέΤ 

Development Strategies: Four (4) ideas representing an economic development 

strategy, maximizing the park and Parkway, defining four major urban districts and 

compatible development at both the north and south ends, before the Parkway 

joins the existing highway system. 
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City Council Direction 

The City Manager was directed by Council Resolution 150732 to form a team, 

including partners and appropriate expertise from a variety of disciplines, to 

determine actions that would be necessary to implement the findings of the 

Charrette Report within the ROD.  The initial team formed included local, state and 

federal agencies.  As a first step, this group discussed the 20 ideas and categorized 

them based on those which could be implemented easily, those elements which 

could be staged (consistent with a rƻŀŘ ŦƻǊ άǘƘƛǎ ƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴέ ŀǎ ŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 

Charrette Report), those which would require more discussion to better 

understand what the Design Charrette Team intended and those ideas which would 

be more difficult and require detailed design efforts.  This formed the basis for 

types of expertise that would be necessary to begin technical evaluation and 

possible implementation of the Charrette Report. 

 

Public Forums 

During the months of May and June, 2015, several local public forums were 

conducted around the city to gather input on the 20 ideas featured in the Charrette 

Report.  Citizens and others were also afforded an opportunity to provide public 

input via an open online opportunity.  Several hundred comments were received.  

This input was shared with the Technical Team and later with Trinity Parkway 

Advisory Committee όά!ŘǾƛǎƻǊȅ /ƻƳƳƛǘǘŜŜέύ members.  Dates and locations of 

forums are noted below.  

¶ 5/26/15 ς El Centro College, West Campus, 3330 N. Hampton 

¶ 5/28/15 ς Parkhill Junior High, 16500 Shadybank 

¶ 6/2/15 ς Dallas Regional Chamber, 500 N. Akard #2600 

¶ 6/8/15 ς CŀƛǊ tŀǊƪΣ ²ƻƳŜƴΩǎ aǳǎŜǳƳΣ оулл tŀǊǊȅ 

¶ 6/9/15 ς Wilshire Bank Community Center, 2237 Royal 

¶ 6/10/15 ς University of North Texas at Dallas, 7300 University Hills 

¶ 6/11/15 ς El Centro College ς Bill J. Priest Institute for Economic 

Development, 1402 Corinth 

¶ 6/11/15 ς Cedar Crest Golf Course, 1800 Southerland 

¶ 6/15/15 ς Knights of Columbus, 10110 Shoreview 



 

Page 7 of 57 
 

¶ 6/16/15 ς Walnut Hill Recreation Center Ballroom, 10011 Midway 

¶ 6/22/15 ς Methodist Dallas Medical Center ς Hitt Auditorium, 1441 N. 

Beckley 

¶ 6/23/15 ς Dallas City Performance Hall, 2520 Flora 

¶ 6/24/15 ς 6th Floor Museum, 411 Elm 

 

Technical Review 

Local, regional and private partners and the City of Dallas funded a Technical Team 

of consultants and provided in-kind support through staff and resources. This 

Technical Team included national and local expertise, as well as staff from the local, 

state and federal project partner agencies. Several members of the Design 

Charrette Team also actively participated in Technical Team work sessions.   

The Technical Team has been working throughout the fall of 2015 and winter of 

2016 to bring forward its assessment of feasibility regarding the ideas 

presented.  The Technical Team proceeded with interactive design investigations 

and development of detailed conceptual designs from hand-drawn ideas in the 

Charrette Report. They focused their work on the ideas recommended in the 

Charrette Report and then assessed their potential consistency with the existing 

ROD.   

 

Summary of Findings 

In summary, the ¢ŜŎƘƴƛŎŀƭ ¢ŜŀƳΩǎ conceptual design proposal (Technical Proposal) 

significantly performs or is largely consistent with the Charrette Report in the 

Technical Proposal as follows. 

Of the 20 key features of the charrette scheme: 

¶ Nine (9) are clearly consistent.  

¶ Three (3) offer only minor variations that are not incompatible.  

¶ One (1) offers potential significant variation and requires Council choices. 

¶ Three (3) are policy decisions, not matters of technical design, and the 

detailed design accommodates them. 
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¶ Four (4) are still subject to more detailed design which normally will not 

happen until later in the process and therefore cannot now be fully judged, 

though nothing incompatible is anticipated. 

¶ In addition, other matters have emerged through the technical design 

process that will require Council consideration as discussed herein. 

 

Advisory Committee Review 

On January 15, 2016, Mayor Michael Rawlings notified the Dallas City Council of the 

appointment of the aforementioned Advisory Committee members by Council 

members Sandy Greyson and Jere Thompson, Jr. The purpose of the Advisory 

Committee was to review the work of the Trinity Parkway Technical Committee and 

to opine on whether the final design of the road was true to the 20 ideas presented 

to the City Council by Larry Beasley and the Design Charrette Team. In addition, the 

Advisory Committee was asked to share their opinions with the City Council 

through commentary provided to the City Council Transportation & Trinity River 

Project Committee. 

The full Advisory Committee met twice to review and provide information on the 

technical work prepared during the Technical Committee process. Additional 

meetings and discussion were also held among various Advisory Committee 

members, and their report is provided as part of this document. 
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Confirmation #1 

Roadway and land bench elevations, roadway corridor 

and end connection to highways generally as earlier 

proposed. 

 

 

 

Discussion: The Technical Team received clarification that the Design Charrette 

TeamΩǎ intention was to connect the park and levees to the federal highway system 

with access to enter and exit the Trinity Parkway at SH-183/IH-35 and IH-45/US-

175.  The Design Charrette Team also clarified that they supported the overall 

bench elevation along the proposed Trinity Parkway and the alignment of the 

corridor.  

 

Technical Team Findings: The Technical Proposal reviewed these confirmations for 

conformity with Design Charrette Team drawings and determined that they are 

consistent with the ROD. 
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Confirmation #2; Confirmation #3; 

Confirmation #4  

Pedestrian links across the Parkway generally as earlier 

proposed ς 15 links under and over the Parkway at about 

¼-mile intervals; Top-of-levee bikeways and pedestrian 

paths generally as earlier proposed; Service 

roads/bikeways/pedestrian paths around the Parkway 

generally as earlier proposed. 

 

Discussion: The Technical Team clarified that the Design Charrette TeamΩǎ 
intention was to provide as many pedestrian and bicycle linkages over and under 
the Parkway as feasible, in addition to top-of-levee bikeways and pedestrian paths, 
and service roads.  These linkages were discussed in the context of regional trail 
systems, economic development, and transportation planning, as well as 
maintaining existing drainage features and park access requirements. The linkages 
were also coordinated and discussed with the desired additional landscape 
configurations discussed under Design Refinement #3.  

 

Technical Team Findings: The Technical Proposal reviewed these confirmations for 

conformity with Design Charrette Team drawings and determined that they are 

consistent with the ROD. 



Idea #5 

Page 11 of 57 
 

Variation #1 

Only build a 4 lane roadway now ς fit those 4 lanes of 

traffic (narrower lanes + grass shoulders) meandering 

within the approved road corridor. 
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Discussion: The Design Charrette Team further clarified that the meanders would 

be sufficient within the proposed road corridor without the need to extend beyond 

the corridor to a footprint encompassing other parts of the bench areas.  It was 

affirmed that the Design Charrette Team wanted to avoid neutralizing more areas 

on the bench which would be useable for park activities or ecological landscape. 

Thirteen (13) meanders were confirmed.  The decision was made to pursue the 

most purposeful meanders to exploit key views and offer a more aesthetically 

pleasing driving experience. It was also explained that meanders were not expected 

where bridge structures are currently clustered.   

The Technical Team also spent time discussing the desired lane widths, shoulder 

treatment, and the median width variables.  Regarding the potential for 4 lanes, 

the Technical Team determined this configuration was likely acceptable for an 

initial stage. However, staging must not preclude construction of ultimate design 

approved in ROD. The potential for a median was discussed and the Design 


