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Introduction
General
A community’s thoroughfare system is vital to its ability to grow
in a positive manner. Transportation is inherently linked to
land use. The type of roadway dictates the use of adjacent land,
and conversely, the type of land use dictates the size, capacity
and flow of the roadway. The amount of traffic using a roadway
also impacts the type of land use that develops along the
roadway. A prime example of the interrelated nature of land
use and transportation within
Greenville is Wesley Street - the
high traffic volume of this roadway has resulted
in an abundance
of nonresidential
Illustration 4-1
INTERSTATE HIGHWAY 30 IN GREENVILLE
development that
is primarily retail.
As stated within the Future Land Use Plan, retail land uses seek to
locate in areas with high visibility.
Many of the decisions regarding land uses and roadways within
Greenville have already been made; rights-of-way in the
developed areas of the City were established and roadways were
constructed years ago. A major challenge for the City of
Greenville now lies in the accommodation of population growth
within the existing thoroughfare system and in the
accommodation of new land development through the expansion
of that system.

Transportation
is essentially a
service which
enables people,
firms, and
various other
entities to
carry on
activities at
sites selected
for purposes in
separated
locations.
The very heart
of transportation planning
is concerned
with the design
of circulation
systems which
maximize
accessibility for
essential
movements
between linked
activities,
giving due
consideration
to safety,
comfort, and
amenity as
well as cost.
Chapin, F. Stuart Jr.;
Urban Land Use
Planning, Transportation
and Land Use, Chapter 8,
pg. 339-340.

As stated within the Goals & Objectives chapter, Greenville’s
thoroughfare system should ultimately:
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•
•
•
•

Chapter 4

Be based on a system of classification and related level of
service;
Provide for regional transportation;
Provide for adequate mobility, as well as access to local land
uses; and,
Meet current and future needs of the City.
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The Functional Classification System &
Related Level of Service
General
The Thoroughfare Plan for Greenville is based upon a classification system that
recognizes that every roadway within the City has a classification according to
either its size or function. Thoroughfare types, as discussed in the following
sections, include freeways, major thoroughfares, collectors, and local streets.
Their functions can be differentiated by comparing their general ability to
provide mobility with their ability to provide access to various locations. Figure 41 graphically depicts these functional differences.

Local Streets

Collector Streets

Arterials

Property Access
Function

Highways

Mobility &
Movement Function

Increasing
Mobility
Decreasing
Access

Figure 4-1
FUNCTIONAL CLASSIFICATION SYSTEM

As the illustration shows, access decreases as the thoroughfare type changes from
local streets to freeways, while mobility increases. It also shows that roadways
that are intended to provide mobility, such as arterials and freeways, should not
be compromised by an abundance of separate access points for land uses. This
will be addressed later within this Thoroughfare Plan.
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Table 4-1 describes the roadway types shown in Figure 4-1 in relation to various
characteristics such as their respective continuity, distance spacing, intersection
spacing, and on-street parking. This should be used as a reference for the
thoroughfare discussion.
Table 4-1
ROADWAY FUNCTIONAL CLASSIFICATIONS & GENERAL PLANNING GUIDELINES
TYPE OF
ROADWAY

Function

Approx.
Spacing

Minimum
Roadway
Intersection
Spacing3

Direct
Land
Access

Speed
Limit
(mph)

Parking

Comments

60 to
70
mph

None

Supplements
capacity &
major
thoroughfare
system;
provides
high-speed
mobility.

35 to
45 mph

None

"Backbone"
of the street
system.

300 feet

30 mph

Limited

Through
traffic
should be
discouraged.

200 feet

30
mph

Permitted

Through
traffic
should be
discouraged.

HIGHWAY
(Interstate
Highway 30,
U.S.
Highway 69)

ARTERIAL
(Sayle
Street,
Sockwell
Boulevard,
Traders
Road,
Wesley, FM
1570)

COLLECTOR
(Walnut
Street,
Ablowich
Drive)

LOCAL

Traffic
Movement

Moderate
distance
intercommunity
traffic;
Land
access
should be
primarily at
intersections

Collect/
distribute
traffic
between
local &
major
streets;
Direct land
access;

4 miles

1/2 to
1 1/21
miles

Restricted;
some
movements
may be
prohibited;
Number &
spacing of
driveways
controlled;
May be
limited to
major
generations
on regional
routes.

1 mile

1/8 mile
1/4 mile on
regional route

Safety
controls;
limited
regulation.
1/4 to
1/22 mile

Between
neighborhood
traffic
movement.
Land
Access
Sidewalks

No direct
access ideally

As needed

Residential
access
prohibited;
commercial
access
allowed with
shared
driveways.

Safety
controls only.

1

Spacing determination should also include consideration of (travel projections within the area or corridor based upon) ultimate
anticipated development.
Denser spacing needed for commercial and high-density residential districts.
3
Spacing and intersection design should be in accordance with state and local thoroughfare standards.
Source: North Central Texas Council of Governments
2
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Level of Service
The phrase level of service refers to the level of adequacy with which a roadway (or
segment of roadway) is serving the transportation needs of those utilizing it. As
Table 4-2 shows, the descriptions of each level of service relates to how traffic is
flowing, maneuverability, and operational problems.
Table 4-2
DEFINITION OF LEVEL OF SERVICE FOR ROADWAY LINKS
LEVEL OF SERVICE
(LOS)

Description

Example

A and B

Light, free-flowing traffic volumes. Virtually no delays with
smooth progression of traffic, and speed is generally
unaffected by other vehicles. Slight decline in the freedom
to maneuver from A to B.

Residential or rural
streets

C

Basically satisfactory to good progression of traffic, but at
that point where individual drivers become affected by
interactions with other vehicles. Light congestion, and
speed is affected by the presence of other vehicles.

Urban thoroughfares at
off-peak hours

D

High density, but stable, traffic flow. Speed and freedom
to maneuver are restricted. Small increases in traffic flow
will cause significant operational problems. This level of
service is generally used to justify thoroughfare
improvements.

Secondary streets
at peak hours

E

Operating conditions at or near capacity
level. All speeds are reduced to low, but remain relatively
uniform, meaning generally not stop-and-go. Operations at
this level are usually unstable, because small increases will
cause severe speed reductions.

Primary streets at
peak hours

F

Forced flow. Heavy congestion. Total breakdown with
stop-and-go operation. Queues (i.e., vehicle stacking) at
intersections on these lengths may exceed 100 vehicles.

Developed areas in
larger cities at the
A.M. or P.M. peak hours

Source: North Central Texas Council of Governments

Within the City’s 1990 Comprehensive Plan, it was recognized that most major
streets in Greenville were operating at a level of service “C” or better during all
hours. Level of service “C” was, and still is, considered to be acceptable in most
cities across Texas. The exceptions to this finding in the 1990 Plan were F.M.
1570, which served a major local employer (E-Systems, now L-3
Communications4-1), and Wesley, Bois D’Arc, and Texas which were temporarily
affected by trains crossing at-grade.
Table 4-3, Table 4-4, and Table 4-5 contain information on levels of service for
certain roadway lengths in Greenville4-2. The information was collected midweek for one day and reflects 24-hour volume4-3. Plate 4-1 shows where these
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roadways lengths are within the City, the majority of which can be described as
providing an adequate level of service, with only a few exceptions. Greenville
should ensure that local roadways are operating at a level of service “C”.
Generally, level of service “D” is used by municipalities to justify the need for
roadway improvements.
Table 4-3
LEVEL OF SERVICE (LOS) FOR SPECIFIED ROADWAY LINKS (Locations 1-32)
City of Greenville, Texas
Location
Number

Roadway

Lane
Capacity

Total
Average Daily Volume/
Traffic*
Capacity
Capacity

Location 1

Joe Ramsey Blvd

600

1,200

550

0.458

A,B,C

Location 2

Joe Ramsey Blvd

600

1,200

601

0.501

A,B,C

Location 3

Joe Ramsey Blvd

600

2,400

601

0.250

A,B,C

Location 4

Sockwell Blvd

600

2,400

404

0.168

A,B,C

LOS

Location 5

Sockwell Blvd

600

2,400

400

0.167

A,B,C

Location 6

Commerce Dr

600

1,200

601

0.501

A,B,C

Location 7

Commerce Dr

600

2,400

601

0.250

A,B,C

Location 8

Commerce Dr

600

1,200

400

0.333

A,B,C

Location 9

Wolfe City

600

1,200

345

0.288

A,B,C

Location 10

Sayle St

500

1,000

80

0.080

A,B,C

Location 11

Wesley St

600

1,200

244

0.203

A,B,C

Location 12

Stonewall St

625

1,250

598

0.478

A,B,C

Location 13

Johnson St

625

1,250

709

0.567

A,B,C

Location 14

Lee St

600

1,200

860

0.717

A,B,C

Location 15

Lee St

625

2,500

706

0.282

A,B,C

Location 16

Lee St

600

1,200

651

0.543

A,B,C

Location 17

Lee St

600

1,200

658

0.548

A,B,C

Location 18

Lee St

625

2,500

658

0.263

A,B,C

Location 19

Joe Ramsey Blvd

625

2,500

1,350

0.540

A,B,C

Location 20

Joe Ramsey Blvd

625

2,500

2,163

0.865

D

Location 21

Joe Ramsey Blvd

625

2,500

1,790

0.716

A,B,C

Location 22

Joe Ramsey Blvd

625

2,500

1,442

0.577

A,B,C

Location 23

Joe Ramsey Blvd

625

2,500

1,442

0.577

A,B,C

Location 24

Joe Ramsey Blvd

600

1,200

940

0.783

A,B,C

Location 25

O'Neal St

500

1,000

275

0.275

A,B,C

Location 26

O'Neal St

500

1,000

241

0.241

A,B,C

Location 27

O'Neal St

500

1,000

260

0.260

A,B,C

Location 28

Sayle St

600

1,200

200

0.167

A,B,C

Location 29

Wesley St

600

2,400

954

0.398

A,B,C

Location 30

Wesley St

600

1,200

673

0.561

A,B,C

Location 31

Stonewall St

600

1,200

475

0.396

A,B,C

Location 32

Stonewall St

625

1,250

200

0.160

A,B,C

*24-hour volume based on data collected mid-week for one day.
Source: Parsons
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Table 4-4
LEVEL OF SERVICE (LOS) FOR SPECIFIED ROADWAY LINKS (Locations 33-69)
City of Greenville, Texas
Location
Number

Roadway

Lane
Capacity

Total
Average Daily Volume/
Traffic*
Capacity
Capacity

Location 33

Johnson St

625

1,250

200

0.160

A,B,C

Location 34

Park St.

500

1,000

110

0.110

A,B,C

Location 35

Stanford St

600

1,200

898

0.748

A,B,C

Location 36

Moulton St

600

1,200

775

0.646

A,B,C

Location 37

Moulton St

600

1,200

942

0.785

A,B,C

Location 38

Moulton St

500

1,000

140

0.140

A,B,C

Location 39

Division St

600

1,200

158

0.132

A,B,C

Location 40

SH 66

600

1,200

645

0.538

A,B,C

Location 41

SH 66

600

1,200

435

0.363

A,B,C

Location 42

FM 1570

600

1,200

286

0.238

A,B,C

Location 43

FM 1570

600

1,200

266

0.222

A,B,C

LOS

Location 44

CR 2118

500

1,000

100

0.100

A,B,C

Location 45

Shelby Ave

600

1,200

278

0.232

A,B,C

Location 46

Shelby Ave

600

1,200

165

0.138

A,B,C

Location 47

Wellington

500

1,000

179

0.179

A,B,C

Location 48

CR 2122

500

1,000

100

0.100

A,B,C

Location 49

Lions Lair

500

1,000

100

0.100

A,B,C

Location 50

Terrell

500

1,000

669

0.669

A,B,C

Location 51

Sayle St

600

1,200

146

0.122

A,B,C

Location 52

Sayle St

600

1,200

340

0.283

A,B,C

Location 53

Wesley St

625

2,500

2,077

0.831

D

Location 54

Wesley St

625

2,500

2,158

0.863

D

Location 55

Stonewall St

600

1,200

453

0.378

A,B,C

Location 56

Stonewall St

600

1,200

621

0.518

A,B,C

Location 57

FM 1570

600

1,200

405

0.338

A,B,C

Location 58

FM 1570

600

1,200

381

0.318

A,B,C

Location 59

FM 1570

625

2,500

515

0.206

A,B,C

Location 60

FM 1570

625

2,500

662

0.265

A,B,C

Location 61

CR 2128

500

1,000

60

0.060

A,B,C

Location 62

Wesley St

600

1,200

1,128

0.940

E/F

Location 63

Wesley St

600

1,200

1,413

1.178

E/F

Location 64

Wesley St

625

2,500

1,413

0.565

A,B,C

Location 65

Dent Rd

600

1,200

40

0.033

A,B,C

Location 66

Dent Rd

600

1,200

31

0.026

A,B,C

Location 67

Traders Rd

500

1,000

435

0.435

A,B,C

Location 68

Traders Rd

500

1,000

405

0.405

A,B,C

Location 69

Jack Finney Blvd

600

1,200

245

0.204

A,B,C

*24-hour volume based on data collected mid-week for one day.
Source: Parsons
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Table 4-5
LEVEL OF SERVICE (LOS) FOR SPECIFIED ROADWAY LINKS (Locations 70-73)
City of Greenville, Texas
Location
Number

Roadway

Lane
Capacity

Total
Average Daily Volume/
Traffic*
Capacity
Capacity

Location 70

Jack Finney Blvd

625

2,500

1,210

0.484

A,B,C

Location 71

Jack Finney Blvd

625

2,500

1,057

0.423

A,B,C

Location 72

Jack Finney Blvd

600

1,200

500

0.417

A,B,C

Location 73

Old Mill Road

500

1,000

127

0.127

A,B,C

LOS

*24-hour volume based on data collected mid-week for one day.
Source: Parsons

There are only two roadways that were reported as having less than a level of
service “C”. One of these is Joe Ramsey Boulevard, along which numerous
different lengths were tested. However, only one location along Joe Ramsey
Boulevard, from Industrial Drive to Sayle Street (Location #20), tested at a level
of service below “C”; it was only one level below at “D”. The other roadway that
was recorded to have less than a level of service “C” was Wesley Street. There
were a total of eight lengths tested, half of which had a level of service “D” or
below. Two lengths, Locations #62 and 63, tested at a level of service “E/F”.
Wesley, also known as State Highway 34, will be discussed further later within
this Thoroughfare Plan.
The level of service information in Tables 4-3, 4-4, and 4-5 and Plate 4-1 will be
used throughout this Thoroughfare Plan to analyze roadway operational
conditions and will ultimately be used as a basis for developing roadway capital
improvement projects in Greenville.

Traffic Count Information
Traffic volume data was collected using tube counters at 35 different locations
throughout the community. Table 4-6 shows traffic counts taken at these
locations4-4. Traffic volume data was collected over a 24-hour period during the
mid-week. Peak-hour traffic, which varied according to the roadway, generally
occurred between 6:45 a.m. and 9:15 a.m. during the morning and 3:15 p.m.
and 6:00 p.m. during the evening peak hour. The information in Table 4-6,
shown graphically on Plate 4-2, will be used throughout this Thoroughfare Plan to
analyze traffic conditions and related issues in Greenville.
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Table 4-6
GREENVILLE TRAFFIC COUNT LOCATIONS & VOLUMES
City of Greenville, Texas
Location
Number

NB or
EB*

SB or
WB*

Total
Volume

Name of Roadway

Type of
Roadway

Location 1

1,562

1,782

3,344

Business 69

Major Arterial

Location 2

1,470

1,783

3,253

Wesley (N of Lee)

Highway

Location 3

7,302

n/a

7,302

Stonewall

Major Arterial

Location 4

6,306

n/a

6,306

Johnson

Collector

Location 5

3,961

n/a

3,961

Lee

Highway

Location 6

3,579

n/a

3,579

Washington

Local

Location 7

4,173

4,151

8,324

Wesley (S of Lee)

Highway

Location 8

4,265

7,490

11,755

Wesley (N of U.S. 69)

Highway

Location 9

4,818

4,499

9,317

Business 69

Major Arterial

Location 10

14,141

13,073

27,214

Wesley (S of U.S. 69)

Highway

Location 11

2,573

3,549

6,122

Stonewall (S of U.S. 69)

Major Arterial

Location 12

12,703

13,171

25,874

Wesley (N of IH 30)

Highway

Location 13

10,313

9,452

19,765

Wesley (S of IH 30)

Highway

Location 14

7,950

8,628

16,578

U.S. Highway 69

Highway

Location 15

4,047

4,167

8,214

Business 69

Major Arterial

Location 16*

1,021

538

1,559

Division

Major Arterial

Location 17

5,746

6,064

11,810

Jack Finney Blvd

Major Arterial

Location 18

3,562

3,590

7,152

Commerce Drive

Major Arterial

Location 19*

13,520

12,352

25,872

U.S. Highway 69

Highway

Location 20*

5,181

4,722

9,903

U.S. Highway 380

Highway

Location 21

3,562

3,590

7,152

Joe Ramsey Blvd

Highway

Location 22*

3,273

3,073

6,346

State Highway 66

Major Arterial

Location 23

1,412

1,460

2,872

Wellington

Major Arterial

Location 24

808

480

1,288

Sayle (N of Lee)

Major Arterial

Location 25*

2,925

4,616

7,541

Terrell

Collector

Location 26

741

641

1,382

Sayle (N of IH30)

Major Arterial

Location 27

118

128

246

Dent

Major Arterial

Location 28*

1,904

1,572

3,476

Traders

Collector1

Location 29*

2,943

2,922

5,865

Jack Finney Blvd (E to W)

Major Arterial

Location 30

1,183

1,333

2,516

Jack Finney Blvd (N to S)

Major Arterial

Location 31*

3,738

3,756

7,494

Business 67

Highway

Location 32*

1,673

1,677

3,350

O'Neal

Major Arterial

Location 33

1,382

2,128

3,510

F.M. 1570

Major Arterial

Location 34*

1,463

1,408

2,871

F.M. 1570 West

Major Arterial

Location 35

6,123

6,333

12,456

State Highway 34 (Wesley)

Highway

Source: Parsons
1
Traders Road has been classified as a minor arterial roadway, although Parsons classified it as a collector roadway.
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Regional Transportation Facilities
General
As discussed in the Baseline Analysis, Greenville serves as the center for activity
for the local region, and therefore, regional transportation facilities are
important to the local economy and to economic development. The City also
has a major economic link to the Dallas-Fort Worth area, as well as to other
growing cities such as Rockwall and Royse City, with Interstate Highway 30.
The following facilities were specifically identified as regional facilities in the
Baseline Analysis:
•
•
•

•
•
•

Interstate Highway 30,
U.S. Highway 380,
U.S. Highway 69,

State Highway 224,
State Highway 66,
State Highway 34.

There are four of these regional facilities that are shown as highways on the
Thoroughfare Plan map (Plate 4-3) due primarily to roadway size and/or function;
these are Interstate Highway 30, U.S. Highway 380, U.S. Highway 69, and State
Highway 34. These highways are discussed below in relation to their respective
level of service (Tables 4-3, 4-4, and 4-5, and Plate 4-1) and traffic counts (Table
4-4, Plate 4-2), as applicable.
Highways are defined as high-capacity thoroughfares along which direct access to
property is generally minimal or eliminated altogether, with ingress and egress
controlled by access ramps, interchanges and frontage roads. Of Greenville’s
four identified highways, there are two to which this definition does not apply –
that is, there is direct access to the land uses along them. One of these highways
is U.S. Highway 380, locally known as Lee Street or State Highway 224. The
other is State Highway 34, locally known as Wesley Street.
Construction and maintenance of highways is not usually the responsibility of
municipalities. The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) and federal
monies generally fund improvements of this type of roadway facility. However,
the local entities that are affected and impacted by improvements to highways
often participate in decision-making and in the public input process.
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Interstate Highway 30
Interstate Highway 30 has been and will continue to be key to the growth of
Greenville. The City should ensure that it is aware of and involved in any
discussions or decisions related to Interstate Highway 30. Especially important
for Greenville would be any discussion or decision of widening or controlling
access onto and off of the highway. The fact that Interstate Highway 30 links
several major Texas cities has led to the need for widening and for controlling
access along several portions, some of which have been in the Dallas-Fort Worth
area.
In the last five years, the portion of
Interstate Highway 30 in the vicinity of
635 through the cities such as Garland,
Mesquite, and Rowlett has undergone
construction to widen and improve it in
order to accommodate increasing traffic
flows; this may very well be necessary in
the future in relation to communities that
are further east, such as Rockwall, as the
area continues to grow.
Any
improvements to Interstate Highway 30
that are to the east of the city of Dallas will
likely have a positive ripple effect on
Greenville. The easier it is for people to
access cities in the Dallas-Fort Worth
Metroplex via this major regional facility,
the more likely it will be for people to live
and/or work in Greenville as the
Metroplex continues to grow toward the
Illustration 4-2
east. It should be noted that traffic counts
INTERSTATE HIGHWAY 30:
VIEW TO THE WEST (top) &
were not taken on Interstate Highway 30,
VIEW TO THE EAST TOWARD GREENVILLE (bottom)
nor was a level of service analysis done.
The Texas Department of Transportation generally has jurisdiction over this
highway.
TxDOT has plans to reconfigure and reconstruct the interchange between
Interstate Highway 30 and State Highway 34/Wesley Street in the near future.
There are two primary reasons for this. First, the interchange is not functioning
well in terms of mobility with the increases in traffic that have resulted from
growth in the southern area of Greenville. Second, the bridge over Interstate 30
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as its currently constructed is problematic for the large trucks (i.e., eighteenwheelers) traveling along the Interstate due to the low height clearance. In
addition to the improvements related to Wesley Street, TxDOT has plans to
construct an overpass at Monty Stratton Parkway. The projected time-frame for
the Monty Stratton Parkway overpass is three to five years.

U.S. Highway 380/Lee Street
U.S. Highway 380 enters Greenville from the west.
This highway connects the City to other North Texas
cities such as McKinney, Denton, Decatur, and
Graham. The facility continues into West Texas
through cities such as Haskell, Jayton, Post, and
Brownfield prior to entering New Mexico.
Within Greenville, U.S. Highway 380 is known as
Lee Street and as it continues east, its highway
designation changes to State Highway 224. The City
Illustration 4-3
LEE STREET (Part of the Improved Portion)
has allocated much time and interest in ensuring
that Lee Street remains a viable transportation
corridor. The fact that Lee Street has undergone recent improvements
exemplifies this, as does the Brownfields Redevelopment Initiative that included
improvements within the Lee Street Corridor (discussed within the Future Land
Use Plan). The specific length of Lee Street that
was improved was between Wright Street and
U.S. Highway 69. The Texas Department of
Transportation (TxDOT) principally participated
in the project, which involved constructing new
curbs and sidewalks, milling down the top layer
of pavement, and overlaying it with new asphalt.
The City’s involvement primarily occurred prior
to TxDOT’s initiation of the project with the
relocation of the water and sewer line that was
under Lee Street.

Level of Service Analysis
There were five links along Lee Street where
levels of service were analyzed. These are shown
on Plate 4-2 as Locations #14 through #18. Its
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LEE STREET IN DOWNTOWN
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capacity was measured as an arterial roadway primarily due to the right-of-way
width in the tested locations. As Table 4-3 shows, all lengths registered at a
minimum level of service “C”.

Traffic Count Analysis
The traffic count at Location #5 (Plate 4-2), which is in the heart of Downtown
Greenville, was relatively low in comparison to other places where traffic counts
were taken. It was also lower than any other traffic count taken along a
designated highway, with the one exception of Location #2 (Plate 4-2) along
Wesley Street.

General Conclusions Regarding U.S. Highway 380/Lee Street
It is not anticipated that this length of Lee Street will need any further
improvement in the foreseeable future. Resurfacing improvements through
Downtown Greenville, however, may be needed. Widening is not needed, nor
is it feasible due to numerous businesses along its length through Downtown.
The level of service analysis and traffic count information supports the fact that
Lee Street is adequately serving local and regional traffic. In terms of servicing
regional traffic, TxDOT has plans to widen U.S Highway 380 between the City
and Lake Lavon, which is between Farmersville and Princeton.

U.S. Highway 69
As noted in the Baseline Analysis, U.S. Highway 69 begins in Port Arthur, Texas
and extends north across the United States into Minnesota. The regional
connections that this thoroughfare provides to citizens of Greenville and those
traveling through the City include Emory and Tyler to the south and Denison to
the north.
U.S. Highway 69 loops around Greenville from the southeast to the northwest.
Locally, U.S. Highway 69 is known as Moulton Street and Joe Ramsey
Boulevard. There is also a Business 69 that branches off from U.S. Highway 69
just east of Jack Finney Boulevard (F.M. 1570). From that point, Business 69
travels in a northwestern direction, crossing Interstate Highway 30 prior to
heading north as Moulton Street. This roadway ends just north of Morse Road,
south of the railroad tracks. It should be noted that Business 69 serves more
locally related traffic than does U.S. Highway 69. Business 69 therefore is
classified as a major arterial, and has been analyzed as such within the section
called Arterial Roadways later within this Thoroughfare Plan.
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Illustration 4-5
JOE RAMSEY BOULEVARD
(View to the North at Lee Street)

Level of Service Analysis
There were nine lengths along which level of
service was analyzed on the portion of this
highway known as Joe Ramsey Boulevard, and
there were three lengths analyzed on the
portion known as Moulton Street. They are
Locations #19 through #24 and Locations #36
through #38, respectively. All of these but one
was at a level of service “C” or better. As
mentioned previously, one length along Joe
Ramsey Boulevard had a level of service “D”;
Location #20 was one of the few that tested
throughout the City and ETJ below level of
service “C”. As was also discussed within the
general Level of Service section, however, many
cities in Texas use a level of service “D” as an
acceptable threshold. Therefore, the fact that
one length along Joe Ramsey Boulevard is
providing a level of service “D” should not be
viewed negatively when the overall service
being provided is sufficient.

Traffic Count Analysis

Illustration 4-6
BUSINESS 69 SOUTH OF INTERSTATE HIGHWAY 30

There are two locations where traffic counts
were taken along U.S. Highway 69. Location #14 is between Interstate Highway
30 and Jack Finney Boulevard, and Location #19 is between Wellington and
Sayle. While Location #14 recorded a moderate amount of traffic for a highway,
the amount of traffic counted at Location #19 was the third highest of any
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location taken throughout the City. The two locations with higher counts were
along Wesley Street.

General Conclusions Regarding U.S. Highway 69
As the level of service analysis and the traffic counts show, this
highway is generally carrying an amount of traffic that is
reasonable for its size and capacity; no improvements are
needed within the foreseeable future. The City should,
however, remain aware of increases along the length identified
as Location #20 on Plate 4-2. A major traffic generator such as
Illustration 4-7
a school, a large industry, or a large residential subdivision
Wesley Street: View Looking North, South of IH 30
could cause this length to become congested to the point
where improvements (widening) would be needed. Given the amount of growth
expected in the southeastern portion of the City and into the ETJ, it is
recommended that the section of U.S. Highway 69 from F.M. 1570 south to the
2-mile ETJ line be considered for widening. This roadway is shown with a
“Highway” designation on the Thoroughfare Plan map (Plate 4-3), and should be
upgraded to at least a 5-lane highway with curb-and-gutter. The intersection of
U.S. Highway 69 and Business 69 is located just outside of Greenville’s
northern City limits. TxDOT is currently reviewing the feasibility of
reconfiguring this intersection.

State Highway 34
As noted in the Baseline Analysis, State Highway 34 starts in Honey Grove in
North Texas, travels south through the center of the City, and continues south
to its termination in Italy. This thoroughfare provides regional access to
communities north of Greenville such as Ladonia and Wolfe City. Cities south
of Greenville linked to the City by State Highway 34 include Quinlan, Terrell,
Kaufman, and Ennis. This thoroughfare, known locally as Wesley Street, is one
of the most densely developed nonresidential corridors in the City, even when
compared to Interstate Highway 30.

Level of Service Analysis
The levels of service recorded along the various lengths of Wesley Street were
the lowest of those taken in the City or ETJ. Four of the eight lengths that were
tested registered a level of service “D” or below. Specifically, Locations #53 and
#54 (Plate 4-1) had a level of service “D”. Location #53, between Interstate
Highway 30 and Terrell, is characterized by office/large retail uses along Wesley,
with fully developed, small-lot single-family uses one block off of this roadway on
either side. Location #54, between Terrell and Joe Ramsey Boulevard, has
similar characteristics along with multiple-family uses nearby.
Comprehensive Plan 2025
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Two lengths along this roadway had the worst level of service recorded of any of
the locations tested within the City or ETJ at a level of service “E/F”. Location
#62, between F.M. 1570 and the southern limits of the City, is not densely
developed, but represents a major regional access point into Greenville.
Location #63 is just north of Location #62, specifically between F.M. 1570 and
Traders Road. The intersection of Traders Road and Wesley Street is
developed with retail and office uses; this length of roadway is also
carrying people into the heart of the City.

Traffic Count Analysis
Traffic counts were taken in seven different locations along the length
of this roadway. One of these locations, between Canton Avenue and
Highland Road and labeled with a #10 on Plate 4-2, had the highest
Illustration 4-8
LAND USE DENSITY ALONG WESLEY
peak-hour traffic volume of any other point where a traffic count was
taken in the entire City. At another of these locations, between
Robin and Burnett and labeled with a #12 on Plate 4-2, the second highest
traffic volume was recorded. This was comparable with the previously
mentioned location (#19) along U.S. Highway 69.

General Conclusions Regarding State Highway 34/Wesley Street
There are two principal reasons that traffic volumes are high along Wesley –
numerous businesses that provide employment exist along it, and it is the
primary direct north-south thoroughfare in the City. Although Wesley Street is
classified as a highway on the Thoroughfare Plan (Plate 4-3), this thoroughfare is
not functioning as a highway. That is, access to adjacent land uses is direct and
is not controlled as it is along highways in general. Land uses have been
developed along Wesley in this pattern for decades, and the pattern is such that
it would be extremely difficult to alter at any time in the future.
Although the level of service provided by this thoroughfare is not adequate for
peak-hour traffic, improving this roadway would be problematic. Widening this
densely developed corridor to add travel lanes would displace numerous
businesses. The provision of alternative north-south access is likely a solution
that would cause less displacement of existing land uses and less related adverse
impacts. An improvement that is being made in the short-term future is the
intersection between SH 34/Wesley Street and Interstate Highway 30, as
discussed previously. However, in the southern area of Greenville and south to
the ETJ where there is less development, SH 34 should be able to be widened
more easily. The City should actively work with TxDOT and Hunt County to
ensure that SH 34 in this area is improved ultimately to accommodate six lanes
of traffic.
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Providing for Mobility & Access Locally
General
The following sections contain recommended roadway widths and related
information for the applicable types of roadways shown on the Thoroughfare
Plan. They also contain analyses of certain roadways in Greenville for which
level of service (Tables 4-3, 4-4, and 4-5, and Plate 4-1) and traffic count
information (Table 4-6 and Plate 4-2) are available. The roadway sections are
intended to help the City provide for adequate mobility along high-traffic
roadways, while also providing for access to local land uses. These sections are
generally consistent with the City’s current requirements for roadway widths
within the adopted Subdivision Ordinance.
It should be noted that an increased width has been recommended for some
roadways; however, this is not intended to result in the displacement of existing
residents or businesses. Roadways within Greenville should be initially
constructed to the standards contained herein, but existing roadways may never
be able to be rebuilt to achieve the recommended widths. The Thoroughfare
Plan map, Plate 4-3, shows the existing roadways and future recommended
roadways according to the defined hierarchical system.

Arterial Roadways
Roadways identified as major arterials are designed to convey relatively heavy
volumes of traffic, between approximately 15,000 and 40,000 vehicles per day.
The thoroughfares provide mobility, but because of the speed and volume of
traffic, access to properties should be minimal. Therefore, a limited number of
intersections and curb cuts (driveway openings) should be permitted along major
thoroughfares in order to protect the integrity of the high-speed traffic flow. It
should be noted that both the major and minor arterial have been
recommended as divided roadways with a center median. While the median
could be a painted turn-lane, such as exists along Wesley Street, the
recommendation is for a raised median. Not only has a raised median been
proven to be the safer alternative4-5, it also provides an area for streetscape
enhancements such as landscaping.
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Several existing roadways have been classified within this Thoroughfare Plan as
arterial roadways, either due to their respective rights-of-way, current function,
or future projected function. These existing roadways include, but are not
limited to, the following:
Major Arterials:
• Jack Finney Boulevard,
• Sockwell Drive,
• Sayle Street,
• State Highway 66,

•
•
•

Stonewall Street,
Dent Road, and
Moulton Street

Minor Arterials
• Division Street,
• O’Neal Street,
• Traders Road,

Type A: Major Arterial
The recommended right-of-way for a Type A Major
Arterial is shown within Figure 4-2. At 110 feet of
right-of-way, this recommendation is consistent
with the City’s “A” Thoroughfare within its
Subdivision Ordinance.
However, the City
requires a minimum of 49 feet of pavement, while
Figure 4-2 shows 72 feet of pavement, with a
divided median of 14 feet. The City should use
this divided median requirement for new major
arterial roadways, as well as for expansion of the
recommended roadways shown on the Thoroughfare
Plan map (Plate 4-3) as growth and development
occurs and the additional capacity is needed.

Figure 4-2
TYPE A: MAJOR ARTERIAL

Type B: Minor Arterial
Several existing roadways have been classified
within this Thoroughfare Plan as minor arterials,
either due to their respective rights-of-way, current
function, or future projected function. The
recommended right-of-way for a Type B Minor
Arterial is shown within Figure 4-3. Similar to a
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major arterial’s consistency with existing City standards, the
minor arterial right-of-way requirement of 90 feet of right-of-way
is consistent with the “B” Thoroughfare within the Subdivision
Ordinance. Again, however, the recommended section
recommends slightly more paving, at 50 feet, and a divided
median of 14 feet. The City should use this for new or improved
minor arterial roadways.

Level of Service Analysis
Several of these arterial roadways have already been analyzed in
relation to their levels of service. The roadways that have not
been addressed are operating at a level of service “C” or above, as
shown on Plate 4-2.

Traffic Count Analysis
As with level of service, the traffic count information for many of
the arterial roadways listed above has already been discussed.
The remaining roadways are carrying a moderate amount of
traffic for their size.

Recommendations for Arterial Roadways

Illustration 4-9
TRADERS ROAD
(Between Dent Road & Jack Finney Blvd)

Several new arterial roadways have been recommended, as shown
on the Thoroughfare Plan map (Plate 4-3). Due to the fact that
the City’s major arterial system is firmly in place (Wesley Street,
U.S Highway 69, U.S Highway 380/Lee Street), all of the
roadways have been recommended as major or minor arterials.
Following is a listing of the significant arterial recommendations
and their locations:

•

The Proposed Loop - Major Arterial: Form a complete loop around the
City using existing rights-of-way wherever possible. Such a loop would
make numerous contributions toward improving Greenville’s
thoroughfare system, including connecting the City to surrounding
communities, serving regional traffic needs, facilitating development in
growth areas, and providing alternative access for local and regional
residents.

•

Major Arterial: Extend Hogne Road/County Road 1057 to the west to
connect with County Road 1063.
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•

Major Arterial: Extend Wellington Street to the southwest to intersect
with County Road 2118/Ablowich Drive, and then further south to
intersect with FM 1570 and Mary Morris Drive.

•

Major Arterial: Extend Ablowich Road
to the east to connect with Sayle Street.

•

Major Arterial: Provide a connection
from Wesley Street (south of Traders
Road) east across Dent Road and Jack
Finney Boulevard to U.S. Highway 69.

•

Major Arterial: Extend County Road
3303 (east of Greenville Municipal
Airport) north across U.S. Highway 69
to connect with County Road 3101
 Extend County Road 3101
north to Interstate Highway 30.
Illustration 4-10
JACK FINNEY BOULEVARD (Near Aerobic Lane)
Minor Arterial: Extend Traders Road
from its intersection with Wesley Street across Monty Stratton Parkway,
Coyote Crossing, and Hallmark Street to FM 1570 (just east of Interstate
Highway 30); this roadway will need to be widened due to the alternative
access to Interstate Highway 30 it will provide and the population
growth that is likely to occur in the southern portion of the City.

•

Collector Roadways
Collector streets are generally designed to distribute traffic from local access
streets and funnel it to arterial roadways (i.e., from residential developments).
Collectors should provide more access to adjacent land uses than do major
thoroughfares, but access should still be controlled through the use of shared
driveways and other techniques that minimize disturbance of the free-flow of
traffic. Recommendations related to minimizing driveways and maximizing
access across developments is discussed in detail within the Neighborhood &
Business Enhancement Plan, Chapter 10. This type of roadway should provide an
equal amount of mobility and access to land uses, and is intended to carry a
maximum of 10,000 vehicles per day. Ideally, neighborhoods should be
developed between major thoroughfares and collector streets in the future so
that traffic may be diverted from residential areas. In addition, good subdivision
design should orient residences to local streets, not to collector streets.
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Some of the existing roadways that have been classified as collectors within this
Thoroughfare Plan are as follows:
Commercial Collectors:
•
•
•

Johnson Street,
Moulton Street (after crossing Stanford)
County Road 2128/Hallmark Street

Residential Collectors:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Main Street,
Walnut Street,
Sixth Street
Lions Lair,
County Road 2118/Ablowich Drive,
Ridgecrest Drive,
Center Point Lane,
The two types of collector roadway sections,
residential and commercial, recommended within
this Thoroughfare Plan are described in the
following sections.

Type C: Commercial Collector

Figure 4-4
TYPE C: COMMERCIAL COLLECTOR

Similar to the previously recommended arterial
roadways, the Type C Commercial Collector (see
Figure 4-4) is recommended to have 49 feet of
pavement.
This roadway, however, is not
necessarily recommended to be a divided roadway,
although this would be preferred if possible. The
total right-of-way recommended for this type of
roadway is 70 feet. No on-street parking should
be permitted on this type of thoroughfare. It
should be noted that this right-of-way width is
consistent with the “Commercial Collector Street”
requirement within the City’s Subdivision
Ordinance.

Type D: Residential Collector

Figure 4-5
TYPE D: RESIDENTIAL COLLECTOR
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streets within an area and conveying it to the nearest Commercial Collector or
arterial. Figure 4-5 shows a cross-section of the recommended Residential
Collector, with 60 feet of right-of-way with 41 feet of paving. This cross-section
is consistent with the “Residential Collector Street” right-of-way within the
City’s Subdivision Ordinance.

Level of Service Analysis
There were seven collector roadways along which lengths were tested for a level
of service analysis (Tables 4-3, 4-4, and 4-5). These roadways were: Johnson
Street, Terrell Road, County Road 2118/Ablowich Drive, Lions Lair, County
Road 2128/2180/Hallmark Street, Traders Road, and Old Mill Road. All of
these were reported to be providing a level of service of “C” or better.

Recommendations for Collector Roadways
Several new collector roadways have been recommended, as shown on the
Thoroughfare Plan map (Plate 4-3). Following is a listing of some of the
recommendations related to collector roadways:
•

Extend County Road 4104 to the north to Commerce Drive/State
Highway 224.

•

Provide a connection from U.S. Highway 69, from a point just south of
the City limit line and north of Mamie Road, southwest to the
intersection of Traders Road and Jack Finney Boulevard.

•

Extend Aerobic Lane west to Dent Road.

•

Provide a connection from FM 2101, from a point southwest of Majors
Field, in a south and west direction to Old Mill Road (just south of
Oakwood Drive).

•

Extend Morris Lane west across Wesley Street to FM 2184.

•

Provide a north-south connection from FM 1903, in between Mustang
Branch Creek and County Road 2184, to the north to FM 1570.

•

Extend Country Road 2128/Hallmark Street across Interstate Highway
30 to north (just east of the creek and floodplain area) to connect to the
proposed arterial extension of Ablowich Drive.

•

Provide a connection from Ablowich Drive north (just east of Farber
Creek) to Shelby Avenue.

•

Provide a north-south connection from County Road 2144 across U.S.
Highway 380, north to County Road 1067.
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•

Monitor Terrell Road for increases in traffic - widening it may become
necessary in the future to accommodate new development and to ensure
that the level of service provided by this roadway is not compromised.

Local Roadways
Local streets provide the greatest access to adjacent properties, and they are not
intended to provide great mobility. Due to the fact that local streets are
generally constructed within residential areas, safety is an important issue. To
ensure that these roadways are not used a great deal for mobility purposes and to
ensure that their ability to provide access safely, local streets should be
configured to discourage through-traffic movement by using traffic calming
elements, such as offset intersections, curvilinear streets, discontinuous streets,
and stop signs.

Type E: Local Roadway
Structured to convey a light traffic volume (approximately 500 to 1,000 vehicles
per day), the local street section shown in Figure 4-6 has a total right-of-way of
50 feet, with 28 feet of paving. This recommended cross section is a departure
from the City’s current “Minor or Local” requirement, which specifies 60 feet of
right-of-way and 31 feet of paving. However, 50 feet of right-of-way and 28 feet
of pavement would likely still meet the traffic demand of this type of roadway.
Four-foot sidewalks could also be provided within the 11-foot setbacks.
Implementation of this recommendation would have numerous related positive
impacts for Greenville. Such impacts include additional land for development
(resulting in additional ad valorem tax for the City), reduced costs for
developers, and less roadway maintenance. In addition, the City should
consider requiring local streets to be
constructed with concrete materials.

4-foot
sidewalk

4-foot
sidewalk

11’

It should be noted that no roadways
of this type have been shown on
Plate 4-3. This is primarily due to
the fact that these roadways are
typically interior roadways within
residential developments, and as
such they will have to be located as
applicable as development proposals
are submitted.

28’

11’

50’ R.O.W
Figure 4-6
TYPE E: LOCAL ROADWAY
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Level of Service & Traffic
Volume
Only two local roadways were assessed
in terms of level of service. These
roadways were Park Street and Stanford
Street, Location #34 and #35,
respectively in Table 4-4. Both were
determined to be providing a level of
service “C” or better.

Illustration 4-11
A HISTORIC HOUSE ON PARK STREET
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Meeting the Current &
Future Needs of the City
General
A number of issues must be considered in the process of developing a
Thoroughfare Plan for Greenville. First, the Plan must be compatible with the
City’s Future Land Use Plan (Chapter 3) and related growth and development
considerations. Second, it must address the integrity of existing residential and
nonresidential areas. The Plan must balance functions of the thoroughfare
system through efficient moving of traffic, and facilitating access requirements.
It must consider alignments and right-of-way issues. Finally, the Thoroughfare
Plan must also incorporate realistic recommendations within the context of
budgeting constraints. The following discussion addresses these issues.

Compatibility with the Future Land Use Plan
As stated in the Introduction to this Thoroughfare Plan, land use and roadway
planning are closely linked; just as inappropriate land uses can reduce the
effectiveness of adjacent roadways, poorly planned roadways can reduce the
viability of adjacent land uses. Inappropriate zoning, various types of
development activity, the existence of older roadways that now carry higher
traffic volumes than originally intended, and continually changing traffic

Illustration 4-12
LAND USES ALONG INTERSTATE HIGHWAY 30 SEEK VISIBILITY
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patterns can have negative impacts on the City’s thoroughfare system. As
previously mentioned, Greenville should ensure that adequate access (driveway)
spacing standards are implemented for land uses located on major thoroughfares
and major collector streets in order to promote a smooth flow of traffic and to
minimize the impact of individual developments on the safe and efficient
function of these roads. The different mobility and access needs of residential
and nonresidential land uses are recognized within the Future Land Use Plan, and
have resulted in the various land use location recommendations.

Illustration 4-13
REGIONAL RETAIL LAND USES (Discussed in the Future Land Use Plan) LOCATE ALONG INTERSTATE HIGHWAY 30

Existing Residential and Nonresidential Land Uses
The thoroughfare system as it exists today in Greenville has evolved over
decades, especially from the decades between 1950 and 1970 when Greenville
experienced marked growth. Many areas of the City have been previously
developed with rights-of-way and land uses firmly in place. Although some
roadways, such as Wesley Street, may be experiencing high volumes of traffic
that are adversely affecting levels of service, widening such roadways is not likely
to occur.
Therefore, this Thoroughfare Plan has recommended alternative locations that are
less developed for roadways in order to provide alternative access to densely
developed residential and nonresidential areas. It is not the intent of the
Thoroughfare Plan to endorse the displacement of existing businesses or
residences. Where feasible, existing roadways should generally only be widened
to the widths recommended wherever existing rights-of-way allow.
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Potential Funding for Thoroughfare System Improvements
General
Building and maintaining an efficient street network requires significant
investment of local resources. Careful planning is needed to ensure that
Greenville makes the most cost-effective investments in its street network.
Funding is usually based upon general obligation bonds or the general fund
budgeting process. The City should also coordinate efforts with regional
transportation-related agencies, such as the North Central Texas Council of
Governments (NCTCOG), Hunt County, and with the Texas Department of
Transportation (TxDOT) in order to maximize the potential for shared
financing. Consistent participation in NCTCOG planning efforts may also help
Greenville foster relationships that would ultimately help with funding
improvements.

Roadway Impact Fees
Chapter 395 of the Texas Local Government Code addresses the issue of
developer participation in the construction of off-site facilities such as water,
wastewater, and roadways. This state law allows cities in Texas to decide
whether to assess fees for roadway construction to new residential and
nonresidential development. The City is currently investigating the feasibility of
using Chapter 395 as a funding mechanism for such capital expenditures.
Impact fees can be described as fees charged to new development based on that
development’s impact on the infrastructure system. The primary advantage to
having this funding source is that it provides cities with the increased ability to
plan and construct capital facilities so that the needed infrastructure system
capacity is available when the market warrants. If they are not implemented,
new capital facilities will likely be financed through taxes (e.g., ad valorem, sales
tax), which are paid by existing as well as future residents. With impact fees, the
development community is responsible for paying its related share of the cost of
growth and the impact of that growth on local infrastructure systems. It must
also be noted that if the facilities (and the related capacity) are not available,
growth would likely not occur anyway, and therefore, impact fees would not be
charged.
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Traffic Impact Analysis
A Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA) is a way to evaluate the impact of large
developments on a roadway system. The City should consider incorporating a
TIA component into its Subdivision Ordinance. Any residential development
that generates more than 2,000 trips per day or any nonresidential development
that generates more than 2,500 trips per day should prepare a TIA to ensure
that any impact on the roadway system can be minimized. It has been
recommended within this Thoroughfare Plan that the City monitor certain
roadways that are near capacity in terms of traffic volume or that are currently
providing an inadequate level of service. A TIA requirement incorporated into
Greenville’s Subdivision Ordinance would help Greenville to assess the extent
to which new development will affect local roadways.
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In Conclusion
Implementation of the Thoroughfare Plan will require consistent administration
by the City. Design and technical standards should continue to be contained
within the City’s adopted Subdivision Ordinance, and should be reviewed on a
regular basis to ensure that such practices are uniform in terms of required size
of right-of-way, access controls along rights-of-way (i.e. joint or shared access to
mitigate traffic congestion). It should be noted that proposed changes and
recommendations for future thoroughfares are predicated upon the goals and
objectives formulated during the comprehensive planning process (Chapter 2).
Recommended Thoroughfare Plan policies are summarized within Table 4-7, and
specific recommended roadway sections are summarized within Table 4-8.
Table 4-7
SUMMARY OF THOROUGHFARE PLAN RECOMMENDATIONS
City of Greenville, Texas

Level of Service & Traffic Count
Greenville should monitor local roadways to ensure that they are operating at a level of
service “C” or better; Table 4-3, 4-4, and 4-5 as well as Plate 4-1 can be used as a reference for
such information.
The City should use Table 4-6 and Plate 4-2 to review traffic count information.

Specific Recommendations for Existing Roadways
The City should ensure that it is aware of and involved in any discussions or decisions related
to Interstate Highway 30, especially regarding widening or controlling access onto and off of
the highway in the vicinity of the City.
The section of U.S. Highway 69 from F.M. 1570 south to the 2-mile ETJ line should be
considered for widening, specifically to at least a 5-lane highway with curb-and-gutter. The
City should work with TxDOT to assess the feasibility of such an endeavor.

General Thoroughfare Recommendations
Greenville should ensure that adequate access spacing standards are implemented for land
uses located on major thoroughfares and major collector streets.
The City should generally widen existing roadways only when there is adequate existing rightof-way width.
The City should coordinate its thoroughfare planning efforts with regional transportationrelated agencies, such as NCTCOG, Hunt County, and TxDOT, in order to maximize the
potential for shared financing of roadway improvements.
The City should continue to investigate the feasibility of using Chapter 395 (impact fees) as a
funding mechanism for capital expenditures related to roadway improvements.
The City should consider incorporating a Traffic Impact Analysis component into its
Subdivision Ordinance to help Greenville to assess the extent to which new development will
potentially affect local roadways.
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Table 4-8
SUMMARY OF ROADWAY SECTION RECOMMENDATIONS
City of Greenville, Texas
Existing Roadway Sections
Classification

ROW

Proposed Roadway Sections
Paving

Classification

Arterial Roadways

ROW

Paving

Arterial Roadways

“A” Thoroughfare

110’

49’

Type A: Major Arterial

110’

72’, w/ 14’ median

“B” Thoroughfare

90’

49’

Type B: Minor Arterial

90’

50’, w/ 14’ median

Collector Roadways

Collector Roadways

Commercial Collector

70’

49’

Type C: Commercial Collector

70’

49’

Residential Collector

60’

41’

Type D: Residential Collector

60’

41’

Local Roadways
Minor or Local

60’

Local Roadways
33’

Type E: Local

50’

28’

Notes: ROW – Rights-of-way; all measurements based on feet.
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4-1

L-3 Communications Website: “Communications” link, “Part 4: The 1980s: Decade of solid performance growth”;
ADDRESS: www.l-3.com/is/communications/50th/Part4.pdf.

4-2

This information was obtained by Parsons Transportation (engineering firm) in 2002.

4-3

Referred to as Average Daily Traffic (ADT), which is known as the general unit of measure for traffic on a street or
highway. ADT is the total number of motor vehicles traveling in both directions passing a specified point during a
24-hour period. TxDOT defines ADT as the total traffic volume during a given period (from 1 to 364 days) divided
by the number of days in that period. Current ADT volumes can be determined by continuous traffic counts or
periodic counts. Where only periodic traffic counts are taken, ADT volume can be established by applying correction
factors such as for season or day of week. For roadways having traffic in two directions, the ADT includes traffic in
both directions unless specified otherwise. Source: Parsons Transportation.

4-4

This information was obtained by Parsons Transportation (engineering firm) in 2002.

4-5

TRIP: The Roadway Information System, “National Information: Highway Safety Fact Sheet: How Road and Bridge
Improvements Save Lives”; ADDRESS: www.tripnet.org/hsfactsheet.htm.
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