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Connecting you with Texas

Just Following the Template
• Always use the latest AQ Portal 

template

• Remove unused or placeholder 

language

• Verify links and references work

Common Issue
Leftover template language 

and broken links require 
unnecessary back-and-forth
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Connecting you with Texas

A Plan for A Plan
• Use the approved PACP as your guide

• Ensure consistency throughout documentation

• Discuss any deviations early with partners

Common Issue
Documentation drifts from 

the PACP, causing confusion 
and rework during review.
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Connecting you with Texas

Well… It Was Accurate At One Point
• Conformity = a point-in-time determination

• Documentation must reflect that exact moment

Conformity 
Determination

Plan 
Development Later ChangesTIP Updates Approval

Common Issue
Provided project lists do not 
reflect the list at the time of 

determination.
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Connecting you with Texas

All Roads Lead to the Open-to-Traffic Date

LET YEAR

2031

CONSTRUCTION

~2 Year 

Assumption

OPEN TO 
TRAFFIC

2033 

(Expected)

Analysis 
Years:
2030
2035
2040
2050

Project is listed with an analysis year of 2040  Needs Explanation

Common Issue
No explanation for analysis 
year leads to questions of 

accuracy
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Connecting you with Texas

Wait…How Many Lanes?
• Use “X to Y lanes” format

• Show when no capacity is 

added (X to X)

• Specify managed lane 

type (HOV, HOT, etc.)

Reconstruct roadway, 
including sidewalks 

and drainage system 
updates. 

Reconstruct roadway 4 
to 4 lanes, including 

sidewalks and 
drainage system 

updates. 

Expand expressway 
with added managed 

lanes.

Expand from 4 to 8 
lane expressway – 2 

new general 
purpose lanes & 2 

new HOV lanes

Common Issue
Unclear descriptions lead to 

extra back-and-forth 
delaying approval.
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Connecting you with Texas

Call It What It Is – And Prove It
• Project classification must align with definitions

• Must be defensible if questioned

• Document the reasoning behind the decision

Exempt From 
Regional Emissions 

Analysis (EREA)

Exempt from 
conformity

Not Regionally 
Significant (NRS)

Reflects definition in 
conformity 

documentation

40 CFR §93.126 – 
Table 2

40 CFR §93.127 – 
Table 3

Common Issue
No backup for project 
classification can delay 

review.



8

Connecting you with Texas

Contact Information

Clint Anderson

Clint.Anderson@txdot.gov

512-708-0239

mailto:Clint.Anderson@txdot.gov
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