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Technically Preferred Alignment
How is the Alignment Developed? 
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Collin County Outer Loop Alignment Study Evaluation Matrix
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1 13.5 16.3% 810 8 85 + 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 2,616 0 89 501 0 -

1A 13.4 16.8% 806 114 188 - 0 0 - 0 0 0 3 2,765 0 91 470 0 0

1B 13.5 16.2% 809 7 86 + 0 + + 0 0 0 5 2,764 0 90 512 0 0

2 13.1 20.4% 802 19 96 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 2,975 0 116 530 0 -

2A 13.1 15.8% 813 21 87 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 15 2,613 0 83 564 0 +

3 12.9 20.2% 801 18 83 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 44 2,212 2.55 118 527 0 +

3A 13.2 20.0% 799 11 80 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45 2,188 2.55 95 538 0 0

3B 12.9 22.9% 808 17 78 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45 2,164 12.3 140 531 0 0

TECHNICALLY 
PREFERRED
ALIGNMENT

15.3 14.9% 814 3 72 + 0 + + 0 0 0 21 3,031 2.27 94 588 0

Ratings:  
+ Positive  - Positive performance on the measure as compared to the other alternatives.
0 Neutral - Alternative has no affect, one way or the other upon the measure as compared to the other alternatives.
- Negative - Poor performance on a measure compared to the other alternatives.

Note: 2000 Census Data from NCTCOG - Block Groups used to determine Population, Percent Minority and Poverty

Alternative Information Environmental Effects
Social/

Economic Effects

Collin County Outer Loop Alignment Study Evaluation Matrix
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Website:
www.co.collin.tx.us
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