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RESOLUTION NO.     89 -2 -5 (R)

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF PLANO,  TEXAS,   PROVIDING FOR
THE ADOPTION OF THE U.S.   75 AMENITIES TASK FORCE PLANNING GUIDELINES AND
PROMOTING THE PREPARATION OF PLANS,    IMPLEMENTATION AND MAINTENANCE OF

LANDSCAPE IMPROVEMENTS ACCORDING TO THE PLANNING GUIDELINES;  AND PROVIDING FOR
AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS,    the City Council encourages the placement of landscape

improvements to increase the aesthetic appeal and identity of the City;  and

WHEREAS,  the City Council feels that both private and public developers

and the general public directly benefit from the recommended improvements;

WHEREAS,   upon full consideration and review of all matters relating to

the proposed U.S.  75 Amenities Task Force Planning Guidelines,  landscape plans

and implementation,  the City Council finds that it is in the best interest of

the City to express its intent to authorize such a program and to make the

following authorization contained within this resolution.

NOW,  THEREFORE,  BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF PLANO,

TEXAS,  THAT;

Section I.    The City Council hereby adopts the U.S.   75 Amenities and

Planning Guidelines;  and

Section II.    The City Council hereby authorizes Staff to develop plans

for implementing landscape improvements and to apply for State Department of

Highway funds for such landscape improvements within the U.S.  75 right -of -way

and intersecting streets according to the Planning Guidelines;  and

Section III.    The City Council,   in conjunction with Section II of this

resolution,  directs staff to establish an equitable maintenance plan to keep
the improvements in a neat and living condition.   This resolution shall become

effective immediately upon its passage.

DULY PASSED AND APPROVED THIS 13th DAY OF February 1989

Jack Harvard,  MAYOR

ATTEST:
Jackie Blakely,  CITY SEC' :'ARY

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Gary Ch tham,  CITY ATTORNEY
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EXEClITIVE SUMMARY 

Introduction: 
The U,S, 7S Amtnillu Planning Guidellnts' have been created through a joint effort of the Richardson 
and Plano Chamber~ of Commerce, U.S. 75 Amenhlcs Task Force: the cities of Dalles, Rkhardson, Planv 
Allen, anti Collin County, The "Ouldellr.ei" have been developed to po,hlvcly Influence the vhual a1td 
funclionnl <1tmlitles of lJ,S, Highway 75, north of Interstate Highway 635 ond sou1h of State Highway 121, 
as it passes through these communities. The "Ouidel!nes" wi!l ensure a reasonable negree ofuniJormlty, 
clarity, continuity, ond aes1hctlc character. 

I! is envisioned that the implementation of the design concept provided through the 'Guidelines• wHI be 
jointly accomplished through cooperative efforts of the State Highway Depanment, the Chambers of 
Commerce, the Business Communities, and the Governments of the dtl<ls and countfos Involved, 

The lmp!emeniotlon encl enforcement of the "Guidelines" is expected to be through wrluen, formal adop­
tion by the various cities un1I by the Stale Highway r>epartment. Because the •Guidelines" arc Intended 
m be a long term influence which will require consistency 10 be effective, ii is recommended that thty be 
adopted In ordinance rorm by the cities involved. 

The "Guidelines' are intended to insure that Central Expressway will br- a positive influence in the com• 
munf!lcs upon completion of construction and In the future. even though existing developments are not 
required 10 conform 10 the Guidelines hnmcdlotely, It I~ hoped 1hr11 on orgon!zatlon can be formed 
!hrough 1he various Chamber's of Commerce in the cities which would encourage redevelopment of the 
existing landscapes under the "Guidelines". In ceses where opporlllnit~ for immediate redevelopment Is 
not possible, influence ot' the 'Guidelines" will be at the tinic of redevelopment. 

Note: Refer hl Glossary for specific tlefinlt!on of terms. 

75 Amenities Plannlng Guldollnes. 

The 'Guidelines' speclflcally require the 
rollowlng for the Corridor (ihe u.s. 7.l R.o.w. phu 
an arc,. "'"dins into lhc adja~al pu,perty 3() feet lrom the 
U.S. 15 R.O,\11. Uoes and !oterKtlh.1311rre"): 

1. That 1 tree and 1 tree shrub be lri• 
eluded In a11;v development for each 50 
linear feet ot frontage onto U.S. 75, (T1ee1 

arc n()I required to be spaced on so· <enteu.) 

2. That 50% of the trees used be primary 
trees. (4' bald cyp,er.s. mlnltnlllll of 12 reei high.) 

3. That 50% of the tree shrubs used be 
primary tree shrubs, (8' 1,u crape m)'Ttk &Dd/or 
yaupon boUy.) 

4. That artcr the prhnllry tree requite• 
nrnnt Is met, the ne:i.t :tSC/o ot trees used be 
primary and/or secondary trees. (Seronduy 
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th'\:\ ~ri.; _,• 1,;;1lip,:t (mfnimun1 .,1,,lrt) Jh:d Oak ,tti~IJ,H t.i\-'\l 

0,1\ !r<:CA). 

S, That if shrubs are used, at lea1.;t 25% be 
prhnury Rhrubs. (2 a•llon Dwarf N1ndlna). 

6, .Thal If g1·oundcovers urc used, 11t least 
25% be primary groundcovcr, (I ,-lion utan 

jl'mine), 

7. That after the primary tree, secondary 
tree, primary tree-shrub, primary shn1b, 
and 11rimary groundcover requirements 
nre met, all other plant material specified 
bt or the designers choice t1ken from the 
appro,•ed plant list or the "Guidelines'. 

8. That 11 10 foot landscape/pedestrian 
casement be provided In the Interface 
Zone adjacent to the R.O,W. line, 

9. That all parking areas be screened 
from the roadways to hide bumpers and 
headlights (maximun1 height 36')j and thut all 
storage areus be screened from sight. 

JO. Thal each City adopt an ldentlnable 
contrasting hardsurface paving nlllterlal 
which wlll he used for special hardsurface 
areas, 

11, That all pedestrian crosswalks be 
designated by the adopted hardsurrace In• 
layed Into the pavement. 

12, Thot ull architectural screens, walls, 
ond retaining walls be harmonious with 
the color1, end textures or the Corridor 
am1/or be In harmony with the 
development's building nrnterlals. 

ii 

1~. Thill nil 1,l1111t mntt!rlal specified on 
11ny plan be taken rrom the approved 1>hu11 
11st and slied according to the 11st. 

14. 'l hat all landscar,c plantings In fhe 
U.S. 75 R.O,W, be equlp}U!d with Irrigation 
(turf lulaalion b not rcq~lied) which does not put 
water onto the road surfaces. 

15. That all landscape dtvelopments In 
the Interface Zone be equipped with lrrlga• 
tlon {1urr arc•• arc lnduded) which d~s not put 
water onto roacl surfaces. 

16. That all developments have a mah,. 
tennnce plan which Is enforceable that wlll 
ensure live, well maintained plants, 

17. That all plans developed be sensitive 
to the intcrscctlon of natural noodways 
and to the visual Impact or tall nitainlng 
walls In the Co1·rldo1·. 

18. Thnt all public ut!llty boxes be phwed 
with visual (ionslderatlon and screened 
from sight, Where pos:ilblc, overhead 
utlllty lines shall be placed underground 
or routed away from the Corridor (behind ad• 

jaoont properties, away lrom mljor and minor intcrieciioM). 

Even though there ue speclflc requirements in the 
'Guidelines', it \1 inlcndcd lh~l lhc vadou. dc,lgi1er1 who u,e 
them hb\'C freedom !n solving the prolile1111 whlch may occur on 
a 1110 hv &i!c bui1. The plan review ,pproval body wilhln each 
comm y w\11 have au1horlly 10 waive wmo or all <!I 1hcM1 rc­
qulr, c 1on11 wilh ju11lr,c.1:ion. 
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Project Implementation and Roles: 
Pv• the "75 Amenilies Planning Guidelines" to become a renllty and influence the visual properties of 
Central Expreuw~y, a cooperative effort will need to be coordinated by the 75 Amenllies Task Force in• 
volvlng the State Department of Highways und P~blic Transpor1a1ion (SDHPT), the citici of Allen, Dal• 
ias, Plano, and Rkhardson, the Chambers or Comi11erce !nvolved, Collin County, and the bu sine~ 
communilie, of the various cities, 

A su8JleStcd process by which the 75 Amenities Guidelines may be Implemented and the suggested role$ 
of the lntere,ted parties is I\.~ follows: 

I. Flnall&atlon of •TI1• 75 Amllnlllo, Planning GuldeUntt• Document. 
A. Rcvlr.w 10d commenl <,n Draft 1. April 20, 1988. 

B. 

c. 

D. 

I!. 

"· 
0, 

(I) l'ltUn!alion by Ou\delinu Dcvtlopmc~l Sub,Commiltto, 

(2) Conmient by lhG 75 Tw Poree u a who~. 

(.'omm1111 by MAIT • Wgbway Otpuuneot, IM cilic• and e<.1u,i1ie• lnvol\-ed, aod the 
Chlllbben or CommMce illYOl"Cd May 1, 1988 

0,1111cvi.JJ011 by 01ude!Jnu Uel'Clopmcnt Subcommitm: bucd OU COIIUIICDII. 
JUM 1, 1~. 

Draf\ rcvulon IU&llcd to Task force for final rc,iew end .:ommcnl. Jucc 14, 1968. 

P-uuJ review and cc,mment, Ou~Unei, apprOYCd by '15 Tuk For~ 1ubjed l() 
romroc1111. July I, 1988 

T .1.1k For«' formtlly rcqu~~t ado1llion or the CluidclinC6 by the Cbarnbcn or 
Commerce 8oard1. 8y Cbl\irman of Che 75 AmetitlM Task Force, July 7, 1988. 

Tau Poree Corma.Uy requut the C,1y Manager'• r,llhc nriou1 c11lca lo •ludy the 
'75 Antcnllic,i Pl111.1\log OuidcUnea' wilb cventua1• forini! adoption in mind. (By 
chaltman of tbc 75 Amcnltlea T,uk Forei!. July 7, 1988.} 

II, Form•I Adoption Of CltlH, 
A, Mcc1\n31 &Cheduled wilb the varlolll clty planning commls&ion1 and alt.IT to wwtr 

QIUilliOIII, AJ. 11c«kd. 

B. POlmal 1dop1ion <X>mpltted by the cil~I, 8y September, 1988. 
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FAR NORTH CENTRAL EXPltESSWAY 

amenities task force report 

Accepted 
on 

Jul)· 26, 1988 

lJS 75 • 11THE C()RRIDOR" -·----------------------------
BACKGROUND -----
The major transportation lmp1ovem~nts in the US 75 CorddN from Woodal! RodgcN 
Freeway 1,or1h 10 S.l I. 121, particularl)' 1he recons1ruc1ion efforts, will be the largest and most 
visible public work~ projec1 in Dallas and Co!Un Counties through the end of the century. 
Given the lr,1pac1 of these extensive Improvements on the working, living and tr.wcUng en• 
vironment of hundreds of thou~and~ of people, ~.pecial considcrntlon has been given 10 its 
urban design, visuol impucts, environmental intcgrntion and potential for complementary 
amcnitle~. lfow1wer, as de~cribcd below, additional efforts to cnhnnce the historical project 
are required as tJS 75 reconstruction nears completion. 

Dallas' northward g1owth nlong US 7.~ t.~~ pl11yed an imporlalll funciionnl and symbolic role 
in the development ol the Region. Originally, the Corr idnr was 1h0 route for the Houston and 
TcxP.S Central Railroad, the main rilil route to Dallas in the 19th century. Titc rapid northward 
expansion or Dallas d!lring the thirties and forties focused community nttemlon on the need 
for a m11jor north-south h1~hway facility. 

As a joint FcderaVSu11e/Coumy project, Ce11tral Expressway wa.~ "state•of-lhe-nrt". lts design 
Incorporated a series of co11cepts that were considered Innovative at that tim~: full accesi con• 
1rol111radc-scp1mued cross strcc:ts, landscai1ed median strip~, one-way frontagll roads, U-turn 
loops, emergency parking sholllllers, grass,:d parkways und major storm drainoge facilities. 
When ~nstructlon was completed through SH 121 in October, 1958, this major freeway link 
bc1ween Dollns and McKinney becHmo o reality. 

US75TODA"r' 

In the 41 ycots si nee Nonh Centro I was di:slgned, ltroma1ic lond development u\ong the Cor, 
ril1or and advanced highway design technology leh the existing freeway subs!Onlilllly out• 
moded, While 1he need to provide additional 1ransporta1ion capuchy In the Corridor has been 
recognized for ~ome time, 1he ability to widen t.he focillly south of 1635 was constrained by ex• 



I 

l 
I 
j 

I 

1en~ive <lcvdopment lmmc<liiltely odjaccnl lo lhe narrow righ1-of-way. Conversely, the sec• 
tion north o:" 16:~S hos hud less intensive de,elopmcni 1han the southern section and can ac• 
commoda1e tlic proposed modiflclltlons wi1hln the existing right•of-wuy, ·n1e need 10 nrnintaln 
traHic operations in the Corridor while supplementing llscapaclty offers a comple~ design and 
cons1ruc:1ion c.~allenge with no obvlou.1 or ur1con1rm·crslal sohulons. 

The very hcale of 1he project, 0.5 miltl in [)alias. 6 miles In Richardson, and 5 milc-s in Plano 
1npke lt Imperative 10 focus nucmion on the qualilatlve 11..,Jlects or 1he project, lti visual im• 
pa~I, opportunities for Mruclural enhi:nccme11t and the importance of optimal environmemal 
fntegration of the new cxprr.s~w;iy :ind facUlty Into the commercial and residential context of 

: Corridor. There are alw opportllnitic~ 10 provide onienitles 1h111 will improve traruporta• 
•ion functions ond provide other enhancements. These is~ues and oppor1uni1lc1 constitute the 
focus or an urbnn design. 1\.\ early us mid-year of 1986, 11 citizens advi~oiy and amenities ll\$k 
rorce were forn1ed 10 addre;s amenities Improvements for lJS 7S from Woodall Rogers 
Freew6y, north 10 I 635. Thf Task Force is, completing a final package 10 be con.sldered for 
implementation. 

AMENITIES TASK FORCE 

In November, 1987, n &peciu! task force was brought together representing the Citic& or Dal• 
las, Richardson, Plan•J and Allen lo thoroughly evaluate opportunities for enhancing the US 
75 Corr!dor from 1-635 nor1h 10 S.H. 121. A ~peclal subcommluee was appointed 10 establish 
11 sot of guidelines 1ha1 the various municipalities, civic nnd prl11n1e organiuition..q and in• 
dMduals that ir,lerfocc with US 75 c.•m use to develop the visual d~~ign nnd other 11meni1le~ 
fehtures. 

TASK FC)RCE G()ALS Al~D OBJECfIVES 

lmplcmen1a1lo11 of ihe recommendations and guidelines crc111ed for this project will be a key 
element in producing a unique urhlln transportation system. The Corridor enhancements will 
In effect integrate a highly visible und impo11an1 publicwork.s Mruc,ure with the delicate phys!• 
cal fabric or both resldt·n1lnl and commercial devclopmcnl!. 

OBJEC"l1VES 

, To rcrngnizc thot the physkal charnclcr 0f US 75, whea completed, will 
provide 1hc setting for a dynamic four-dimensional experience to both the 
rci:ulur mer ond the pnsslng motorisl. 

, To plan und develop US 7.~ IL\ a s,;cn!c landscaped corridor which avoids 
m1,1101rn1y and ~nhan.-es or create~ scenery, 

7 
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> To Llevclop o hierarchy of luud1cape tlemen1s along US 75 that are 
respectful of adjacent lnnd use& anu ch.irncteriic<l hy cle11t design de not• 
ing u sense of order nnd simplicity. 

, To tlt!velop u Llesign approach that will soflen the phy~ic;il c;hurnc1er of 
briuttc~ unll re111l11lng walls. The structures shoul<l be made to appear to 
complement 1heir environ~ In mas.~, form, color, lCHture ond mmer!als. 
Full con~ideratlon should be given to the use of plant :ind archhecturul 
materials to achieve 1hlJ objec1i11e. 

CONS'fRUCflON PHASlNG/f[MlNG 
• 

II is Important In con,1lder!ng the implementation of amenities 10 thl& corridor to cvnlu:ilc the 
construction in progress. Due to the level of construction already comple1ed or near comple• 
tlon, many considerations regarding hardscape, s1re('.t fixture~ and signage ore prcdetermJned. 
The project schedule Is provided below: 

SOCJAl, GOALS 

&Jll'l!Mt'l (AUK 
jil,M"ff'Y, tO HI 9H 

,u ... TQ 
COVNIY U"' 

i::=:::::1 

( ◊VI< TV lllll l() c::::::.~---. J f.C.LTUNI ___.., 

8HIUl<C f<l ~I\J .......,_::;J 

·--

To address 1he issues facing all users of the US 7S Corridor (i.e., vehlculur, trnnsil, cyclist and 
pedestrian) In order 10 ~reu1c II lundtcaped environment that provides safe, efficient ond t"om• 
ron:ible 1rnniporta1lon whether moving by car, bus, rail, bicycle or fool, 

OBJECTIVE~ 

> To nc1ively involve each respective city, 11djucen1 property owners 11nd 
dvlc orgoni1.11tloru in the Corridor Study and implcmr.nlntlon progr11ms of 
var1011s objectives, 

) 
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,. To communicn1e a sense or order ,md safety 10 motorists transit user~, 
cyclist~ and pedeMriam 1hroush development or landscaping desigM, 
lig!uing designs und s1ructural trra1mcnts, 

To nddrcss lhc needs of non•motorlied trafflc (cyclists, pedes1rians and 
the handicapped) through appropriate <lc~ign of pathways nnd traftlc con• 
trol ~y~1ems. 

COMtvtUNff\' INTERFACE GOALS. 

To addrest the ls~ues nffec1ing the quality-of-llfo for neighborliouds, businrssc1 and other nd• 
jacent land uses that ore directly affected during cons1ruc1ion nnd after completion by tho 
physical proximity and ch11ruc1crlstlc~ of US 75, 

08.lltCl'IVES -
> 1'o recognize th~t various land uses have dlffercm requirements to !mer• 

foce with US 75 and rcoommend specific design 1rea1mentS that respond 
we!! to the various relationship~. 

, To identify adjucent land uses, particularly llt exit ramps and bridges, 
through consistent dcsfgn thal is charncterized by clatlty of communlca• 
1!011 !lnd shnplici1y for economical maintenance. 

• To incorporate plantings where practical to ultevinte 1he hordscape 
qual11ies of US 75 design, frame cfoslrable views, screen undesirable views 
and create ouractlve sculngs for corridor users. 

► To develop appropriate nrellS with plantings that enhance the character of 
the corridor. 

ENVIRONMENTAL GOALS -
To lcs.\en the physical and e1wlronmc111al impacts of US 75 through clo&e auentlon 10 noise 
level!, air quality, runoff w111er quolily and vegetative treatment undertaken withln the cor• 
rldor. 

OBJE(,i'IVES 

> To review opportunities for noise, and glare reduction through application 
of the deflective plamings, berrm and dcnc,,tlve sound waits where de1er• 
mined to be neces~ary, 
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> To consider the air movemr.m antl ternpernture charn~teristks within lhc 
US 7.~ Corridor in rclnth)n 10 lantl~cupe malerials to c nsure the auto emis• 
sions and other air-borne pollutams are qukkly tlissipated. 

> T(l properly ~~ommodate lrrlgntlon $~~terns whhln the corridor in order 
to pre11en1 crosi(ln, los1 of plant life am.I to promote water conservntlon. 

• Tu con~ldcr econorulcol hmd5,01>e muintenunre ,1s o dc~!sn con~Jdcrnlion, 
including eas!\y mown !lopes and planls chosen for uppropriatc mature 
forms, and groundcover plantings. 

, To u1ili1.c pl~nls suitablr to growih wilhin the lJS 75 environmeu1 th111 re• 
quire minimum care and mal!llennncc. 

ECONOMIC GOALS 

To recognize ond op1hnl1.c the <1pporcunitics oHcrcd by reconstruction of US 'IS and !m• 
p!cmrn1a1ion of any rail systems being developed, resulting in enhanced corridor identity, im• 
proved marketing 11nd increuscd land values. 

Toeni111nce business opportunities and thereby create II poshive econo111lc impact on the com• 
munities. 

pBJECTJVES 

• To rapture re.11enuc~ from enhanced land vHl11cs in lhc nrca surrounding 
any natural or built Cacilitlcs along the ''Corridor or lnterfnce Zone". 

• To e11co11rage public/private devclo1nnc111 and maintenance of lhc project 
1h01 maximize all availijble economic resources. 

> To suk itmova1ive funding mechanism.I by which amenity compone111s 
can be implemented includin~ private sector pnnidpotlot'J. 

• To encourage maximum State Department of Highways and PubUc 
Trnnspona1lon and local governmental particlpntlon In aesihetic improve• 
mc111s to lJS 75. 

VISUAL DESIGN PRINCIPLES 

US 75 i5 visually interactive in two ways. First, it preseni~ i1.1elf as A d)'namic e.~per!ence 10 
tlrn\e who 1rnveJ H~ lei11ll l1 HI hip,li ,1,1:ed, 11 Is a ~cries of visuul events exptricnced in scqucn~'IC 
('view from the road"). The lliprc.1$WllY i~. ut lhc ,umc lime, a stUllc object tstablishing R major 
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presence 1hrough Mivernl rnmrnuni1lcs of II densely popul111ed 11nd developed urban fabric. It 
is heard, 5cen and sensed by persons who ate not on the highw<1y flsclf but mny see 11 from 
their neighborhood community or look down at lt from an orfko high above lhl' Corridor ("view 
of the rnud"). 'l11e development ()fan amenl!le~ program must wnsider these two aspects of 
US 75 slmultaneo,uly, scckini; to 11111ke the US 75 Corridor presence leu ,>btrus(ve where pos• 
sible and, at 1he same time, allowing it to be a unique nnd distinctive put of Dallas and Col• 
lin Cmmty a.\ 11 visut:j uml!ni1y. 

•;,werel Yisual design principles can be Identified that address the "Aesthetic", "Aid•to•U6er' 
,1ml ·oood Neighbo1' gonl,. 'T11e key principle, rMae from (unctlon~I ("cladty") to thl! more 
abstract ("unity"), 

CLARITY/ORIENTATION 

'J11e principle of clarity is 10 promote clear communication. Major structures lncludln11 
bridges, walli and ca111llcvcr.1, an<l minor struc1urel lncludlog si&ns, lighting and other nppur• 
tcnances including landscaping on lho US 75 Conidor should be simply and cWcicmlly 
designed. 

lne principle of orienta1ion rcl"les to !he importance of providing n sense of pince and loca­
tion to the driver. On II hi!lhwny that is at or abo11e-grade, a driver c1m be cognizantofthe pass· 
Ing scene while still concenlrntlng on thc rood stt11i3h1 ahead. ·r,11~ $Cnse of orie111a1ion 13 
usually based not only on instructionnl clues such as highway sigru, but also on the ability to 
t.ee pluces or huildin.11~ 1hnt are viewed from a distence, approached 11nd passed. 

Spcdn! treatment of woll~. where possible, und the introduction of distinctive detuHs to 
cn1r1mce/exi1 ramp~ ond major in1ersec1ions can be used to orient the driver to locations and 
specit1I urea; along lhe Corridor through which the highway 11.i\~cs, Vurious lnnd uses cxhibll 
dist 1c1 charect~ristks from which design clements can be extracted and Incorporated wi1hln 
US 5 corridor, for exnmplc, ~pecl11I dlstrk1 signs, median treatment and unl(JUC londs<:ape 
dcsijjns. 

UNITY/CONTINUITY 

These principle, rccognlzii the ''systems" nature of US 75 and Its cunnec:tion~ lo other com• 
ponents of the Corridor system end to local streets. Consistent functional engineering design 
standard, for rondwny clcmenl5, unlformlty of trnffk control devices nnd lighting iys1em1 
should provide strong visual relnforcemcnl of these relationships 0111.I enhance driver aware• 
nc~~. Ton much viMrn1 continuity con, however, create monotony and reduce orlen1atlon. P..s• 
1ablishing the upprnpria1c degree of variety and oricnlation within o unincd design conlcxl 
with pl uni m:11crlnls .rod architecture Is o key ohjcctive or the ,isuul design process. The "non• 
function· design dccbions relating 10 n111jor eJr.pte~sway elerne1m (color, 1ex1ure, detail~) offer 
opportunities 10 achieve variety within functional unity, 
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VA RI ETY/SIM PLICITY 

Voriety and simplicity ure 1he mos1 ubs1rac1 objeclivcs in 1he ue,thetics of highway design. 
'l11cy relate to the ntcll lo nvoid monotony u,,d bore1!0111, bo1h ro, sufety and nest he tie reoson, 
avoiuing <fotrMcting ovcr,cluhurato design lreatrnenls, Regarding views from the road, this 
suggest, respecting the driver's necessary preocC'llpation with the safe, comfortable operation 
of his vehicle. Vlsunl de~lgn tre111me111 lllU\l, therefore, be bold ond clear hut O(ll overwhelm, 
ing or distrnc:tlng. Rcgnr1hng vicwi of 1he rood, this com!~ls of avo!tling "trendy' design tre111• 
ment:1 tha1 n•e inconsistent with the long-term llnd public narnrc of thr. facility, Providing for 
an 11pproprl1.1te vi~tull experience wilhin the design context the Corridor wm require con• 
sidcrable forethoughl und planning. 

ECONOMY 

Pur:.uil of the uhove-tles~ribed principles rnu~t he carried out wlthln an overall framework ,,r 
cost-c,(foc1i11cncss for helh cop Ital and maintenance cx~1cnditurcs. The SDH&PTis commhtcd 
10 oes1hetic improvements that will integrate the highways into the environments, o.s evidenced 
ln the L111id&cape Development Matching Program to which 1he St:i1t. Hltihway Commission 
has committed funds for matching iocnl public und private sector cfforls. 

Ex11ericncc nu1ionwidc indiclll<'~ thnl introdudni visual de~ign qunlity ~nd umenitlc~ Is not 
primarily a matter of substantial capital cos1s. The additional capital tosl5 associated with 
nchic11er11ent of enhnnced vi~ual quality fall into two C:lltegorles: design (di:-vclopment ol over• 
all concepts for plnnt matcriuls uml architectural f caturcs and their careful lntciirntion into the 
flna! engince1ing design), and cons1ruction (spedal det\111S or imruduction of non-standard 
s1nict11re types). 'l11e c,.ists of incren~ed desigri,i11rnnugemtrnt time lll'C v~ry small 11.5 a percent• 
ugc of total con.\tructlm1 co,1s, ·n1e murglnul incrcuse rcprr.sentcd by sHch cfforl~ durlng the 
highwnt design process can !lave a sub.1tw11ial impact on the quillhy of facilities that wlll le,st 
ninny ytnn, 

Achievement of high visunl designqu11Hty nppeurs to dependprimnr!ly on the sponsoring high• 
way agency's co111mlt111er,1 1v aesthetics nnd nmenitics rigorously npp\ied thtoughoul the en, 
tire design nnu construction process. Construction specifications end contractor quality 
control, for example, ron mukc u crilicol dlHercn~c. 

Where .i<ldicionu! co~,~ arc Involved, SOH&PT policy implies 1hc11 spedal tre111me11u involv• 
ing ~ub~tnnt!ol expenditures und regular maintenanc~ will depend un local government nnd 
prlvnte secrnr flnnncial support nnd lnlllntive. Puhllc nnd private lnhhnive and fin~nclal sup­
port ls criticul. 111e sl rcngth or private support wlll, !n turn, be a f1111c1lon or the degree 10 
which the community ~ees the 11meni1ics improvement~ along US 75 os being in theireconomlc 
intereM. 
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DESIC,N ELEMENTS 

'l11e 11ew design for the Corridor c•eatc, a higl1w11y wi1h three dime11~io11ul clements: horiwn• 
tnl improvcrm:ms a1 grade such os paving, l11ndscaping, sidewHlks, etc. und verclcal improve• 
men1~ which ell.tend above grnde such as rc111lning walls, bridge 11bu11nents, ovcrpassei, street 
fixtures, etc .. Opponunllies for enhancing both ospec1s or the project exist which must be cl'lre• 
fully consl1lered ror their role in the visual impac1 or ltir11e scole con51ruction elements that 
dominate highway views. Such amcnhlcs are therefore ,1ewtd 1,~; "any number of Improve­
ments which can intrvduee or Improve the qual!ty and visual chararlel' of the corridor" (sec 
glo~sary oC term.\). 

IIOIUZONTAL FEATURES 

ll1e color and teKturc of puvlng for service rm1d~, li11tr~ec1ing arteriul ~1ree1~, and pedestrillll 
wnys combloed with design dcrniled construction ,·an provide !nter<m and ~el n theme for a 
given area or dl11rict. The pha.sed construction l,r the Corridor does not, however, allow for 
the introduction of p11vlng material chungcs shice much of the pa,,ing Md rernining walls are 
near completiort The po~~lhllhy of retroflllina 1exmrcd treatment~ cxis~ 10 highlight 
pedestrian CfO}Sings at major !n1crscc1ion~ although these amenities will be ad1ie11ed at a 
premium cost. 

TI1o~c nreru where loJl!l1cape opportuni1ies eKls1 between the frontnge roAd and thr. m~in limes 
or the hi,,:hwily mny be for.:ely rernineo as permeable smface where grnlle, 11llow. In several 
locations where walh arc continuou1 und landscape arcos o.re nprrow, the introduction or some 
nor.-roadwa)' p11vh1s or hnrdscape smfoclng will reduce thr hawrds assodntcd with long-term 
flnunciKI burden or rnainte1111nce, Land~caping arc us flanking the rronrnge roads and within 
adjacent prope:rtie~ must be uddrc,~ed, since these 11rea1 haven suustnntiol lmpnct on the over­
a1l l11nd,1cupe <lcslgn considerations, weclncaily uniformity, ·n,e mcd!on treatment should he 
designed lo considcrpcdestr!nn ~ofery, vehicle rofe1y and thevisunl experience of the motori&t, 

VERTICAL FEATURES 

The ~election of structural clerne1m hus historically been limiled to stJndards adopted by the 
SDI (PT for rcpcoted application on \late and rcglonul hliihwoy projects. In a11 effort 10 ad• 
dress the primary visuul s\ructures of \JS 15, tht Corridor's hard~~upe ve11icnl treatments for 
re1uining w11lh, bridge focc~ und columns and cap~ were selected jolnt\11 by the Cities of Dal• 
hu, Rlch,,rd~or1 and Piuno in 1986. 11ie A·S Mnplo Sugar color end verticnl frnc1ured fln tex• 
lure we re ~elected und 11tc hcing implemented with current cons1ruc1ion. Prior to the 
formation of rn111mf11e<.', A-5 nnd A· 7 Maple Sugar colors were sele~ied by the Task Force to 
replace the A·S color 1ch~me. ·n1e signoge, Ughting 11andar<ls und <lccorntive wan trcntmcnt5 
are being implemented with current con.struction und are thercfmr fixed, 
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Sever,1, mlva11t11ges in comple1nc1ni11g 1he motorists' visual image ra;, be rc;11ized by landscap­
ing the numerous ol'crpa\~~s or "Oy-over" emhimkrnents. 'll1-: bridge ~1n1c1tirc, and railroad 
crossings are the most visillle clemrll!s while driving the corridor. Therefore, e.vcry effort 
,hould he made to enhuncc 1hese vertical improvemen1s. 

L.and$cupe matnials that provide year around color nnd screening abilities shm1ltl he used to 
uc~·ent many or the vertka! element~ of the Corridor. In addition, visual interest may he added 
by using casrnding anu dirnbin!l vi111.s 11nd mil ~hrubs. 

MISCELLANEOUS FEATURES 

l:<1t1.1lly lmportan1 vi~1iul eltmcnt~ ,uch as 1raffic con1rol equipment ,ind 01·erhe.id 1aili1les 
within the riglm,of•way should he cvuliwted. High c11111lily ,ig11alirn1icm .ind 11rcel ~ip.n ~land• 
urds muy he chosen 1hn1 ca11 disti11gui~h ~p1~dul distric1s or types of development wi1hin n com• 
munity. The nverheud utility 1li.11rlbu1ion ~ystern, ollhougll wice,Sllf'/ 10 provide service to 
dcve!opmcnl along tin~ Corridor, 11ecd not he u dornfn, verikal clement in the lmids~ape. 
The irnpleme111a1ion of underground utilitv placement can make II drumntic visual change to 
the motorl~I ,ir,d eliminate l'lrnol chmer a. buiy intel'scctions. 

',umerous opponunilies to define the entry points into cities and coumir.s should be explored. 
Shlnd:mJ highwuy \ign1,ge is fixed by 1he SDH&PT 11nd (;an not be allered; however, arches, 
.1pccial signagc. plan1ings, etc. can he uicd on private or munkipally owned propenies 10 uc• 
ccn1ua1e 1r1rn.1itiorts from one jurisdiction 10 ano1h~r. Special interest groups or municipal 
iask e<1mrni11ee5 can he e11courages to implement this concept. 

In addirion to sidewalk\ ulong the frontage roads in the areas of densely dcvclo;icd frontage, 
pcde~trian ;1,(cs~ 1'0111i1111ity mml alstl hr. 111t1i11ll1i11ed ;11 ,rn~~·~trceb :ind bridgei, Stream, 
greenbelt, and pedestrian crossings should be acrnmmodatcd whc re in1cr,cc1ing tht corridor. 
Accr,n11nmh11i11g llroinnge details at Mreani cros~lngs as pnrt of 1he inilinl cons1rnction of the 
project has been £inaliicd and will he implemented with i:omtru~tion. However, pedestrian 
rind greenbelt crossing should be evaluated, as necc.1.101)', by each municipality to ensure com­
plianct with 11do1>1ed plnns for h!ke 11nd bike; trull und open \puce S)'Mem.s wilh In the com­
munity. Additional pedestrian consid~rations can be made n1 the intersections of major 
:ooroughfurcs and secondary ~treet Intersection.\ of the Cnrrfdor. 

' ORA,t.SETIING ELl~MF.NTS ~-------------
The dlveisl!y In selection of 1re111ments ~uch 11.1 color, 1cx1ure nnd design form is diverse. Tile 
ultimate sclcc1ion of 1hc:1c ,:lcmcnts is loo often !eh up to the contractor in the flehl rnther 
thnn being dclib,~rntely und carefully addressed througli the design process. All npplicutions 
in thi~ regard 11111st be cHJefully evaluated 10 main1a•n a hurmonimis ond uniform character for 
irnproverncn1s within the Corriuor. 
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LANJ>SC:APE C()NSIDERATl()NS 

ORJF:CnVJ<:S 

To Improve the acsthi:tic qualities through the use of Jamlscap1i n1111erlnls (hardscupo and 
~ofl$COpe design elements) in order 10: 

~ f.nturnce views; 

• Soften the visual impact of concrete; 

, Pwvid-! a unified visual experience for the 1notorbt; 

• E!;t11bllsh identity for communitlc~ or major lnter~ctloru. 

l'ARK\VA \'S 

Parkwu)'ll nre prlrn11ry con~iderations ;111d shoulil he ~afely designed for pedestrians end the 
motori~I. Minlrnizlng maintenance requirements, visual unity, views to and from adjacent 
properties arc an llc:-sign umslderatlons. 

ADJACt:NT PROPER'f1ES 

To provide \and~cnping requirements for ubutting propertic~ ~liould conform to the dcs1~11 
gu!Jelines of the Corridor. Some provi~lon, however, should he made regardlng~trip develop­
ments ~uch a~ totaH centers, offire parks, and open sp"cc urea, where plant mnitrials may nJ. 
ready exist. 111c following to11ccrns should be adare~scd and uppro1>riute rcconunendotlons 
made hu.,ed on: 

• SolicHnt!on of lnpul from propeny owners to develop land&cope 
guidelines wi1hin adjacent properties; 

, Review proc~~ses for h111dscape plans 111 the municipal l11vct 

~ Regulalory landscnpe requirements including; pedestrian C8$Cnlent.1, 
lundscopc eascmenti, rc:r,tacements or plant material and molntcnanee; 

, Conflict l)f plontlna~ wllh overhead 11ml underground utilillos; 
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BRIDGES 

llriugcs provide opporwnily to iuentify major lntcr.~ection, and crnss strceu. Specinl 1111en• 
tlon should be placed on 1hc rcli11ionshlp of planting, to bridi,;e wull~ ~incc: 1hcs1.: umcturcs are 
dominant visual feature,. Since views to bridge walls from abuuing propcnics supersede those 
from the mnln lunes, urlitjuc walk arid landscape combinations within these areas ~hould not 
interrupt the ovcrn!l uniformity of the corr!dor. Spednllzecl ~ignage and Ughtlng 111 major in• 
1ersec1ions may be implemented with little dcpnrlure from the other unirying clements or the 
Corridor, 

OVF.RPASSES 

Hmhnnkmcnts provide the greatr.st opporrunlry for munlcip.,, identity nnd psrtklpatlon since 
they arc viewed br 11II motorists 1rn11ellng the Corridor, These 11t.rns will al~o requ\rc 1hc 
highest level or municipal maintenance responsibility owing 10 munklpal 011r7,er~hlp, 

MEDIANS 

Mcdl»n\ 01¢ 1he lnrgc;;1 open mi:a~ within 1he rlgh1-of-w11y, where ~ig1\lflc11111 opporwnhles for 
lu111lsc11pi11f! exiM. Visibility, maintenance, motori~t safety, irrigation, w1d stHfol'C nnd 5ubsur• 
foce utilities urc. primary considerations. Design ~ho11ld employ plant material replacement 
coustrainls and policies. 

PLANT MATEHIALS 

S111nLl:1rds for urriforn1 plant 111ateri~I siie, type, ond ~pucing should be e,tnbll,hed. SDH&PT 
safety design critcrin ~hou\d be incorporated into the lundse11ping guidelines, Municipalities 
and Hhuuing property owners should be provided with a plant pallet and percentage require­
mcnls for review by the City. Assistum·e should be offered lo nbu11ing property owners during 
their design and review prllcess. 

IRRIGATION 

ftrig111ion ihuuld provide water In tree~ anll ~hruhs for large turf areas considering water con• 
strvution, mud ~pruy, und main1cna11cc cosls as prhnury concern~. Munlcipalilics 5hould be 
re~pom,ihle for irrii;U1io11 sleeve loca1ion.1. 

MAINTENANCE ------
I nterlocal malntcn,rncc contracts establishing high q11ality stan<lards will be promoted, H1".h 
stomJards of mai111c1wr1,c ror lnndJrnj)~ areo.\ wl!hin each municipality (Le. cross streets and 
bridge abu1menis) should be established. l'rivalc property ownet ;1~~oclu11on~ ihould cmu!der 
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udoptingor purtrcipnting In similar m~lntenance agreemcn1s to provide n l!niform level ofscr• 
vice and lnmlscapc appearance throughoul 1he project 11nd to protect the hmdscape Invest• 
ment. 

AMENITIES PLANNING GUIDELINES 

PURPOSI<:/USE 

Purpose: To provide a plannlng tool for present and future aman.lllcs development In lhe US 
75 Corridor, north off. 635 and south or S.11.121. The guidelines. are Intended to Insure clarity, 
unity, continuity and specific 11lannlni guldeUnes for common areas of concern or the entitles 
and dovclupmcnts involved, withoul Impeding crcatlvlty and Individual design aolullol\$, 

u,c: TI1e Pl11nnlng Oulde!lnes are to be used by governmental enthles, as well ~ adjacent 
property dcvc1opmtnt ond rcdcv('.lopmenl de,lg11er;, 10 accomplish the purpo,e~ of the Cor• 
ridor Amenities Guidelines. 

Apl)lkinion: 
The guidelines for lnnd.1cape frontage dcvnlopmenl within the. right-of-WR)' are based on tho 
1Jne11r (eel of frontage along each right-oC-wRy, The requirements are the same for public and 
private properties, For private property, the llflpllcatlon of pl11nt materluls mun be met within 
the "interfoco zone' (ic: the nrco1 of land outiide of the State Highway right-of-way, extending 
30 feel into adjacent properties, 300 feel into the right-of-way's of major Intersections and 150 
fe11t Into the right•of•way's of ~econ<lary Intersections. The sketch he low lllu&tr11te1 the area 
as denned. 
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LANDSCAPING 

'l11e minimum pla111ing rcquiremen1s for area~ wilhin the Corridor are as follows: 

1, One Primary Tree nnd oM Pri11rnry Tree Shrnh 5hnll he required for every 50 
linear feel or ponion or Frontage or 1wo Tree Shrubs shall be accepted in pluce of 
one Tree however, 50 pr.rcent of the requirement for Trees must he me1; 

2. Adjacent propcr1ics shall provide u minimum 10 foo1 wide londscnpe b1irfer 
and pedes1rlan 11cccH easement along 1he enl!re len111h of a Jot where ndjai:i:11110 
the US 75 righl•of-woy line and lntcrra,c Zone, except that the burrer urlp need 
not exceed 10 percent of the lot dep1h according 10 1he filed plot 

3. Required plum ma1crinl~ shull be. located wi1hh1 30 feel of th~ property line, 
within the interface zone, 

• PRIMARY TREES shall be llald Cypress, minimum 4" caliper und sh~U consist 
of 50 percent of tlic requirement, 

• PRIMARY TREE SBR lJBS sh nil be Crupe Myr11e nnd Youpon HoUy, mini• 
mum 8' in height n11d ~hall con~i&t of 50 pcrccnl or the rtquircmcnt 11nd. 

• PRIMARY SHRUBS ~hllll be dw.irf nan<llna, minimum 2 gt1Uon and shnll co,,. 
siit of 25 percent or the quantity of shrubs used. 

• PRIMARY GROtJND COVL:H shrill br. Asian Jasmine, I gnllon when 
groundcover is sclec1ccl for use within 10 feet of the right-of-w11y. 

• SECONDARY TREES shall he Red Ook und Live Ouk, minimum 3" caliper 
shall consi.~1 of 25 percent of the requirement. 

• SECONDARY TREE SliRUDS shaU be al the discretion of the dcsigm1r and 
consist of a maximum SO p,Hcem of the requirement 

• SECONDARY GROUND CO"✓ER if used shall be at 1he discretion o( the 
de5lgner un<l ~hull he ploced ;\ minimum or 10 feet lrncl, of the rlght-o(,woy, 

• TERTIARY TREES 5hull be minimum 3" caliper which may be at the dlscre­
lior, of the designer und shall tlOI exceed ZS percent of !he requirement ond 

AJdillo1111I land~c11r,e considerations are 1ba1: 

• l'ropu~ed odclilions 10 ex!~1ing dc\'elnpmenu und developments which 
have building ictb.icks grci'llcr than fifty feet whit no parking !n (ront <>f 
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tho hull<ling nnd ucmomtrate o ~otbfuc1ory landscape uppearancc sholl be 
exempt from 1hcst guidelines, 

• Exception to a guldllne requiremeni mny be given whcrr. ii cBn be 
dernonslratctl by II designer th111 views, cxces~lve gru\/es, utility pluc11-
men1, or other obs1ruc1icns prohibi1 practka1 plucamonl or plant 
ma1erlols a, required, 

• All parking and outdoor storage areas adjacenl to the bul'rcr ionc &hull be 
,cre<:ned with 1m:hllec1ural and/or landscape mutcriats (chosen from tho 
approved phmt llit), [!arthen bcmli ,hall &!$0 bt: consld!!red to address 
snecnlng l15ues; however, shrubs used to ,crecn parking area, 1ho11ld be 
3 feel rnwdmum height, 
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• NuHve plunl m~teriolA nnd design l11you1 should be considertd when ap• 
proaching or crossing major crecki or trlbutorle& which Intersect US 75, 
A natural frce,form pll1111i11g $()'!~, for e~ample, may be more appropriate 
1h11n a geometric design when adjbccnt 10 a creek, 

► All planu shall he i:ho~e11 rrom the approved ple111 Ust and shalt meet the 
minimum standards of the Amcricnn ASloclatlon of Nurseryman for plant 
~lus, 
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U.S. 75 Corridor Approved Pla11t List 

TAEF.S Min, Hell!hU C1llptr Min, Wltllh/ Ball Size 

PRIMARY 
llald Cyprou . 
T11J1oowm Dislichum 

. ..... 12'/6' ....... . . .. , . . . 4 '/42" 

Sl!CONOARY 
U\le Oak ............. U'/11' .. , ............... :l"/3:1' 
Quercvi viig/1114111 
AfldOak ....... , ...... , ..... . !4'/l!' .... , , .... , .. , , . , . 3"/3Z" 
Ouorc~ ;hvmardl 

T&RTIARY 
S"'114111)Uffi ......• , •.•. , , . , , •• • 14'/4' 
l/quldam/Jfr styrtr.lllu• 
Codar Elm .... , ....... , . I 4'/&' 
Ulmus crassifoiid 
Ho119)'1e><;U!il ShadOffl/15101 . 14'/5/ 
GI/Id/Isla lriacarnllos 'Sn11dom.u1e1' 
Golden R11in1,oe ...... 10'/4' 
K~lrou111rl1t plnlc11/a/1 
Te~a, 1'sh . . .14'/4' 
Fra,:irru1 vo1u1in11 'll!o Gtande' 
BUH Oak . . . . . , ........ , . . 12'/♦' 
0Ufllcus m11croca1p0 
f.scarmont Oak . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14'/5' 
Quercus rusilormlr 

TREE SHRUIIB Min. HtlghliC1llper 

PRlMAR't 
VA\/J)OJI Holly. , , . . . , . , . , . , , , .. 9'/3' 
I/lox vomaroria 
Ciapo Myrtlo ......... , . , . 8'/3' 
1.11gors11om1a mdica 

SECO,-.OARV 
Doclduoua Va11pon 
flo, docidua 
Nftllve HaW\hOln . 
Crale{ll/8 SP,:,, 
SOU1hern c,aoapple 
Ma/us app. 

....... , .8'/3' 

....... 8'/3' 

....... , .. , , , .. , , . ~·132• 

. , , . , ....... , .. , . . 3"/32' 

. , ... , ........ 3"/32'' 

' .. ' . 3"/:12" 

.. , 3"/3~' 

Min. Wllllh / Ball 8!rt 

, ... , . 4 caneS/2' 

, , ..... 4 CM0&/2' 

... , ..... 4 canoa/2' 

. .... ~ canoS/2' 

Chlntio Pistache ... 
PIS Id Ci! chlnensls 
Mexlcan Plum , .. 
PtutliJI lllOx,ce,11 
W11XMyr118 

. , . 8'/3" .............. , ... 2 I /2"/25" 

. ... 6'/3' 

... , ....... ll'/.'.l' . . . . . . 4 canos/:f 
Myrica cor1/otd 
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SHRUBS Min. HtllfhU C1.1llpt1 Min. Wldlh/ aall s111 

PRIMARY 
Nnndlna . . . . . . . . . . ......... 12'/1()" ....•. , .......... 2 QIII. 
Nandl11a domPstlca 

Sl!CONDARV 
Owarl 8urlo,d Holly . . 12'/12' . , . , , .... 2 gal. 
1/u com1nd 'burlordr nan«' 
A~I• Oran<Jiflora ........ , . , , 12'/12' .. , ... , ..... , . , , , • 2 g411. 
Abeli1t g1andlflora 
81ubclr,y ..• , , ••.•. , , . • . . . , . 18"/!~' , .... , , . , . , , . , , ... 2 011!. 
Bar~r.,y flPP. 
Rcd v~coa .......•. , . , . , .... ; &"/18" ... , .. , . , . , ... , ... II gal. 
H~$/)'lrtlr>4 pa/VI/fora 
TGKO lllljje . , ... , . , . , . , .. , , , , 111·11~· . , . , , , .. , . , .. , , , . , II OW-
L ,nx:op 'tyllum f111lt1$CGnt 
lndlan fla>Mhom .............. 24"/24" . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . s oat. 
R4pJ,i(ll,)l»iM Indict 
Na1Mt Eumao ........•...... 30"148" ... , .... , ......... 10 g«I. 
Rhu, lyt,h/n, 
Owar1 C.ap., Myrtle . . ......... 1e.-11s· . . . • ............ , h gal. 
Larµirarmm/11 lndic, 'narn,' 
PhQltnla . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..... :lo'/24" ... , . . . . . . ....... 5 gal, 
Pno11111ta trnerl 
Owar1 Vaup()II Holly . , ..•.. , ... 10''/!0' , , .. , . . . . .. , ..... 2 (141, 
IIIIX V(J(Jli/,llfllt 'n.t/14' 
l'amp.,1 6ra11 . , . . . . . 30'/N" . . . . . . . . ... 6 g111. 
CMtUllflS ~Olloan.t 

GRND, COV~RS~1NES Min. HI.I .4,n, Wdl. ConI1Ine, ----------------·-------------
PRIMARY 

Asian Jasml1,e . , ... , . , . , . , .. 4'/12' • , .• , .. , , ....•.• , 1 gnl. 
T111ch11losp11n1m A/ilallcum 

SECONDARY 
Purp/o Wn1or ,)rffper . , .. C4n lU1I w/6" runners ............. 1 gal. 
fuonymt,a coloraru, 
S~nlQlln~ ..................... 3"/8' ....... , . . . . . . . . . . . 1 gal. 
Sanrolln11 viren, 
Trum))4il Vino , .. , ...... , , 18' lull on tieke ............ , .. 1 gal. 
CampBI! radlcam· 
Coral Honeysuck111 ... , ..... 18'' full 011 •t~l<• ...... , , . . . . . . . I gJ1. 
L Ol!ICOrt ft,trrpt/V/r.,,t 
flufp/a HOMysuckle ..... , ...... 12"/12" ...... , ...... , .... 1 gal, 
ton/c:91a Japonlc11 't,V'PMIJ' 
v~qll\!a C1otpor ........... ur full on aial<e ............... 1 gal. 
1>srrt10110Cl8SU8 quJr,q.filO!IIJ 
Wy eank& Rose ..... , . , , . 18' full on ,tako . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 get 
Rota bafll<-1tw IUIH 
W1wirla ............... , . 4' luli on &t~ko .. , .... , . , ..... 0 gal. 
Wi~t11ri1 ainqni/1 
V1nca (ma/01) . . . . . . . . , .....•. 4"~ .•. , ..... , .....•.. , 1 gal, 
Vine• ma/or 
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TURI' ORASS Apptlcatlon 

Common Bermuda .............. , ..... , . . . .Seed or Hydromulch 
Cynodon d~Cly/OII 
f'115CIMI . , , , ... , . , . , , .. , , ..... , , . , , , . , , . , , , . , .. Stled OI H)'d1omvlcl\ 
F•!JtUCa flibl't 
8\/11110 Grass .. , ...... , .. , .... , . . . . . . . . . . . . , , . , .. , ... Stid 
Buchl04I dactyloldu 
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ll(RIGATION 

'l11e longevhy umJ hurdine~s of pl.int niuteriuls will depeml primL1ril~ on irrig.111011, V11rl1,11s 
fmrn~or irrigu1lori !nch1ding Leoky Pipe,AqLrn•Porc unil Dr!p lrrigmion ,,lrnuld be investigated 
further lo dc1crn1ine which ~y~tem is best suited for vnr!ou~ uppllco1lon1 within phmt!ng and 
1t,1f areas in the Corridor ond lnt~rfnce ore a~. Specific ~election ofan ir,igation 1y"e111 ~hould: 

• Limh over• ipray onto adjacent roadways: 

• Compliment short term maintcnanre of llreas whlch will be self sustainJng 
1111d Iona term maintenance of areas which cue dependent on Irrigation 
year around; 

,. Conserve wuter to the greR, ,st ex1cn1 ponible, 

Recommendations or irrigation Jyilem~ within the corridor and Interface ionc Include: 

► lrrigutlim i,f 11.1rf areas in large areas wilh a quick•,oupler $)'item; 

• Leoky Pipe irrigation or planter bed& 11nd 1rce locations for Phase I to test 
iii opproprlu1enes~ for other phnses. 

l\1Al, ... N...,T._EN...,A,_N..,.C .. E 

A long lerrn l111crlocal mainle.nance ugrecmenl shall be e~hlbli~hed for the Corridor and In• 
terfacc Zone, The ai:rceincn1 shRII ~pecify a level of maintenance ngrecohle to t1II pnrtits and 
shuH ~pecify en independcnl mt1inIcna11ce firm 10 carry out maintenance rcsponsibill1ics, 
Privntc property owner~ wi1hln the Interface Zone ~hould cmcr Into n muintenance agreement 
which specifies a level of muinten1mce equal to 1he munklpulity in which It Is locuted and 
sh<iuld ogrec 10 specify on independent mninlcnancc flrm to carry out maintenance respon• 
~ibilitics. 

A RCHl'I'EC'TURAL ELEM~~NTS 

The design ofrc\oining walls, pedestrian overpasMis, or any other 11tchl1ecturnl element~ (not 
to include individual buildings) shrill be of II color and texture harmonious with tho,~ adopted 
ror 1hc Corridor, 

Screening or 01.11door s1orage areas, dum1,>s1cr1, ,•chicles, etc. within visual range of US 75 ~hrlll 
be designed wilh hnrmonious colors, materials. and textures to that of hardscape improve­
mer11s within the Corridor. Although speclfk recommendations are not contained herein, 
each mu11lc;l1>11lliy •houltl incorporate this eleme111 for i:oMldercition of site plan and / ot 
landscape plnn review, 
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lfARDSURl''ACE ELF.i\-1ENTS 

Hardsurfacc ele111e111R such :is ,IJewnlk~. puved phmlcr edges, petles1rlun cro~)wnlks, ct,:. shnll 
he colbtruc1ed of the adopted pavlng colors antl mater(uls. Graphic examples are provided 
below: 

\ 
:t•"-b.~;ti~f_: .. ·:.·~":.~~~ .. ..,?' 

··-· -- ·-·· .. ~- -~----·. ;·.~-~--._,,..,,.. 
• •-•sr' __ ._ 

··-' . , . 
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PEDESTRIAN OVERPASSES 

Pcdc~lrlon O'lerpnssos ~hYII be eons1ruc1ed or millerinls and colors os adopted for use within 
1he Corridor, 

All public utility boxes (le: &witch geu, tr11ffic conlrol, etc.) lhllll be screcincd from slgh1 where 
po~sibtc, Where possible, ovi:rhead u1Hlty lines shall be pla~cd underground or rou1ed away 
from the Corridor (behind adjacent propcr1le1, away from major nn,1 minor interscction1). 

STREl<..i' 1-'URNITURE AND SIGNAGE 

All street rumlture nnd signage standard, beyond the Slate Highway right-of-way ,hould bent 
the t.ll~crctlon ol 1hc municipality in which II 1$ loca1.:d . 
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APPENDIX 

ILLUSTRATIONS1 

1. MNOR IN'ruRSECTION l'IAN VIEW AND DRIVERS PERSPECl1VE 

2. MAJOR INTERSECITON AERlAL PHRSPEcnVB 

3. MINOR INTERSECTIOH PLAN VIEW ANO !)JUVE.RS PERSPECilVR 

4. MINOR INTERSBCTION AERIAL PERSPE.cnVB 

$.OVERPASS.Ill.AN VIUW ANi> DR1VERS PERSPEG11VB 

6. OVERPASS AERIAL PERSPP.CTIVE 

7, MP.DTAN ENHANCEMENT 
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GLOSSA.RY 

DEFINmON OF TER!liS 

ADJACENT PROPERTY: any property which 11 con1lguou1 to 1he US 75 right• 
of-way or ln1ersecting stree1s as defined herein. 

ADOPTED COLOR: Any color which has been speclflcally adop1ed for 1ise on 
various structure, In the Corridor. 

ADOPTED HARDStJRFACJl. PA VINO: Any specific, unique pwlna material 
(other than the s1anrlard highway concrete finish) adopted by each municipality, 
TI1c paving used for s1>eclal ro:id surfaces, p<idestrian ways and 01her hard•sur• 
!11~ 11rea.~, whkh are to be coru11ue1ed within 1he Corridor or each muttldp111l1y. 

ADOPTED LIO~rl1NO: Any style lighting which h1u been specl!kally adopted 
for U$C in the Corridor. 

ADOPTED SIGNAOE: Any ~lgn;igt which has been 5pccifkally adopted for 
use in lhc Corridor. 

ADOPTED TEX'l'lJRES: A:ny texture which h11J been specifically adopted for 
use on various structures In 1hc Corridor. 

A.¼ENrnr:s: Any elem~nt In 111~ Corridor whkh can be Introduced to improve 
the quruily of the space, to Include but no1 be lhnited to color, 1cx1ure, pl11n1S, 
special hol'<lsu1foces, Irrigation, lighting, !igns, etc, 

DUFFER, I.ANDSCAPFJPEDESTRlAN: The 10 foot wirle area behlnd lho 
filate righ1-of•way line whkh is privately owned. 

CORRIDOR: The nrea dellned by 1he State Hlghw1w R.O. W. and the Imerfnce 
Zone, 

DEVELOPMENT: A:ny amenity l111provemcn1 which occurs In lhe Corridor. 

GORE AREA: The area cx1c11ding from the Oore Point back to th~ OulJlde 
Median. The area is normaUy paved and striped, · 

GORE POlN'I': The point where the in1crsectlo11 of the line created by the 0111• 
iide ireeway lane and lhc line creattd by the freeway side larv, or nn t:::11 or 
entrance ramp, 
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INTERf-ACE ZONE: The area ofland out~ide and adjacenl to lhc Slate High• 
way Right of Way, extending 30 feet Imo th<l adjacent propenies, 300 feel into 
R.O. W.'s or major intersections. and 150 feet 11110 R.O,W.'s or $eoondary ln1er• 
scc1lo11s, 

LANDSCAPE EASEMENT: Any eMement In the Corridor which allows for 
public landscape r.!oveloptt1cnl, 

MEDIAN: That arc11 within the Slate Highway right-cf-way betwe.in the main 
lanes and 1he fron1ag11 roads, 

OVERPASS: 1i1oroughfate or rall ·nructure which passes over the Corridor but 
does not have dlrccl access lo the Corridor, 

PEDESTRIAN HASEMF.NT: An easement In the Corridor dedicated by plat or 
separate hutrument which allows for publlc pedestrian ltaftlc, 

PRIMARY OROUNDCOVER: A spcdUc groundcovcr which I& used in o 
~pee!nc pcrr.enu1ge, 

PRIMARY 1REB: A specific tree, whh,h Is used In a specific pcrct.n1aae, 

PRIMARY TRBli SHRUBS: Spcclflc tree 1hrub1 which are used in a specific 
perce111age. 

PRIMARY SHRUBS: Specific shrubs which arc used In a spccitk percentage,• 

RETAINING WALL: A wall which is u~cd 10 hold soli secure or Intact in the 
Corridor. 

SCREENING WALLS: Ally architectural structure in 1l1c Corridor which Is con• 
structcd for visual or noise ctaulderutlons, 

SECONDARY GROUNl)COVER: 0101111dc<Jver of tbe designers choice token 
from the plant pallet. TI1e primruy groundcov1H has priority over secondary 
groundcovers if d!scuHion is appropriate.• 

SECONDARY TREHS: Specific trees which aro used in a specific percentage• 
in any development whkh can acc:ommodntc tree& in 1h11 Co1·rldor, Tho primary 
1rce hM priority c,v11r ieconduy 1ree1 if dlscretlon Is appropriate.• 

SECONDARY TRHE SHRUB: Tree shrnbs of the de~igners choke taken flam 
the approved plllnt list. 1l1e primary tree 1hrubs h11ve prlotil)' over ,econdary 
tree ~hruo, If d!scrttlon is 11pproprl111e.• 
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STATE HIGIIWA Y R.O.W.: TI1e arra of land between the R,O.W. lincs of US 
75, norlh of I 63S and south of SH 121. 

TERTIARY TREF.S: Trees of the designers choke taken from the plant list. 
The prlmnry llnd secondary trees ha•1c priority over Tertiary trees if discrclion Is 
appropriate.• 

TREP.: A vertkal plant which has lt tnink lite•>! 3 to 4 lnchea in caliper or 
greater as mcasurrd 6" obove the arade line (ball). 

TREE SHRUB: A vertical plant which docs not have a 1ru1uc ,lie of greater 
than 4 Inches. 

UNDERPASS: A thoroughfare or rail &11'\lcturc which vasse1 under the Cor• 
rldor but does not have direct arces.s to the Corridur, 

UNlf'1ER: /v1y smcnity which is ~pecified by numc and ls required to be used In 
ccnain ~es In developments In the Corridor. 

tn IUTY EASEMENT•, An)' utlllty easement which b located In or Intersects 
with the Corridor. 

• F~ct,ptlon may be given where ii can he demonstrated by II designer thAt views, excc~ive 
grades, utHltyplaccrnem, or other obs1rucllon1 prohibit practical phicemcnt ofpltnl mC&terials 
or per,entages as requireu. 
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