





Figure B.37: EROW Input Screen for the Tarrant County for the Second OptiasefStudy
One.

Figure B.38: EROW Best Case Scenario Output Screen for the TaoantyGor the Second
Option of Case Study One.
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Figure B.39: EROW Worst Case Scenario Output Screen for the TarnantyGor the First
Option of Case Study One.

Table B.11: Best and Worst Case Scenario of the Urban County for the Second Optsa of C

Study One

Urban

Best Case Scenario

Speculation Scenario and Parcels

Schematics Available (10 parcels)

Budget Option ($1,000)

1,588

Best Rate of Return (%) 879.90
Resulting Expenditure ($1,000) 821
Resulting Savings ($1,000) 7,224

Worst

Case Scenario

Speculation Scenario and Parcels

Environmental Clearance Obtained
(8 parcels), and Schematics Available
(10 parcels)

Budget Option ($1,000) 2,454
Worst Rate of Return (%) 866.26
Resulting Expenditure ($1,000) 1,651
Resulting Savings ($1,000) 14,302
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GRAPH OF SAVINGS AND RORs FOR BUDGET OPTIONS
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Figure B.40: Graph of Savings and RORs for Budget Options of the Urban Coutttg for
Second Option of Case Study One.

i EROW Optimization v.3.0

Figure B.41: EROW Input Screen for the Urban County for the Second Optios®Shaly
One.
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111 M

Scenario 9 Mot Selected Scenanio 11| Mot Selected | Mot Selected

Figure B.42: EROW Best Case Scenario Output Screen for the Urban Couhty &scond
Option of Case Study One.

i EROW Optimization v.3.0

— 7224 g73.90 Not Selected | Mot Selected Not Selected | Mot Selected

} 1651 14302 Scenaria 9 Nal o171 Mol ed Mot!

Figure B.43: EROW Worst Case Scenario Output Screen for the Urban Gowuthty Second
Option of Case Study One.
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Appendix C: EROW Case Study Two Outputs
First Option:

Table C.1: Best and Worst Case Scenario of the Environmental Clearanoe®Btzenario for

the First Option of Case Study Two

Environmental Clearance Obtained
Best Case Scenario

County Type and Parcels

Harris (3 parcels)

Budget Option ($1,000) 5,822
Best Rate of Return (%) 4,558.72
Resulting Expenditure ($1,000) 3,915
Resulting Savings ($1,000) 178,474

Wor st

Case Scenario

County Types and Parcels

Metro (42 parcels), Dallas (25 parcels),
Harris (12 parcels), and Tarrant (13 parcels)

Budget Option ($1,000)

31,717

Best Rate of Return (%) 2,083.97
Resulting Expenditure ($1,000) 29,593
Resulting Savings ($1,000) 616,708
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Figure C.1: Graph of Savings and RORs for Budget Options of the EnvironmerstarCie

Obtained Scenario for the First Option of Case Study Two.




i EROW Optimization v.3.0

32115

a179

Figure C.2: EROW Input Screen for the Environmental Clearance Obt&awegdhrio for the
First Option of Case Study Two.

I EROW Optimization v.3.0

Mot 5 ted Mot 5 Mot 5 B Not Selected 5o o B
22088 312873 Mot Selected | Mot Selected | Mot Selected | Not Selected Scenario 13| Mot Selected
443885 292513 Scenario 17 | Mot Selected | Mot Selected | Not Selected Scenario 13| Mot Selected
Ba2770 2594 57 Soenario 17 | Mot Selected | Mot Selected Scenario 26 Scenario 13| Mot Selected
B05376 242264 Scenaro 17 | Mot Selected | Mot Selected Scenario 26 Scenaro 13| Scenario 14
E16703 2083.97 Scenario 43 | Mot Selected | Mot Selected Scenario 26 Scenario 13| Scenario 14

Figure C.3: EROW Best Case Scenario Output Screen for the EnvironGezaednce Obtained
Scenario for the First Option of Case Study Two.
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-10] x|
Help
PROJECT INPUTS RESULTS | -
) Q.E\?\%IWLGTEI;P?% FT?'I]LEHDNF[X] Project 1 Project 2 Project 3 Project 4 5Pr0|ec:t Project &
178474 455872 Mot Selected | Mot Selected | NotSelected | Mot Selected Scenariod | Mot Selected
322088 312573 Mot Selected | Mot Selected | NotSelected | Mot Selected Scenario 13| Mot Selected
443885 2492513 Scenaro 17 | Mot Selected | Mot Selected | Mot Selected Scenario 13| Mot Selected
532770 253457 Scenario 17 | Mot Selected | Not Selected Scenario 26 Scenario 13| Mot Selected
Not Selected

Surmrmary - -
Best Rate of Return Maximurn Savings PLOT RESULTS
Rate of Return |4,558.?2% |2,083.9?%
Budget Required  [$3915 $29595 || SN
Savings Obtained |$1?34?4 $616708 ExIT

Figure C.4: EROW Worst Case Scenario Output Screen for the Environmegdedritie
Obtained Scenario for the First Option of Case Study Two.

Table C.2: Best and Worst Case Scenario of the First Parcel Purchasearyy&aenario for
the First Option of Case Study Two

First Parcel Purchased (inc. early)
Best Case Scenario

County Type and Parcels

Harris (1 Parcel)

Budget Option ($1,000) 5,822

Best Rate of Return (%) 2,719.24

Resulting Expenditure ($1,000) 2,728

Resulting Savings ($1,000) 74,181
Worst Case Scenario

County Types and Parcels

Metro (2 parcels), Dallas (3 parcels),
Harris (4 parcels), and Tarrant (6 parcels)

Budget Option ($1,000)

31,717

Worst Rate of Return (%) 1,569.26
Resulting Expenditure ($1,000) 29,934
Resulting Savings ($1,000) 469,742




GRAPH OF SAVINGS AND RORs FOR BUDGET OPTIONS
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Figure C.5: Graph of Savings and RORs for Budget Options of the First Parchbhsed
(inc. early) Scenario for the First Option of Case Study Two.

I EROW Optimization v.3.0

Figure C.6: EROW Input Screen for the First Parcel Purchased (ih9. 8eenario for the First
Option of Case Study Two.

19C



I EROW Optimization v.3.0

924 ]
173288 1.897.28 Mot Selected | NotSelected | Mot Selected | Mot Selected Scenario 4 | Mot Selected
281757 1.847.97 MotSelected | NotSelected | NotSelected | Mot Selected Scenario 5 | Mot Selected
350565 1.724.71 NotSelected | NotSelected | NotSelected | Mot Selected Scenario 5 Scenario 7
411445 1.646.77 Scenario 3 Mot Selected | NotSelected | Not Selected Scenario 5 | Scenario 7
463742 1.569.26 Scenario 3 Not Selected | Not Selected Scenario 4 Seoenario 5 Scenario 7

Figure C.7: EROW Best Case Scenario Output Screen for the Fiest Parchased (inc. early)

Scenario for the First Option of Case Study Two.

Ih EROW Optimization v.3.0

41e 2.719.24 Mot Selected | Mot Selected | MotSelected | Mot Selected Scenario 2 | Mot Selected

173258 1,897 26 Mot Selected | Mot Selected | MotSelected | Mot Selected Scenario 4 | Mot Selected

281797 1.847.97 Mot Selected | Mot Selected | Mot Selected | Mot Selected Scenario 5 | Mot Selected

350565 172471 Mot Selected | Mot Selected | MotSelected | Mot Selected Scenario B Scenario 7

411445 164677 Scenario 3 Mot Selected | Mot Selected | Mot Selected Scenaio5 | Scenario 7
. i0d . .

Figure C.8: EROW Worst Case Scenario Output Screen for the Firsl Parchased
(inc. early) Scenario for the First Option of Case Study Two.
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Table C.3: Best and Worst Case Scenario of the First Parcel Purchasedlfd@aenario for
the First Option of Case Study Two

First Parcel Purchased (Not early)
Best Case Scenario

County Type and Parcels Harris (2 Parcels)
Budget Option ($1,000) 5,822

Best Rate of Return (%) 2,309.30
Resulting Expenditure ($1,000) 4,849

Resulting Savings ($1,000) 111,978

Worst Case Scenario

Metro (3 parcels), Dallas (8 parcels),
County Type and Parcels Harris ((7 F|r)JarceIs)), and Ta(rraF;]t (6 p;rcels)
Budget Option ($1,000) 31,717
Worst Rate of Return (%) 1,719.26
Resulting Expenditure ($1,000) 30,122
Resulting Savings ($1,000) 517,875
ol x|
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Figure C.9: Graph of Savings and RORs for Budget Options of the First Parchased

(not early) Scenario for the First Option of Case Study Two.
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Figure C.10: EROW Input Screen for the First Parcel Purchased (hQt®e@enario for the First
Option of Case Study Two.

i EROW Optimization v.3.0

1865975 1.891.69 Mot Selected | Mot Selected | Mot Selected Scenario 9 Scenario 3 | Mot Selected
307026 197711 Mot Selected | Mot Selected | Mot Selected | Mot Selected Scenario 8 | Mot Selected
382023 1.857.73 Mot Selected | Mot Selected | Mot Selected Scenario 9 Scenario 8 | Mot Selected
451112 1.781.64 Mot Selected | Mot Selected | Mot Selected Scenario 9 Scenario 8 Scenario 7
517875 1.719.26 Scenario 4 Mot Selected | Mot Selected Scenario 9 Scenario 8 Scenario 7

Figure C.11: EROW Best Case Scenario Output Screen for the First Parchased (not early)
Scenario for the First Option of Case Study Two.
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Help
PROJECT INPUTS RESULTS |
] ?'E\EIUNLE;[SIN[:% F??'ITLEHDNF[Z] Project 1 Project 2 Project 3 Project 4 sProiecl Project &
111978 230930 Mot Selected | Mot Selected | Mot Selected | Mot Selected Scenario 3 | Mot Selected
186975 1.891.69 Mot Selected | Mot Selected | Mot Selected Scenario 9 Scenario 3 | Mot Selected
307026 197711 Mot Selected | Mot Selected | Mot Selected | Mot Selected Scenario 8 | Mot Selected
382023 1.857.73 Mot Selected | Mot Selected | Mot Selected Scenario 9 Scenario 8 | Mot Selected
481112 1.781.64 Mot Selected | Mot Selected | Mot Selected Scenario 3 Scenario 8 Scenario 7

Mot Selected Mot Selected enario 3 S Scenario

Surnrmary - -
Best Rate of Return Maximurn Savings PLOT RESULTS
Rate of Return 2,309.30% I1,?19.26%
Budget Required  [$4a43 [s30122 _ SAMERESULTS |
Savings Obtained $111978 |$51?875 EXIT

Figure C.12: EROW Worst Case Scenario Output Screen for the Ficst Parchased
(not early) Scenario for the First Option of Case Study Two.

Table C.4: Best and Worst Case Scenario of the ROW Release Obtained Soenlaeid-irst
Option of Case Study Two

ROW Release Obtained
Best Case Scenario

County Type and Parcels Harris (3 Parcels)
Budget Option ($1,000) 5,822

Best Rate of Return (%) 3,721.27
Resulting Expenditure ($1,000) 4,773

Resulting Savings ($1,000) 177,616

Worst Case Scenario
Metro (36 parcels), Dallas (17 parcels),
Harris (9 parcels), and Tarrant (11 parcels)

County Type and Parcels

Budget Option ($1,000) 31,717
Worst Rate of Return (%) 1,965.36
Resulting Expenditure ($1,000) 30,525
Resulting Savings ($1,000) 599,925
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GRAPH OF SAVINGS AND RORs FOR BUDGET OPTIONS
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Figure C.13: Graph of Savings and RORs for Budget Options of the ROW Rels#ase0
Scenario for the First Option of Case Study Two.

i EROW Optimization v.3.0

Figure C.14: EROW Input Screen for the ROW Release Obtained Scéordtie First Option
of Case Study Two.
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316148 3.094.94 Mot Selected | Mot Selected | Mot Selected | Mot Selected Scenario 10| Mot Selected
440156 2865.23 Scenaio 12 | Mot Selected | Mot Selected | Mot Selected Scenario 10| Mot Selected
519365 255998 Scenaio 12 | Mot Selected | Mot Selected Scenario 18 Scenario 10| Mot Selected
550939 232287 Scenaio 12 | Mot Selected | Mot Selected Scenario 18 Scenario 10| Scenario 12
593525 1,965.36 Scenanio 37 | Mot Selected | Mot Selected Scenario 18 Scenario 10| Scenario 12

Figure C.15: EROW Best Case Scenario Output Screen for the ROW Relg#aseed Scenario
for the First Option of Case Study Two.

Ik EROW Optimization v.3.0

177E16 i ey Mot Selected | Mot Selected | Mot Selected | Not Selected Scenario 4 | Mot Selected
36148 3.034.34 Mot Selected | Mot Selected | Mot Selected | Not Selected Scenario 10| Mot Selected

440156 2.865.23 Scenario 12 | Not Selected | Mot Selected | Not Selected Scenario 10| Mot Selected

519363 255395 Scenario 12 | Not Selected | Mot Selected Scenario 18 Scenario 10| Mot Selected

530333 232287 Scenario 12 | Not Selected | Mot Selected Scenario 18 Scenario 10| Scenario 12

rio wanio 18 enario 10

. 1,985 ed | ;
!/ /| | |

Figure C.16: EROW Worst Case Scenario Output Screen for the ROW &k@let@sned

Scenario for the First Option of Case Study Two.
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Table C.5: Best and Worst Case Scenario of the Schematics Available (Boen@yio for the

First Option of Case Study Two

Schematics Available

Best Case Scenario

County Type and Parcels

Harris (6 Parcels)

Budget Option ($1,000) 5,822
Best Rate of Return (%) 6,319.47
Resulting Expenditure ($1,000) 4,982
Resulting Savings ($1,000) 314,836

Worst Case Scenario

County Type and Parcels

Metro (27 parcels), Dallas (28 parcels),
Harris (21 parcels), and Tarrant (25 parcels)

Budget Option ($1,000)

31,717

Worst Rate of Return (%) 2,198.74
Resulting Expenditure ($1,000) 29,518
Resulting Savings ($1,000) 649,024

=lolx|
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Figure C.17: Graph of Savings and RORs for Budget Options of the Schematitzhle
(time 0) Scenario for the First Option of Case Study Two.
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Figure C.18: EROW Input Screen for the Schematics Available (tirBe&)ario for the First
Option of Case Study Two.

Ih EROW Optimization v.3.0

314836 te te o7

4475597 446436 Scenario 28 | MotSelected | Mot Selected | Mot Selected Scenario 7| Mot Selected
532406 373423 Scenario 28 | Mot Selected | Mot Selected Scenario 23 Scenaro 7| Mot Selected
E13228 326811 Scenario 28 | MotSelected | Mot Selected Seoenario 29 Scenario 7 Soenario 21
632743 263380 Scenario 28 | Mot Selected | Mot Selected Scenario 23 Scenario 22| Scenario 21
E43024 219874 Scenario 28 | MNotSelected | Mot Selected Soenario 289 Scenario 22| Scenario 26

Figure C.19: EROW Best Case Scenario Output Screen for the Schetwaiieble (time 0)
Scenario for the First Option of Case Study Two.
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B EROW Optfimization v.3.0
Help About
PROJECT INPUTS RESULTS | -
RESULTING RATE OF . . . . Project .
] SAVINGS (3] RETURN [%) Froject 1 Froject 2 Froject 3 Froject 4 5 Tojec Froject &

14836 E.319.47 Mot Selected | Mot Selected | Mot Selected | Mot Selected Scenario 7| Mot Selected
447557 4 464 36 Scenatio 28 | Mot Selected | Mot Selected | Mot Selected Scenario 7| Mot Selected
532408 3.794.23 Soenatio 28 | Mot Selected | Mot Selected Seenario 29 Scenario 7| Mot Selected
E13228 326811 Scenario 28 | Mot Selected | Mot Selected Scenario 23 Scenario 7 Scenario 21
E32743 263380 Scenatio 28 | Mot Selected | Mot Selected Scenario 23 Scenario 22| Scenario 21

49024

Mot Selected Mot Selected Scenario 29 Sce Scenario 28

surnmary
Best Rate of Return
Rate of Return |6,319.4?%
Budget Required l$4982—
Savings Obtained |$314836—

Maxirnurm Savings PLOT RESULTS |
|2,198‘74%
|$29518— SAYE RESULTS
|$s49024 ExIT

Figure C.20: EROW Worst Case Scenario Output Screen for the Sateedilable (time 0)
Scenario for the First Option of Case Study Two.

Second Option:

Table C.6: Best and Worst Case Scenario of the Dallas County for the Secamddtase
Study Two

Dallas

Best Case Scenario

Speculation Scenario and Parcels

Schematics Available (28 Parcels)

Budget Option ($1,000)

5,822

Best Rate of Return (%) 2,117.05

Resulting Expenditure ($1,000) 4,006

Resulting Savings ($1,000) 84,809
Worst Case Scenario

Speculation Scenario and Parcels

Environmental Clearance Obtained (25 parce
First Parcel Purchased (not early) (28 parcels

Schematics Available (28 parcels),

First Parcel Purchased (inc. early) (8 parcels
and ROW Release Obtained (17 parcels)

Budget Option ($1,000) 31,717
Worst Rate of Return (%) 1,253.06
Resulting Expenditure ($1,000) 31,506
Resulting Savings ($1,000) 394,789

Is),

N—r
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GRAPH OF SAVINGS AND RORs FOR BUDGET OPTIONS
[=5— Saving (§) —+— ROR (%) |

[l o oy
= ) =
[} o [}

SAVINGS ($) (1043)

)
o

5] 10 15 25
EARLY ACQUISITION BUDGET OPTION ($) (10*3)

Figure C.21: Graph of Savings and RORs for Budget Options of the Dallas Goutiity
Second Option of Case Study Two.

I EROW Optimization v.3.0

32115
5179

Figure C.22: EROW Input Screen for the Dallas County for the Second OptioseSTaly
Two.
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2 a5
167634 183072 Scenario 26 | Mot Selected Scenatio 29| Mot Selected | Mot Selected
246307 1.752.85 Scenario 26 | Mot Selected Scenario 29| Mot Selected Scenario 18
321304 168351 Scenario 26 Scenario 3 Scenario 23| Mot Selected Scenario 18
3020 157956 Scenario 26 Scenario 9 Scenatio 29| Scenario 4 Scenario 18
334783 1.253.08 Scenario 26 Scenario 29 Scenatio 23| Scenario 3 Scenario 18

Figure C.23: EROW Best Case Scenario Output Screen for the Dallas @ouhty Second
Option of Case Study Two.

I EROW Optimization v.3.0

84809 211708 Mot Selected | Not Selected Scenario 29| Mot Selected | Mot Selected
167634 183072 Scenario 26 | Mot Selected Scenario 29| Mot Selected | Mot Selected
248907 1.75285 Scenario 26 | Mot Selected Scenanio 29| Mot Selected Scenanio 18
321904 1.68351 Soenario 26 Soenario 9 Scenanio 29| Mot Selected Scenanio 18
38020 1.57356 Scenario 26 Scenario 3 Scenario 23| Scenario 4 Scenario 18

no no no 8

Figure C.24: EROW Worst Case Scenario Output Screen for the DallasyGautiie Second
Option of Case Study Two.
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Table C.7: Best and Worst Case Scenario of the Harris County for the Secomi @@ @ase
Study Two

Harris

Best Case Scenario

Speculation Scenario and Parcels

Schematics Available (6 Parcel)

Budget Option ($1,000) 5,822
Best Rate of Return (%) 6,319.47
Resulting Expenditure ($1,000) 4,982
Resulting Savings ($1,000) 314,836

Wor st

Case Scenario

Speculation Scenario and Parcels

Environmental Clearance Obtained (12 parcels
First Parcel Purchased (not early) (2 parcels),
Schematics Available (6 parcels),

and ROW Release Obtained (9 parcels)

e

Budget Option ($1,000)

31,717

Worst Rate of Return (%) 3,508.86
Resulting Expenditure ($1,000) 30,376
Resulting Savings ($1,000) 1,065,850

=lolx]
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Figure C.25: Graph of Savings and RORs for Budget Options of the Harris Couttty for

Second Option of Case Study Two.
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51749

114599 178474

111975 174277

114937 179602

111188 173258

Figure C.26: EROW Input Screen for the Harris County for the Second Opt@esefStudy
Two.

Ii EROW Optimization v.3.0

6 47 M ] Mot Selecte Scenario 7 M ed &
43310 554468 Scenario 4 Mot Selected Scenario 7 | MotSelected | Mot Selected
E70926 4.908.02 Scenario 4 Mot Selected Scenario 7 | Mot Selected Scenario 4
815340 4,059.45 Scenario 13 | Mot Selected Scenario 7 | Mot Selected Scenario 4
953872 373BT2 Scenano 13 | Mot Selected Scenaro 7 | Mot Selected Scenario 10
1065850 3.508.86 Scenario 13 Scenario 3 Scenario 7 | Mot Selected Scenario 10

Figure C.27: EROW Best Case Scenario Output Screen for the Harris Gautity Second
Option of Case Study Two.
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Help About
PROJECT INPUTS RESULTS |
AESULTING RESIULTING RATE OF . . Praject .
EPENDITURE (3] SEVINGS (3] RETLRM (%) Project 1 Project 2 3 Project 4 Project 5
4352 14836 E.319.47 Mot Selected | Mot Selected Scenario 7 | Mot Selected | Mot Selected
837 433310 5.544.68 Scenario 4 Nt Selected Scenario 7 | Mot Selected | Mot Selected
13670 E70926 4,508.02 Scenario 4 Mot Selected Scenario 7 | Mot Selected Scenario 4
20085 15340 4,053.45 Scenario13 | Not Selected Scenario 7 | Mot Selected Scenario 4
26527 483872 373672 Scenario 13 | Not Selected Scenario 7 | Mot Selected Scenario 10

1065850

Scenario 13

Mot Selected

enario 10

Surnmary

Best Rate of Return

Rate of Return |6,319.4T°fo
Budget Required |$4982
Savings Obtained |$314B36

Maxirnurn Savings PLOT RESULTS |
|3,508.86°fo
lmﬁ— SAVE RESULTS
|$1065850 EXIT

Figure C.28: EROW Worst Case Scenario Output Screen for the HarrisyGouthte Second

Option of Case Study Two.

Table C.8: Best and Worst Case Scenario of the Metro County for the Second Optise of C
Study Two

Metro

Best Case Scenario

Speculation Scenario and Parcels

Schematics Available (27 Parcels)

Budget Option ($1,000) 5,822
Best Rate of Return (%) 2,632.06
Resulting Expenditure ($1,000) 5,044
Resulting Savings ($1,000) 132,761

Worst Case Scenario

Speculation Scenario and Parcels

Environmental Clearance Obtained (16 parcels
First Parcel Purchased (not early) (3 parcels),
Schematics Available (27 parcels),

First Parcel Purchased (inc. early) (10 parcels
and ROW Release Obtained (11 Parcels)

7
N

Budget Option ($1,000)

31,717

Worst Rate of Return (%) 1,879.16
Resulting Expenditure ($1,000) 30,277
Resulting Savings ($1,000) 568,954
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GRAPH OF SAVINGS AND RORs FOR BUDGET OPTIONS
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Figure C.29: Graph of Savings and RORs for Budget Options of the Metro Couritg for t
Second Option of Case Study Two.

I EROW Optimization v.3.0

Figure C.30: EROW Input Screen for the Metro County for the Second OptiorsefSDady
Two.
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259758 257333 Scenario 17 | Mot Selected Scenanio 28| Mot Selected | Mot Selected
383766 2.517.98 Scenario 17 | Mot Selected Scenanio 28| Mot Selected Scenario 12
450523 2.247.81 Scenario 17 Scenario 4 Scenanio 28| Mot Selected Scenario 12
511403 20703 Scenario 17 Scenario 4 Scenaio 28| Scenario 3 Scenario 12
G68354 1873918 Scenario 17 Scenario 4 Scenanio 28| Scenario 11 Scenario 12

Figure C.31: EROW Best Case Scenario Output Screen for the Metro Couthity 8sdond
Option of Case Study Two.

I EROW Opfimization v.3.0

132781 263208 Mot Selected | Mot Selected Scenario 28 | Mot Selected | Mot Selected

2B597R8 257339 Scenario 17 | Mot Selected Scenario 28| Mot Selected | Mot Selected

383766 2517.98 Scenario 17 | Mot Selected Scenario 28 | Mot Selected Scenario 12

450529 22478 Scenario 17 Scenario 4 Scenario 28| Mot Selected Scenario 12

511403 20703 Scenario 17 Scenario 4 Scenario 28| Scenario 3 Scenario 12
1.879.16 iod

17

Figure C.32: EROW Worst Case Scenario Output Screen for the Metro Gowuttity Second
Option of Case Study Two.
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Table C.9: Best and Worst Case Scenario of the Rural County for the Second Optige of C
Study Two

Rural

Best Case Scenario

Speculation Scenario and Parcels

Schematics Available (43 Parcels)

Budget Option ($1,000)

5,822

Best Rate of Return (%) 76.40
Resulting Expenditure ($1,000) 1,157
Resulting Savings ($1,000) 884

Wor st

Case Scenario

Speculation Scenario and Parcels

Environmental Clearance Obtained (42 parcel
First Parcel Purchased (not early) (42 parcels

Schematics Available (42 parcels),

First Parcel Purchased (inc. early) (42 parcels

and ROW Release Obtained (42 parcels)

Budget Option ($1,000)

26,538

Worst Rate of Return (%) 46.53
Resulting Expenditure ($1,000) 6,963
Resulting Savings ($1,000) 3,240
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Figure C.33: Graph of Savings and RORs for Budget Options of the Rural Courtty #&d¢ond
Option of Case Study Two.
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Figure C.34: EROW Input Screen for the Rural County for the Second Optios@SDaly
Two.
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Figure C.35: EROW Best Case Scenario Output Screen for the Rural Cautiy 8econd
Option of Case Study Two.
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Figure C.36: EROW Best Case Scenario Output Screen for the Rural Cauhiy 8econd
Option of Case Study Two.

Table C.10: Best and Worst Case Scenario of the Tarrant County for the SecamdoD@tse

Study Two

Tarrant

Best Case Scenario

County Type and Parcels

Schematics Available (20 Parcels)

Budget Option ($1,000) 5,822
Best Rate of Return (%) 1,707.99
Resulting Expenditure ($1,000) 4,732
Resulting Savings ($1,000) 80,822

Worst

Case Scenario

County Type and Parcels

Schematics Available (25 parcels),
First Parcel Purchased (inc. early) (6 parcels
and ROW Release Obtained (11 parcels)

Environmental Clearance Obtained (13 parce
First Parcel Purchased (not early) (6 parcels)

Is),

Budget Option ($1,000) 31,717
Worst Rate of Return (%) 1,279
Resulting Expenditure ($1,000) 29,690
Resulting Savings ($1,000) 379,736
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Figure C.37: Graph of Savings and RORs for Budget Options of the Tarrant Cauthty f
Second Option of Case Study Two.
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Figure C.38: EROW Input Screen for the Tarrant County for the Second Optias®Study
Two.
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Figure C.39: EROW Best Case Scenario Output Screen for the Tarrant Gouhgy $econd
Option of Case Study Two.
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Figure C.40: EROW Worst Case Scenario Output Screen for the Tarrany @muthee First
Option of Case Study Two.

211



Table C.11: Best and Worst Case Scenario of the Urban County for the Second Opétise of C

Study Two
Urban
Best Case Scenario

Speculation Scenario and Parcels Schematics Available (42 Parcels)
Budget Option ($1,000) 5,822
Best Rate of Return (%) 292.50
Resulting Expenditure ($1,000) 3,026
Resulting Savings ($1,000) 8,851

Worst Case Scenario
Environmental Clearance Obtained (42 parcels),
First Parcel Purchased (not early) (42 parcels
Speculation Scenario and Parcels| Schematics Available (42 parcels),

First Parcel Purchased (inc. early) (42 parcels
and ROW Release Obtained (42 parcels)

N—r

Budget Option ($1,000) 26,538
Worst Rate of Return (%) 207.43
Resulting Expenditure ($1,000) 19,316
Resulting Savings ($1,000) 40,067
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Figure C.41: Graph of Savings and RORs for Budget Options of the Urban County for the
Second Option of Case Study Two.
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Figure C.42: EROW Input Screen for the Urban County for the Second OptioneoS@eaty
Two.
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Figure C.43: EROW Best Case Scenario Output Screen for the Urban Couhty $&cbond
Option of Case Study Two.
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Figure C.44: EROW Worst Case Scenario Output Screen for the Urban Cauthty Second
Option of Case Study Two.
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