
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

Open House 
Summary Report

 
MoPac (State Loop 1) Intersections, 
Austin District  
From North of Slaughter Lane to South of La Crosse Avenue 
CSJ: 3136-01-015 
Travis County, Texas 
November 2014 

 

 

 

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws 
for this project are being, or have been, carried-out by TxDOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of 
Understanding dated December 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.



 

 

This page intentionally left blank. 

 



 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

  

Open House Summary 
Comment and Response Report  

for the MoPac Intersections Environmental Study 
Open House held on October 24, 2013 

MoPac Intersections  
at Slaughter Lane  

and at La Crosse Avenue 
 
 

Prepared for 
Federal Highway Administration and 
Texas Department of Transportation 

FINAL – November 7, 2014 
 



OPEN HOUSE SUMMARY 
 

 
Table of Contents 

 
Open House Report………………………..……………..……..…....…..… Page 1 
Comment and Response Report…………………………………………. Page 6 

 
 

List of Attachments 
 
Attachment A Legal Notices 
Attachment B Postcard, E-Blast and E-Newsletter 
Attachment C Additional Notices and Outreach 
Attachment D Display and Interactive Boards 
Attachment E Handout Materials 
Attachment F Photos 
Attachment G Registration Forms 
Attachment H Survey Forms 
Attachment I Comments (Forms, Web Mail and Verbal)  
Attachment J Court Reporter Comment Transcript 

 

ii | M o P a c  I n t e r s e c t i o n s  E n v i r o n m e n t a l  S t u d y  Open House Summary (Final) 



 

 
Open House Summary 

The Central Texas Regional Mobility Authority (Mobility Authority), in conjunction 
with the Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT), held an open house event on 
Thursday, October 24, 2013, at Parkside Village, 5701 Slaughter Lane, Austin, TX 
78749. The purpose of the event was to introduce the MoPac Intersections 
Environmental Study, the proposed intersection improvements, and to gather public 
input. Displays of the project location and preliminary options were available for 
review from 10:00 AM to 7:00 PM. The open house was held near the two 
intersections being studied.  A Virtual Open House was held at 
www.MoPacSouth.com from October 25 through November 4, 2013 for those who 
were unable to attend the open house and wanted to review the materials. 
 
Study Summary 
 
The MoPac Expressway intersections at Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue in 
southwest Austin were originally constructed in 1992 and have grown increasingly 
congested over the years. Traffic congestion at these intersections has created 
operational problems, causing travel delays and adversely affecting access, safety 
and mobility. 
 
The Mobility Authority and TxDOT are working with local partners to study possible 
mobility and safety improvements on the MoPac Expressway at the intersections of 
Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue. Proposed improvements could include 
extending the MoPac mainlanes through those intersections by using an overpass, 
underpass, or other intersection concepts.  
 
Notices and Public Outreach 
 
LEGAL NOTICES 
Legal notices for the open house were published in the Austin American-Statesman, 
the primary newspaper in the region with a Sunday circulation of 155,682, on 
Sunday, September 22, 2013, and Sunday, October 13, 2013.  
 
Copies of the legal notices are provided in Attachment A. 
 
POSTCARD INVITATION 
A postcard invitation was mailed to 15,694 addresses in 20 post office carrier routes 
in Southwest Austin on Wednesday, October 2, 2013. 
 
E-BLAST 
The study team distributed an e-blast on October 10, 2013 to 512 stakeholders in 
the MoPac Intersections/MoPac South corridor to invite them to the open house. 
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ELECTRONIC NEWSLETTER 
An electronic newsletter was distributed to 619 people and organizations on October 
31, 2013 during the official comment period encouraging them to join the study 
process by participating in the virtual open house. This newsletter was distributed to 
businesses, neighborhood associations, home owners’ associations, individuals and 
community groups who had attended meetings, submitted business cards or 
requested verbally or online to receive the information.  
 
Copies of the postcard invitation, e-blast, and e-newsletter are available in 
Attachment B. 
 
ADDITIONAL NOTIFICATION/OUTREACH EFFORTS 
 

• A media alert providing information about the open house was distributed to 
media outlets. The notice of the meeting was published in a variety of media 
calendars in the weeks leading up to the event. KVUE.com, Austin American-
Statesman/360.com, and impactnews.com are some of those who published 
event information. 
 

• A notice was also sent to 30 stakeholder groups. The notice of the meeting 
was published in a variety of business and neighborhood community 
calendars and online in the weeks leading up to the event. BikeAustin, Austin 
Chamber of Commerce, Circle C HOA, Shady Hollow HOA, South Mopac 
Neighbors’ Alliance, eventbrite.com, James Bowie High School, and the 
Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer Conservation District are some of those 
groups who published event information. 

 
• The Mobility Authority sent out 98 letters to elected officials in a five-county 

region to inform them about the initiation of the MoPac Intersections 
Environmental Study, the proposed intersection improvements, and the 
October 24, 2013 open house. (NOTE: The letter also included information 
about another MoPac South Environmental Study and the November 7, 2013 
open house for that project.) 

 
• The study team initiated discussions with 64 key stakeholders representing 

18 organizations beginning August 15, 2013 and ending October 17, 2013, to 
obtain input and get the word out about the open house.  Below is a list of 
stakeholder meetings: 

1. Barton Creek Square Mall on August 15, 2013 
2. Bike Austin on August 16, 2013 
3. Downtown Austin Alliance on August 19, 2013 
4. Hill Country Conservancy on August 23, 2013 
5. The Trail Foundation on September 6, 2013 
6. Shady Hollow on September 9, 2013 
7. Circle C HOA on September 10, 2013 
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8. Intel on September 11, 2013 
9. Oak Hill Association of Neighborhoods on September 11, 2013 
10. West Austin Neighborhood Group on September 19, 2013 
11. Old West Austin Neighborhood Association on September 20, 2013 
12. Capital Metro on September 19, 2013 
13. Save Barton Creek Association on September 23, 2013 
14. Greater Austin Chamber of Commerce on September 27, 2013 
15. Austin Area Research Organization on September 30, 2013 
16. LBJ Wildflower Center on October 14, 2013 
17. South Central Coalition of Neighborhood Associations on October 15, 

2013 
18. Barton Springs/Edwards Aquifer Conservation District on October 17, 

2013 
 

• The study team attended three community meetings to distribute the invitation 
and information: October 8, 2013 for the SH 45SW Open House, October 18, 
2013 for the Circle C HOA Food Trailer Night and October 22, 2013 for the 
Oak Hill Parkway Open House.  

 
Examples of the additional notification and outreach can be found in Attachment C. 
 
Open House Information 
 
OPEN HOUSE DATE, LOCATION, AND FORMAT 
The Mobility Authority and TxDOT held the open house on Thursday, October 24, 
2013 in Parkside Village, 5701 Slaughter Lane, Austin, TX 78749. It was held 
outdoors in front of a commercial property between BurgerFi restaurant and Matthew 
Horne Dentistry. This “Meet and Greet” style event was designed to be a casual, 
come-and-go format in an accessible, location for the community. Hours were 10:00 
AM to 7:00 PM.  
 
A parking lot welcome tent hosted registration activities. Study team members 
served as guides to walk with neighbors to an open sidewalk area behind the tent 
where they could view study information and participate in interactive displays. 
Sticky notes and green dots were utilized as one of the methods to obtain feedback 
from attendees, who could post them directly onto the exhibits. A court reporter 
transcribed comments as well. Attendees were encouraged to fill out comment forms 
and leave them in one of two boxes, one stationed in the exhibit area and the other 
in the registration tent. In addition, they were encouraged to fill out community 
surveys and post them at the event for others to read. Study team members were 
available to provide information and assistance and answer questions. 
 
Five informational and interactive exhibits were posted on the windows of the 
storefront to make it easy for people to walk back and forth to explore the exhibits.  
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The exhibits included:  

• Welcome 
• What is the Problem? 
• Constraints Map 
• What Options Best Meet Your Needs? 
• How to Submit Comments 

 
Copies of the information and display boards can be found in Attachment D. 
 
REGISTRATION AND HANDOUTS 
Attendees were asked to sign in and were provided these handouts: 

• Fact Sheet - MoPac Intersections Environmental Study 
• Comment Form 
• Community Survey Form 
• Sign Up for Updates Form 
 

Two handouts were provided that related to an adjacent project called the MoPac 
South Environmental Study, which is considering improvements on MoPac South 
from Cesar Chavez Street to Slaughter Lane: 

• Fact Sheet - MoPac South Environmental Study 
• Postcard – Invitation to November 7, 2013 MoPac South Environmental Study 

Open House 
 

Handout materials are included in Attachment E. 
Photos of the open house are available in Attachment F. 
 
ATTENDANCE 
One-hundred and fifty-seven people registered for the event. Registration forms are 
included in Attachment G. 
 
VIRTUAL OPEN HOUSE 
The Mobility Authority published a Virtual Open House at www.MoPacSouth.com for 
those who were unable to attend the open house and wanted to review the 
materials.  The Virtual Open House was displayed from October 25 through 
November 4, 2013.  The results included approximately 430 unique webpage views 
during this period.  
 
COMMUNITY SURVEY 
One hundred and two people filled out community surveys. Eighty-three were 
completed at the open house, and nineteen were submitted on-line.  Community 
survey forms and results from the on-line survey are included in Attachment H. 
 
PUBLIC COMMENTS 
The public comment period occurred from September 22 through November 4, 
2013.  During this time, comments could be submitted by mail, online at 
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www.MoPacSouth.com, by email or by fax.  Attendees at the open house were 
invited to leave their completed comment forms in boxes provided at the meeting 
and/or verbalize their comments to a court reporter. The deadline to receive 
comments was Monday, November 4, 2013, at midnight. 
 
One hundred and twenty seven people provided comments either at the event by 
filling out comment forms (73), online via web mail (45) or to a court reporter (9).  
 
MAJOR THEMES 
 
Build Alternative 
A majority of the respondents stated that they wanted something built now. The No-
Build Alternative is not acceptable. A desire was expressed to expedite the study, 
design and construction of overpasses or underpasses at Slaughter Lane and La 
Crosse Avenue (most favored underpasses to minimize noise and visual impacts, 
particularly at La Crosse Avenue because of the LBJ Wildflower Center).  
 
Some of the respondents wanted the least disruptive, most cost effective solution 
that is environmentally sound to be selected. 
 
Another desire was to finish the Slaughter Lane/La Crosse Avenue intersection 
construction before SH 45 SW is built.  
 
No-Build Alternative   
Approximately 10 to 12 percent of respondents favored the No-Build Alternative due 
to concerns about visual and noise impacts, environmental impacts and a perceived 
connection to SH 45 SW. 
 
Bicycle/Pedestrian 
A considerable amount of respondents also raised concern for bicycle and 
pedestrian safety. Most suggested to separate bicyclists and pedestrians from heavy 
traffic and provide connectivity east and west near the Veloway.  
 
Interim Improvement (completed while environmental study is underway) 
Several respondents provided suggestions of improvements to be made while the 
study is underway such as: lengthening the green light for northbound MoPac traffic 
at Slaughter Lane (currently only 2 to 3 cars can get through each green light); 
dedicating a left turn lane on southbound MoPac at La Crosse Avenue; extending a 
right turn lane on northbound MoPac at Slaughter Lane; extending/dedicating left 
turn lanes on southbound MoPac at Slaughter Lane to improve traffic flow and 
reduce collisions.  
 
Comments are available as Attachment I. 
Court Reporter Comment Transcript is in Attachment J. 
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary 

# Last 
Name 

First 
Name Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response 

1 Aitchison Beuce 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

I prefer MoPac underpasses at all intersection changes.  The last thing we need are 
elevated flyovers to ruin the views (modest views) that we presently enjoy. Thanks for 
asking for my comment 

Support for underpasses. 
 
Concerns about changes 
to current view. 

Comment noted.  
 
This study will include a collaborative approach called context 
sensitive solutions to develop transportation facilities that fit 
within its surroundings.  

2 Altal Saad 
Oct. 
31, 
2013 

Web Mail 

Questions 
1-What measures are being taken to make sure that car traffic coming from 
Intersection of RR 1826 and SH 45 and heading North on MoPac is not hindered by 
traffic coming from RR 1626 and heading North also on MoPac? 
2-From the perspective of a car driver heading south on MoPac going to the 
intersection of 1826 and SH45 and hindered by 
a. Slaughter/MoPac intersection 
b. Drivers South on MoPac but taking 1626 to go to Manchaca/Buda/Kyle 
3- Are you considering elevated structures? it help with environment... examples 
a. 1626/SH45 joint can be elevated in both directions...or even better see below 
b. MoPac create an overpass over Slaughter to bypass it and that overpass continue 
(elevated) to RR 1626 Thank you 

Concerned about effects 
from traffic coming from 
RR 1826, RR 1626 and 
SH 45SW. 
 
Support for overpass at 
Slaughter Lane.  

Comment noted.   
 

1.) and 2.) See SH 45SW is being considered under a 
separate study; please visit www.sh45sw.com for 
more information.  This comment has been shared 
with the SH 45SW Study Team.  

3.)  In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and 
continuing engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections 
Team is focusing on the design of an underpass at 
both Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue.  
 

3 Archer Aaron 
Oct. 
28, 
2013 

Web Mail 

I just attended the open house held on Thursday, October 24. I am submitting 
comments from that meeting electronically rather than hard copy. Having reviewed 
the options, I am in favor of MoPac being constructed as an overpass at the two 
subject intersections. I believe this configuration is especially important for the La 
Crosse intersection to maintain connectivity in the Circle C neighborhood. Allowing 
the residents and elementary students from the east side of MoPac to the west side of 
the Circle C neighborhood to via underpass rather than on a bridge will make this 
more manageable. Obviously, aesthetics, light pollution, and noise impacts are also 
high on the list of important design elements for this intersection, both during 
construction and for the completed project. Any design should include appropriate 
landscaping and minimize night time lighting to the extent practical. Lastly, I believe 
the team could make significant, low cost improvements to these intersections today 
to make the safer and easier to navigate until this project is completed. I have 
submitted some of the suggestions in a prior message. Specifically, a dedicated left 
turn lane on southbound MoPac at La Crosse, an extended right turn lane on 
northbound MoPac at Slaughter, and extended/dedicated left turn lanes on 
southbound MoPac at Slaughter would improve traffic and reduce the risk of collision.  
 
These improvements could be made now. Please also review the design of the 
William Cannon intersection that was completed years ago when designing this 
project. Traffic backs up on the exit ramp to MoPac during periods of high traffic. 
Please do not recreate this intersection at Slaughter. Provide an exit ramp of 
appropriate length to accommodate the queue and keep traffic flowing on MoPac. As 
you probably already know from traffic counts, a majority of traffic is turning left on 
Slaughter from southbound MoPac at this intersection. 

Support for overpasses.  
 
Support for interim 
improvements such as 
dedicated left-turn lanes 
and extending right-turn 
lanes. 
 
Concerns about lighting, 
noise, and aesthetics. 

Comment noted.   
 
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing 
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing 
on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La 
Crosse Avenue.  
 
All highway illumination will be designed to conform with the 
latest edition of the TxDOT Highway Illumination Manual.  
Analyses will be conducted to determine the warrant and 
extent of continuous illumination and safety lighting along 
ramps and at intersections.  The decision-making procedures 
that govern highway illumination in Texas do contain 
provisions for addressing sky glow and light trespass issues, 
including consideration for alternative luminaires (e.g. LED) 
and glare shields.  
 
The Mobility Authority is considering improvements such as 
signal timing, ramp reversals, restriping, turn lanes, etc. in 
conjunction with the grade separations at La Crosse Avenue 
and Slaughter Lane.  
 
An assessment of potential environmental impacts including 
land use, socio economics, parks, cultural resources, soils, 
hazardous materials, vegetation, wildlife, threatened and 
endangered species, water resources, water quality (Edwards 
Aquifer), floodplains, traffic noise, air quality, visual and 
aesthetics resources is included in this study.   

4 Baker John K. 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

If it rains 10” in 5 hours, it is likely to flood even a well-drained underpass.  I strongly 
favor overpass for both streets.  Even well designed drains will plug often. 

Support for overpasses. 
 
Concerns about drainage. 

Comment noted. 
 
A comprehensive drainage analysis is being performed. 
Designing for proper drainage will be an integral part of either 
option.  
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary 

# Last 
Name 

First 
Name Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response 

5 Barden Eric 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

Stoplights at Slaughter And N. MoPac only stays green for a few seconds 
Fast growth requires a coordinated response, especially with new development on 45 
& imminent construction of SW SH45 
Right turn lane is too short at Slaughter 

Need to improve traffic 
signal timing and 
lengthen turn lanes. 
 
Need coordinated 
response taking into 
account SH 45SW. 

Comment noted.   
 
See SH 45SW is being considered under a separate study; 
please visit www.sh45sw.com for more information.  This 
comment has been shared with the SH 45SW Study Team.  
 
The Mobility Authority is considering improvements such as 
signal timing, ramp reversals, restriping, turn lanes, etc. in 
conjunction with the grade separations at La Crosse Avenue 
and Slaughter Lane.  

6 Barnes Bill 
Oct. 
25, 
2013 

Web Mail 

The current design of the intersections at Slaughter & MoPac and La Crosse & 
MoPac create significant traffic congestion do to poor traffic management. Traffic 
lights which control traffic on MoPac in the direction of heavy traffic during high 
commute periods are often very short duration and therefore do not relieve the 
backed up traffic. Recommendation is to eliminate the lights altogether and update 
the intersections to function similar to William Cannon & MoPac. Additional ideas for 
relieving congestion on South MoPac from Circle C to downtown Austin include light-
rail service or "downtown direct" bus service with a suburban commuter station at the 
loading/unloading terminal (non-downtown). 

Support for overpasses 
and transit.  

Comment noted.   
 
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing 
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing 
on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La 
Crosse Avenue.  
 
Regional commuter rail, bus rapid transit, urban rail and transit 
express lanes are being studied under a separate project 
called Project Connect; please visit www.projectconnect.com/ 
for more information.  

7 Bastian Theresa 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Web Mail I do not want any construction to increase the capacity of south MoPac! I oppose the 
building of SH 45SW as well! 

Support for No-Build 
Alternative. 
 
Opposition to SH 45SW. 

Comment noted.   
 
See SH 45SW is being considered under a separate study; 
please visit www.sh45sw.com for more information.  This 
comment has been shared with the SH 45SW Study Team.  

8 Baze Jason 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

Place cycle and pedestrian lanes a buffered distance from traffic.  Safer for cyclist.  
Make bike lanes out of sidewalk type wearing surface.  Asphalt is much more costly 
than side walk in cost savings will be realize. 

Support for bike and 
pedestrian paths – 
separate from roadway. 

Comment noted.   
 
Pedestrian and bicycle access will be accommodated at each 
intersection. Also, we are coordinating with the Hill Country 
Conservancy regarding the Violet Crown Trail 
(http://www.hillcountryconservancy.org/land-
projects/violetcrowntrail/) and the City of Austin regarding the 
Circle C Trail.  

9 Beckley Donna 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Web Mail 

I'm aware there was a meet and greet today about the MoPac South intersection 
"improvements". While I wasn't able to attend, I'm told there was a vote being taken 
for options of an overpass, an underpass, and no construction. I would like officially 
log my vote as NO CONSTRUCTION. Please TxDOT leave southwest Austin alone! 

Support No-Build 
Alternative. 
 
Request to log vote. 

Comment noted.   
 
Participants at the meet and greet were invited to offer 
comments and provide opinions about the nature of the 
transportation problem and possible solutions.  No vote was 
taken.  

10 Bloor Daniel 
Oct. 
25, 
2013 

Web Mail 

Tunnel under both Slaughter and La Crosse. 
Anything else would be a waste of resources. 
They tunneled under Boston harbor while I lived there. We should be able to tunnel 
under these two intersections! I cannot believe the estimated 2-3 year study time 
period. Get to work and get this project done. 

Support for tunnel. 

Comment noted.   
 
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing 
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing 
on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La 
Crosse Avenue.  
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary 

# Last 
Name 

First 
Name Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response 

11 Bosada Davis 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

No! No! 
But as I see, information looks a little manipulated giving options to do first and not do 
last.  Impact on the area, environmental, economic. 
MoPac N to S starting on Davis a dedicated lane to Slaughter, U turn on MoPac. 

Concerns about impacts 
to the environment and 
economy.  
 
Support for U-turn at 
Slaughter Lane.  

Comment noted.   
 
Improvements to MoPac South from Cesar Chavez Street to 
Slaughter Lane are part of a separate study, please visit 
www.MoPacSouth.com for more information.  This comment 
has been shared with the MoPac South Study Team.  
 
An assessment of potential environmental impacts including 
land use, socio economics, parks, cultural resources, soils, 
hazardous materials, vegetation, wildlife, threatened and 
endangered species, water resources, water quality (Edwards 
Aquifer), floodplains, traffic noise, air quality, visual and 
aesthetics resources is included in this study.  

12 Brawn B. 
Oct. 
25, 
2013 

Web Mail 
Putting overpasses/underpasses on MoPac at Slaughter and La Crosse will 
negatively impact the local community and property values. Please help keep MoPac 
local and reject the proposal for overpasses/underpasses. 

Support No-Build 
Alternative. 
 
Concern about property 
values. 

Comment noted.   
 
The potential for direct, indirect and/or cumulative adverse 
community impacts will be evaluated with all alternatives being 
considered.   

13 Brelsford Kevin 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

As an immediate help, please extend the turning lane on MoPac headed south that 
allows right turn from southbound MoPac onto Slaughter heading west.  It would 
beneficial to extend that 3rd lane/ turning lane to Davis Lane 

Support for the extension 
of turn lanes at Slaughter 
Lane and Davis Lane. 

Comment noted.  
 
The Mobility Authority is considering improvements such as 
signal timing, ramp reversals, restriping, turn lanes, etc. in 
conjunction with the grade separations at La Crosse Avenue 
and Slaughter Lane.  

14 Brotherton James 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

Prefer the option of MoPac under La Crosse as I would rather look at road surface 
than see underpass from our subdivision.  There would be less noise and overall 
traffic noise with this option.  Easier in and out for us to get to community pool.   

Support for underpasses. 
 
Concerns about noise. 

Comment noted.   
 
A traffic noise analysis and consideration of potential impacts 
to the Edwards Aquifer will be part of this environmental study.  

15 Brotherton Nancy 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

I think the MoPac under La Crosse and Slaughter would be the best plan.  The view 
in the wildflower park would be more attractive.  The access in and out would be less 
cumbersome. 

Support for underpasses. 
 
Concerns view from LBJ 
Wildflower Center. 

Comment noted.   

16 Bunch Bill 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

“No build” is bogus.  There are several small scale improvements that could be 
implemented to improve traffic flow.  These should be considered as the best, more 
affordable and solvent option 

No-Build Alternative is 
bogus. 
 
Support for smaller scale 
improvements.  

Comment noted.   
 
The No-Build Alternative assumes the proposed MoPac 
Intersections project would not be built but does include all 
other transportation improvements in the Capital Area 
Metropolitan Planning Organization’s 2035 Long Range 
Transportation Plan.  The No-Build Alternative is considered 
the baseline for comparison to other alternatives.  
Multiple options are being evaluated, including no-build, 
intersection improvements and grade separations.   
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary 

# Last 
Name 

First 
Name Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response 

17 
 

Bunch 
 

Bill 
 

Nov. 
4, 
2013 
 

Web Maill 
 

Please accept these comments on the MoPac South Intersections environmental 
study, as part of the "open house" comment period, and submitted on behalf of the 
Save Our Springs Alliance.  
 
First, it was our understanding that the point of the exercise, in significant part, was to 
gain public input on a draft purpose and need statement. However, such a statement, 
if it exists, was not displayed at the meeting nor is it found on the MoPac Intersections 
environmental study website. If it is on there somewhere, it is well hidden and cannot 
be readily found. I spent considerable time looking and could not find it posted online 
anywhere. Please provide a copy, together with any other key initial study documents, 
at your earliest convenience. We would like to comment on the purpose and need 
statement, if one exists.  
 
The display graphics on the website either never download or take forever to 
download. I tried it on several computers and had the same problems. These files are 
not that complicated and could easily be sized for quick loading as image files, 
without all the underlying data files. Please make the websites functional -- the same 
applies to the 45SW and MoPac South website files from the meet and greet 
meetings. If it’s not a file size issue, then it is some other glitch that should be fixed. It 
is not enough to pretend that these are posted for public access and viewing.  
 
Based on my in person view of the graphics at the meeting, the options proposed for 
both Slaughter Lane and La Crosse are misleading. They are posed as building 
bridges rather than fully described as adding main lanes to the existing MoPac. They 
should be accurately described as not just adding cross over grade separations but 
also adding mainlanes to convert the existing roadway into a freeway configuration 
with additional north/south MoPac lanes.  
 
The proposed options presented on the boards at the meeting also present false and 
unreasonably constrained options. For both intersections, the three options are (a) put 
east/west over north/south, (b) put north/south over east/west, or (c) do nothing. The 
intersections can easily be improved without building bridges and main lanes and 
converting MoPac South to a freeway in the process. These small scale 
improvements should be examined first, and implemented in lieu of the proposed 
bridges and mainlanes option. Such improvements could be modified roundabouts or 
other intersection improvements that would provide substantial improvements to the 
intersection operations without converting the road to a full freeway readily converted 
to a partially tolled interstate and interregional connector highway. 
 

 
 
Could not find purpose 
and need statement at 
meeting or on website.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Experienced problems 
downloading graphic on 
website. 
 
 
 
 
Options are unreasonably 
constrained. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Support for smaller scale 
improvements. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Comment noted. 
 
One of the interactive exhibits displayed at this event was 
labeled “What is the problem?”.  It defined our current 
understanding of the problems at these intersections. The 
purpose behind this exhibit was to gain public input on the 
need for improvements by defining the problem.  The 
information gained from this exhibit, comments and surveys 
will inform the development of the purpose and need 
statement.  There will be opportunity for comment on the 
purpose and need at a future public meeting.  The exhibits 
displayed at this meeting are included in Attachment B. 
 
The documents posted on the website were reviewed to 
ensure that they could be easily downloaded with a variety of 
internet speeds.  No other feedback was received that the files 
could not be downloaded and over 500 people viewed the 
Virtual Open House webpage.  Google analytics from the 
webpage are available in Attachment C. 
 
This study is at a preliminary stage and one of the purposes 
behind this open house was to gather public feedback early in 
the process.  The input received at this meeting will be used to 
refine the options.  This input will also help us describe the 
options in a way that is readily understood by the community. 
Several options for both intersections are being studied to 
provide operational improvements in addition to the grade 
separation. 
 
The Mobility Authority is considering improvements such as 
signal timing, ramp reversals, restriping, turn lanes, etc. in 
conjunction with the grade separations at La Crosse Avenue 
and Slaughter Lane. 
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary 

# Last 
Name 

First 
Name Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response 

17, 
cont. Bunch Bill 

Nov. 
4, 
2013 

Web Mail 

The project is not appropriate for a Categorical Exclusion, given the environmentally 
sensitive context, the scale of the construction required, the potential impacts on 
neighbors, the Wildflower Center, City of Austin public parks and preserve lands, 
Barton Springs, the Edwards Aquifer, and endangered Barton Springs and Austin 
blind salamanders. The CE is also not appropriate given that it is not a separate, 
stand-alone project.  
 
It is also misleading and unsound to separate this project out and pretend that it is a 
freestanding project and not part of the RMA's larger plan to build a tolled loop 
connecting South MoPac to Interstate 35. The proposed "intersections" are part and 
parcel to the connected MoPac South and 45SW "projects," as well as with the 
second phase of 45SW connecting from 1626 to I-35. Certainly the RMA's "toll and 
revenue studies" will show that the projects are financially and functionally integrated 
and should thus be analyzed together. 
 
Cooperating the Wildflower Center leadership as a "partner" paid to consult on the 
project does not reduce the impact on the Center, its gardens, and its hundreds of 
thousands of annual visitors. The arrangement only adds further questions about the 
reliability of the studies now underway. The elevated overpasses, combined with the 
much higher travel speeds, will significantly increase noise, air and light pollution to 
the Wildflower Center, adjacent homes, adjacent businesses, and adjacent park and 
preserve lands.  
 
Please confirm by return email that these comments were received. 
 

Project is not appropriate 
for a Categorical 
Exclusion. 
 
Improvements to MoPac 
Intersections is not a 
separate project, it should 
be analyzed together with 
MoPac South and SH 
45SW. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Concerns about the LBJ 
Wildflower Center’s 
involvement in the 
project. 
 

The Mobility Authority, TxDOT and FHWA have agreed that 
this project meets the definition of an environmental 
assessment.   
 
The MoPac Intersections project has independent utility.  
Improvements to the Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue 
intersections would have operational utility without having to 
make any other improvements to existing MoPac South or SH 
45SW, and would function without the construction of SH 
45SW to the east. 
 
SH 45SW is being considered under a separate study; please 
visit www.sh45sw.com for more information.  This comment 
has been shared with the SH 45SW Study Team. 
 
Improvements to MoPac South from Cesar Chavez Street to 
Slaughter Lane are part of a separate study, please visit 
www.MoPacSouth.com for more information.  This comment 
has been shared with the MoPac South Study Team. 
 
The Ecosystem Design Group, which is part of the LBJ 
Wildflower Center, is helping evaluate the current level of 
ecosystem function along the MoPac corridor and making 
recommendations on areas in which to preserve, restore or 
enhance ecosystem function. They will also suggest 
appropriate, plant based, storm water management strategies 
to enhance hydrologic function. 
 
The LBJ Wildflower Center is engaged in the project as a 
stakeholder.  An early stakeholder meeting occurred on 
October 14, 2013.   
 
Email confirmation was sent on November 4, 2013 from 
Melissa Hurst.  See Attachment I. 
 

18 Chapman  Aleksiina 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

A Shared-use path, regardless of the build option would greatly improve conditions for 
cyclists and pedestrians.  Grade separations and physical separation from vehicular 
traffic could make this into an attractive area to bike and walk.  

Support for a physically 
separated shared-use 
path. 

Comment noted.   
 
Pedestrian and bicycle access will be accommodated at each 
intersection. Also, we are coordinating with the Hill Country 
Conservancy regarding the Violet Crown Trail 
(http://www.hillcountryconservancy.org/land-
projects/violetcrowntrail/) and the City of Austin regarding the 
Circle C Trail.  
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary 

# Last 
Name 

First 
Name Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response 

19 Clary Karen H. 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

Concerns:  
1) Potential for increased traffic noise to adversely affect visitors to the Wildflower 
Center, which would reduce visitor ship in the future.  We rely on admission fees to 
support the operation of the center – so a drop in visitor ship could potential adversely 
affect the center. 
2) We have a concern that a new intersection, depending on how it is designed, could 
adversely affect public access to the center.  We would like to work with you to insure 
a positive outcome on this issue. 
3) Lighting. We would like to see roadway lighting that does not increase light 
pollution in the vicinity of the W.F.C.  We would like to see designs that actually 
reduce the current light pollution over MoPac OVERALL, including from headlights on 
vehicles. 
4) Invasive species – we have concerns about the spread of invasive species from 
the highway right of way to the wildflower center.  We would like to work with you on 
best management practices to resolve this issue.   
5) Public access during construction phase – we are concerned that construction may 
block public access to the W.F.C. We would like to work with you to insure that public 
access is not affected.  

Concern about traffic 
noise, reduced public 
access (during and after 
construction), light 
pollution, and possible 
invasive species at the 
Wildflower Center. 

Comment noted.   
 

1) A traffic noise analysis and consideration of potential 
impacts to the Edwards Aquifer will be part of this 
environmental study.  

2) In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and 
continuing engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections 
Team is focusing on the design of an underpass at 
both Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue.  

3) All highway illumination will be designed to conform 
with the latest edition of the TxDOT Highway 
Illumination Manual.  Analyses will be conducted to 
determine the warrant and extent of continuous 
illumination and safety lighting along ramps and at 
intersections.  The decision-making procedures that 
govern highway illumination in Texas do contain 
provisions for addressing sky glow and light trespass 
issues, including consideration for alternative 
luminaires (e.g. LED) and glare shields.  

4) Seeding and replanting will be completed in 
accordance with Executive Order 13112 on Invasive 
Species (www.invasivespeciesinfo.gov 
/laws/execorder.shtml).  We will work with Wildflower 
Center on best management practices.  

5) Traffic control during project construction would be in 
accordance with the Texas Manual on Uniform Traffic 
Control Devices.  

 

20 Clary Karen H. 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

We (the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center) have concerns about the following: 
1 – increased roadway noise from traffic – affecting 
2 – effect of a new intersection negatively affecting access to the W.F.C. 

Concern about traffic 
noise and reduced public 
access to the Wildflower 
Center. 

Comment noted.   
 

1) A traffic noise analysis and consideration of potential 
impacts to the Edwards Aquifer will be part of this 
environmental study. 

2) In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and 
continuing engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections 
Team is focusing on the design of an underpass at 
both Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue. An 
underpass at La Crosse Avenue and MoPac 
Expressway would improve access to the Wildflower 
Center by removing the through traffic from the 
intersection.  Turning movements would also be 
improved in all directions with through traffic not 
having to pass through a signalized intersection.  

 

21 Cohen Jeff 
Oct. 
25, 
2013 

Web Mail 

The intersections at MoPac and slaughter and MoPac/La Crosse need either an 
underpass or an overpass. The simple fact is this area is growing rapidly. Given how 
car centric our culture is traffic needs must be met. Whether the answer is an 
underpass or an overpass, I don’t know but whichever is in the opinion of professional 
engineers the best and most cost effective option is the one that should be chose. 
given how much protection the aquifer receives already I do nothing an 
underpass/overpass would have much of a long term effect 

Support for most cost-
effective option. 

Comment noted.   
 
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing 
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing 
on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La 
Crosse Avenue.  
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary 

# Last 
Name 

First 
Name Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response 

22 Cohen Tara 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

An underpass seems to have the least environmental impact as I can tell.  Had a 
study been done regarding impact on the aquifer with an underpass at Slaughter and 
La Crosse?  In the end whichever option (under or overpass) has the least 
environmental impact to the surrounding areas should be implemented.  No action is 
NOT an option.  Thank you.  

Support for option with 
the least environmental 
impact. 

Comment noted.   
 
An assessment of potential environmental impacts including 
land use, socio economics, parks, cultural resources, soils, 
hazardous materials, vegetation, wildlife, threatened and 
endangered species, water resources, water quality (Edwards 
Aquifer), floodplains, traffic noise, air quality, visual and 
aesthetics resources is included in this study.  

23 Cortez Tiffany 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

I drive this intersections every day to get to work.  I’m looking forward to any 
improvement done to MoPac.  Whether it be under or over MoPac is not important to 
me, but including bike lane would be a big safety plus. 

Support for a bike lane. 

Comment noted. 
 
Pedestrian and bicycle access will be accommodated at each 
intersection. Also, we are coordinating with the Hill Country 
Conservancy regarding the Violet Crown Trail 
(http://www.hillcountryconservancy.org/land-
projects/violetcrowntrail/) and the City of Austin regarding the 
Circle C Trail.  

24 Criswell Barret 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

Thank you for your information and opportunity to respond.  Any info on IH45 
extension & how this would affect MoPac @ Slaughter & La Crosse Ave. 

Interest in effect SH 
45SW would have on 
MoPac Intersections.  

Comment noted.   
 
SH 45SW is being considered under a separate study; please 
visit www.sh45sw.com for more information.  This comment 
has been shared with the SH 45SW Study Team. 
 

25 Dally  Senovia 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

I believe the overpass over Slaughter is the best solution & probably more cost 
effective.  Underground poses flooding problems, getting too close to pipe lines & 
possible caves/ creeks.  We can use current road as ramps to get off in our 
neighborhood too.  In regards to La Crosse I would think the overpass could go over 
La Crosse, wish it would go pass Escarpment but I’m sure this will be your next 
project 

Support for overpasses. 
 
Concerns about drainage, 
streams, karst features, 
and underground utilities 
related to underpasses. 

Comment Noted. 
 
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing 
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing 
on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La 
Crosse Avenue.  
 
A comprehensive drainage analysis is being performed. 
Designing for proper drainage will be an integral part of either 
option.  
 
An assessment of potential impacts to karst features (caves) 
and streams is included in this study.  
 
Improvements will be designed to avoid or mitigate any 
potential conflicts with existing utilities, including underground 
pipelines.  

26 David Cindy 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Court 
Reporter/ 
Verbal 
Comments 

Okay.  We live in an area that's affected by the noise from MoPac and Slaughter, 
Slaughter in the morning, MoPac in the evening, and we would like to have an option 
that would reduce the sound, preferably the underpass at both locations if possible.  
We do want to make sure that Slaughter Creek isn't affected by its capacity to carry 
water away from the neighborhood in either of the options, and we would like it to be 
as pretty as possible. That's it. 

Support for underpasses. 
 
Concerns about traffic 
noise, drainage and 
aesthetics. 

Comment noted.  
 
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing 
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing 
on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La 
Crosse Avenue.  
 
A traffic noise analysis and consideration of potential impacts 
to the Edwards Aquifer will be part of this environmental study.  
 
A comprehensive drainage analysis is being performed. 
Designing for proper drainage will be an integral part of either 
option.  
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary 

# Last 
Name 

First 
Name Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response 

27 Davis Dave 
Oct. 
25, 
2013 

Web Mail 

If it is necessary to construct overpasses at the intersections of MOPAC/Slaughter & 
MOPAC/Lam Crosse please have the overpasses cross over Slaughter & La Crosse. 
Exiting Circle C onto an overpass would be detrimental to the residents of the sub-
division. Additionally it would seem that less area would be required for construction 
of overpasses on MOPAC. thank you 

Support for overpasses. 

Comment noted.   
 
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing 
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing 
on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La 
Crosse Avenue.  
 

28 Davis  Eric 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

Issue is volume.  No build will not stop development (continued) and the 
volume/time/traffic issue.  Whether under or over, one must be done to address the 
long term.  But, with this, 45 must be considered, or a solution for MoPac South 
turning left onto Slaughter as an alternative, would be much preferred underpass at 
both intersections and completion of 45.  I think Circle C and Shady Hollow impacts 
would be improved… 

Support for underpasses 
and SH 45SW. 

Comment noted.   
 
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing 
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing 
on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La 
Crosse Avenue.  
 
SH 45SW is being considered under a separate study; please 
visit www.sh45sw.com for more information.  This comment 
has been shared with the SH 45SW Study Team. 
 

29 Davis Stephen 
Oct. 
25, 
2013 

Web Mail I STRONGLY prefer MoPac underpasses at both intersections; MoPac crossing 
beneath Slaughter and beneath La Crosse. Thank you Support for underpasses. Comment noted. 

30 Derrick Ann 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

UNDERPASS BETTER – 
-topography will suited to it -  less environmentally intrusive 
-quieter than an overpass 
-less intrusive visually than an overpass 

Support for underpasses. Comment noted. 

31 Derrick John 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

1) Choosing the underpass situation will have the additional feature of being quieter. 
And keeping the unseen impacts to all minimum 
2) These improvements are much needed BUT it makes no sense if MoPac from 
Slaughter to the lake aren’t improved to handle the extra traffic 
The same goes for the TX-45 extension to Buda  

Support for underpasses. 
 
Improvements are also 
needed to MoPac South 
and SH 45SW. 

Comment noted.   
1) See In light of the public input received in fall 2013 

and continuing engineering analysis, MoPac 
Intersections Team is focusing on the design of an 
underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La Crosse 
Avenue. R2b. A traffic noise analysis and 
consideration of potential impacts to the Edwards 
Aquifer will be part of this environmental study.  

2) Improvements to MoPac South from Cesar Chavez 
Street to Slaughter Lane are part of a separate study, 
please visit www.MoPacSouth.com for more 
information.  This comment has been shared with the 
MoPac South Study Team.  

32 Dougherty Cathy 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

Those overpasses are a great idea and can’t come soon enough.  Having teenagers 
that are driving I really don’t want them on MoPac x-ing La Crosse, it’s a dangerous 
intersection I know of one death and it have been in accident there as well.  The 
person ran the red light on MoPac.  Also not having a turn lane on Northbound MoPac 
@ Slaughter is ridiculous.  People jump upon shoulder in morning to turn and go 
towards Bowie.  Also don’t forget U-turn lanes! Thank you. 

Support for overpasses 
and U-turns. 

Comment noted.   
 
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing 
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing 
on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La 
Crosse Avenue.  

33 Draina J. 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

Lane for off ramps maybe 2. Either over or underpass whichever is more economical 
and environmentally beneficial to the community. 

Support for most cost-
effective and most 
environmentally beneficial 
option. 

Comment noted. 
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary 

# Last 
Name 

First 
Name Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response 

34 Ehrler Tim 
Oct. 
26, 
2013 

Web Mail 
MoPac should run UNDER Slaughter & La Crosse originally designed & 
structured/built for these options, least disruptive, most cost-effective, scalable for 
increased MoPac capacity (++lanes), most effective traffic throughput 

Support for underpasses. Comment noted. 

35 Eklund Julie 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

Slaughter is a very different situation than La Crosse.  La Crosse not a bad 
intersection. Longer shoulder/lanes headed turning right onto Slaughter from MoPac 
North.  Slaughter intersection very congested.  Houses near La Crosse will be 
affected much more by overpass than underpass as will beauty of area. 

Underpasses will cause 
fewer impacts at La 
Crosse Avenue. 
 
La Crosse Avenue 
intersection is not as 
congested as the 
intersection at Slaughter 
Lane. 

Comment noted.   
 
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing 
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing 
on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La 
Crosse Avenue.  
 
This environmental study is planning for long-term needs.  The 
need for improvements at La Crosse Avenue will consider 
future traffic levels and operational requirements.  

36 Esparza Manuel 
Nov. 
3, 
2013 

Web Mail 

I support the option of MoPac going under Slaughter and La Crosse first. As a 
secondary I would support them going over both streets. I believe that going under is 
a safer option, especially during icy times where the speed would be much less on an 
overpass with cross street traffic instead of the MoPac direct traffic. I do not support 
the "Do Nothing" option as this is a large problem that affects quality of life and 
productivity. 

Support for underpasses. Comment noted. 

37 Espavza Laura 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

-All turn lanes need to be longer 
-create a safe way for bikes to cross MoPac on the way to the Veloway 
-add another lane to South MoPac 
-should not allow bikes on MoPac to 45 

Support for longer turn 
lanes, an additional lane 
on MoPac South and a 
safe way for bikes to 
access the Veloway. 
 
No bikes on MoPac. 

Comment noted.   
 
The Mobility Authority is considering improvements such as 
signal timing, ramp reversals, restriping, turn lanes, etc. in 
conjunction with the grade separations at La Crosse Avenue 
and Slaughter Lane.  
 
Pedestrian and bicycle access will be accommodated at each 
intersection. Also, we are coordinating with the Hill Country 
Conservancy regarding the Violet Crown Trail 
(http://www.hillcountryconservancy.org/land-
projects/violetcrowntrail/) and the City of Austin regarding the 
Circle C Trail.  

38 Fellinger Linda 
Oct. 
25, 
2013 

Web Mail I think that MoPac should go over the Slaughter Lane intersection and under the La 
Crosse Avenue intersection. 

Support for overpass at 
Slaughter Lane and 
underpass at La Crosse 
Avenue. 

Comment noted. 

39 Goodwin Vikki 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

I think road engineers need to determine whether Slaughter/MoPac is an overpass vs. 
underpass, but either way it needs to be done.  “No Build” is not an option in this area 
of rapid growth.  The only place I’d ever ride a bike is far away from MoPac or any 
arterial.  I am looking forward to the Violet Crown Trail for recreational purposes, but 
we need roads for business/ commuting purposes.   

Support for intersection 
improvements 
(overpasses or 
underpasses).  
 
Looking forward to the 
Violet Crown Trail. 

Comment noted.  
 
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing 
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing 
on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La 
Crosse Avenue.  
 
Pedestrian and bicycle access will be accommodated at each 
intersection. Also, we are coordinating with the Hill Country 
Conservancy regarding the Violet Crown Trail 
(http://www.hillcountryconservancy.org/land-
projects/violetcrowntrail/) and the City of Austin regarding the 
Circle C Trail.  
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary 

# Last 
Name 

First 
Name Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response 

40 Groves Eileen 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

The total failure to appreciate the population and traffic from SW Austin using MoPac 
is governmentally negligent.  MoPac should have been widened at least 5 years ago.  
The intersection of Slaughter and La Crosse when they were built should have been 
overpasses with U-turn lanes.  Circle C has been building for over 15 years.  Did you 
think no one would buy and live here and drive?  Total failure of planning.   

Support for overpasses 
with U-turns. Comment noted. 

41 Haney Lisa 
Oct. 
25, 
2013 

Web Mail 

The intersection at Slaughter and MOPAC is a nightmare. For a good portion of the 
day you will wait multiple cycles to get through, from all directions. Something needs 
to be done to fix the congestion issue. An underpass is the best option as it is the 
most appealing visually, but will allow for better flow on MOPAC and less cars waiting 
at the cross light. Additionally U-turn lanes heading north and south bound for the 
intersection and bike and pedestrian paths need to be added. For the intersection at 
La Crosse and MOPAC, an underpass would also be the best option. U-turn lanes 
and pedestrian/bike paths are also needed as there is significant bike/pedestrian 
traffic to the Veloway. The traffic/number of vehicles in this area increases every day, 
improvements to the highways need to be made to accommodate the increase in 
population quickly. Idling cars damage the environment and waste people's time. 
Drivers get frustrated and drive more aggressively creating even more driving 
dangers. Better traffic flow must be created and soon!! 

Support for underpasses 
with U-turns and bike 
paths. 

Comment noted.  
 
Pedestrian and bicycle access will be accommodated at each 
intersection. Also, we are coordinating with the Hill Country 
Conservancy regarding the Violet Crown Trail 
(http://www.hillcountryconservancy.org/land-
projects/violetcrowntrail/) and the City of Austin regarding the 
Circle C Trail.  
 
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing 
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing 
on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La 
Crosse Avenue.  

42 Haney Wilson 
Oct. 
25, 
2013 

Web Mail 
Please construct an underpass at Slaughter Ln and at La Crosse. Least add U-turns 
north and southbound. A bike path on lacrosse would be nice to route bicycle traffic 
safely to/from the Veloway. 

Support for underpasses.  
 
Support for the addition of 
U-turn lanes and a bike 
path at La Crosse 
Avenue. 

Comment noted.  
 
Pedestrian and bicycle access will be accommodated at each 
intersection. Also, we are coordinating with the Hill Country 
Conservancy regarding the Violet Crown Trail 
(http://www.hillcountryconservancy.org/land-
projects/violetcrowntrail/) and the City of Austin regarding the 
Circle C Trail.  
 
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing 
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing 
on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La 
Crosse Avenue.  

43 Harris Phillip 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

Creating an overpass on MoPac may have less impact (negative) on traffic during 
construction. 

Support for overpasses. 
 
Concern about impacts to 
traffic during construction. 

Comment noted.   
 
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing 
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing 
on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La 
Crosse Avenue.  
 
Traffic control during project construction would be in 
accordance with the Texas Manual on Uniform Traffic Control 
Devices.  

44 Hatcher Bill 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

1) Please make MoPac quieter 
2) Please help cyclist.  MoPac south is a good place to ride and popular.  Don’t ruin it. 

Concern about traffic 
noise. 
 
Support for access for 
bicyclists. 

Comment noted.   
1) A traffic noise analysis and consideration of potential 

impacts to the Edwards Aquifer will be part of this 
environmental study.  

2) Pedestrian and bicycle access will be accommodated 
at each intersection. Also, we are coordinating with 
the Hill Country Conservancy regarding the Violet 
Crown Trail 
(http://www.hillcountryconservancy.org/land-
projects/violetcrowntrail/) and the City of Austin 
regarding the Circle C Trail.  
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary 

# Last 
Name 

First 
Name Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response 

45 Hempel-
Medira  Deborah 

Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

The area is growing and NOT doing anything will not stop area development.  It 
historically hasn’t & that will not change here or anywhere!  Unless you make the area 
otherwise undesirable other than traffic, nothing will change.  The “Y” will always be 
worse so that encourages southern development this direction. The best thing for 
everyone is to get the project done more quickly – even local residence benefit more 
by faster completion 

Support for improvements 
in an expedited manner. 
 
Concern that congestion 
problems at the “Y” are 
pushing development 
toward MoPac 
Intersections. 

Comment noted.  
 
Improvements to the "Y" or Oak Hill Parkway are being 
considered under a separate study, please visit 
www.oakhillparkway.com for more information. This comment 
has been shared with the Oak Hill Parkway Team. 

46 Hernandez Audrey 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

There needs to be a separate area for the 3 types of travelers: North MoPac, South 
MoPac, and slaughter/residential.  Fixing only these 2 intersections are only part of 
the problem.  Consideration needs to be given to the other LARGE amount of traffic 
turning from East MoPac to Slaughter, in the Brodie and shady hollow areas.  Expand 
45 will help contribute to the problems immensely 

Desire to separate 
local/residential traffic 
from through traffic. 
 
Expand SH 45SW. 

Comment noted.   
 
The design of the improved intersection at Slaughter Lane will 
take into account the number of turning movements in all 
directions for both the morning and evening peak hours.  The 
intersection will be designed to accommodate the projected 
traffic in 2035. R45 
 
SH 45SW is being considered under a separate study; please 
visit www.sh45sw.com for more information.  This comment 
has been shared with the SH 45SW Study Team.  
 

47 Herzog Greg 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Court 
Reporter/ 
Verbal 
Comments 

I think it's important that we develop these two overpasses prior to the construction of 
45 because it doesn't make any sense to have all the folks on the Brodie side come 
onto MoPac from the south if they can't get through lights at Slaughter and La Crosse. 

Build SH 45SW before 
MoPac Intersections. 

Comment noted.   
 
SH 45SW is being considered under a separate study; please 
visit www.sh45sw.com for more information.  This comment 
has been shared with the SH 45SW Study Team.  

48 Hoover Susan B. 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

Underpasses at these two intersections are what was originally planned.  The noise of 
overpasses is not appropriate in this area.  An overpass at Lacrosse would ruin the 
open vistas from the Wildflower Center. 

Support for underpasses. 
 
Concern about traffic 
noise associated with 
overpasses. 

Comment noted.  
 
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing 
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing 
on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La 
Crosse Avenue.  
 
A traffic noise analysis and consideration of potential impacts 
to the Edwards Aquifer will be part of this environmental study.  

49 Hughes Kevin 
Oct.2
4, 
2013 

Web Mail 

I am a 2.5 year resident of Circle C and am a strong opponent to the construction 
proposals in general. I have discussed with several neighbors and there is strong 
agreement that the disruptive effects of sound, environmental impact, and devaluation 
of property values is something we feel is inevitable with the proposed construction. It 
is for these and other reasons we oppose construction. 

Support for No-Build 
Alternative. 
 
Concerns about traffic 
noise, environmental 
impacts and decreases in 
property values. 

Comment noted.   
 
An assessment of potential environmental impacts including 
land use, socio economics, parks, cultural resources, soils, 
hazardous materials, vegetation, wildlife, threatened and 
endangered species, water resources, water quality (Edwards 
Aquifer), floodplains, traffic noise, air quality, visual and 
aesthetics resources is included in this study.  
 
The potential for direct, indirect and/or cumulative adverse 
community impacts will be evaluated with all alternatives being 
considered. 
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary 

# Last 
Name 

First 
Name Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response 

50 Jellison Jason 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Web Mail 

Please finish the studies sooner than 2-3 years. Expanded lanes along MoPac are 
needed right away. With SW45 coming soon, the increased lanes on MoPac will be 
vital. Four to five 'free' lanes are needed in both directions with optional HOV and toll 
lanes available. 

Support for adding lanes 
on MoPac South, 
especially due to SH 
45SW. 

Comment noted.   
 
SH 45SW is being considered under a separate study; please 
visit www.sh45sw.com for more information.  This comment 
has been shared with the SH 45SW Study Team.  
 
Improvements to MoPac South from Cesar Chavez Street to 
Slaughter Lane are part of a separate study, please visit 
www.MoPacSouth.com for more information.  This comment 
has been shared with the MoPac South Study Team.  

51 Johnson Russell 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Court 
Reporter/ 
Verbal 
Comments 

A big traffic circle, can't say it any better than that. ·All of these -- all of  these thoughts 
are just simple XY, you know, straight lines, a big traffic circle.  They use them in 
Europe. It works every time, and they handle much bigger traffic loads than this.  I 
lived there for four years. They would never put stoplights at an intersection like this. 

Support for roundabouts. 

Comment noted.   
 
Several options for both intersections are being studied to 
provide operational improvements in addition to the grade 
separation.  

52 Jones  Cynthia 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form I support underpasses at both intersections Support for underpasses. Comment noted.   

53 Jones Dave 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

As someone that commutes through both intersections and lives in Circle C, I would 
like the 20 plus minutes back I spend waiting for this light. Please build both 
underpasses. Thanks! 

Support for underpasses Comment noted. 

54 Juettner Carie 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

My biggest traffic concern at the moment is the lack of a left turn lane at La Crosse on 
southbound MoPac.  The stretch of highway between Slaughter and La Crosse is 
60(?) MPH.  Cars pass Slaughter and those going straight get into left lane to speed 
up.  Meanwhile, drivers who live in the Wildflower Park neighborhood of Circle C (and 
those going to the Veloway or Wildflower Center) have to slow down (a lot) to make a 
90̊ left turn onto La Crosse.  It has become a dangerous situation now that so much 
more traffic is suing that road.  I think both plans to make MoPac go over/under La 
Crosse would strongly alleviate this problem, but I still think a left turn lane would be 
beneficial.  And it needs to be a LONG lane/ Just a few yards will not fix the problem. 

Support for underpasses 
and extended turn lanes 
at La Crosse Avenue. 

Comment noted.   
 
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing 
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing 
on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La 
Crosse Avenue.   
 
The Mobility Authority is considering improvements such as 
signal timing, ramp reversals, restriping, turn lanes, etc. in 
conjunction with the grade separations at La Crosse Avenue 
and Slaughter Lane. 

55 Katz Erica 
Oct. 
25, 
2013 

Web Mail 

I was unable to attend the Meet and Greet event yesterday. Although I understand the 
need for expanded capacity on South MoPac, I oppose the construction of 
overpasses at Slaughter and La Crosse. I would like to see thoughtfully designed 
underpasses that minimize the traffic noise and visual obstructions for the many 
residences near these intersections. I would also like to see safe pedestrian and 
bicycle routes incorporated into the new intersections. If underpasses are 
environmentally feasible, I see no reason to construct loud and unsightly overpasses 
in what is primarily a residential area. Thank you for your consideration. 

Support for underpasses.  
 
Support for safe 
bike/pedestrian access. 
 
Concerns about traffic 
noise and visual 
obstructions related to 
overpasses. 

Comment noted.   
 
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing 
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing 
on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La 
Crosse Avenue.   
 
Pedestrian and bicycle access will be accommodated at each 
intersection. Also, we are coordinating with the Hill Country 
Conservancy regarding the Violet Crown Trail 
(http://www.hillcountryconservancy.org/land-
projects/violetcrowntrail/) and the City of Austin regarding the 
Circle C Trail.  
 
A traffic noise analysis and consideration of potential impacts 
to the Edwards Aquifer will be part of this environmental study.  
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary 

# Last 
Name 

First 
Name Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response 

56 Klaes Leo 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

Please consider bicycle commuting from the east side of MoPac to the Veloway.  The 
only safe routes require riding on the sidewalk and very indirect routes.  I would like to 
see a paved bicycle path along the east side of MoPac between Slaughter and La 
Crosse.  This would allow bicyclists a safe route from the east side.  Also please 
ensure that the design incorporates safe, improved shoulders for bicyclists to use 
along all of MoPac 

Support for safe bicycle 
access. 

Comment noted.  
 
Pedestrian and bicycle access will be accommodated at each 
intersection. Also, we are coordinating with the Hill Country 
Conservancy regarding the Violet Crown Trail 
(http://www.hillcountryconservancy.org/land-
projects/violetcrowntrail/) and the City of Austin regarding the 
Circle C Trail.  

57 Klaes Leo 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Court 
Reporter/ 
Verbal 
Comments 

I guess the first thing I want to say is that I am completely against toll roads in this 
area. If that's their only funding method or that becomes their only funding method, 
then I'm against doing any improvements through there. 
My preference is the alternatives with MoPac going underneath the cross streets. Just 
due to the terrain it looks like that would be the cheaper option and I think it would be 
more acceptable to the communities around. I'm a cyclist, and I'm very concerned 
about bicycle safety and mobility in that area. Right now crossing MoPac on Slaughter 
is very dangerous. There are no shoulders. Your only option is to ride on the 
sidewalk, and then crossing multiple lanes of MoPac is not safe even in the crosswalk 
areas. Because of that, I generally avoid riding through that area and take very 
indirect routes to try to get to The Veloway.·I come from the east side of MoPac, and 
there's not a direct route there that's safe. There used to be an entrance behind 
Bowie High School to The Veloway, which allowed people on the east side to get to 
The Veloway, but they closed that, put a fence up. It would be nice if they'd reopen 
that. If that's not an option, the other potential solution that could be incorporated in 
this work is a bike path on the east side of MoPac that connects Slaughter to La 
Crosse. That would allow people coming from the east side on the sidewalk of 
Slaughter to get to The Veloway without going through the intersection at MoPac. I 
guess that's all I wanted to say. 

Support for underpasses.  
 
Support for safe bicycle 
access. 
 
No toll roads.  

Comment noted.   
 
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing 
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing 
on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La 
Crosse Avenue.  
 
Pedestrian and bicycle access will be accommodated at each 
intersection. Also, we are coordinating with the Hill Country 
Conservancy regarding the Violet Crown Trail 
(http://www.hillcountryconservancy.org/land-
projects/violetcrowntrail/) and the City of Austin regarding the 
Circle C Trail.  
Improvements to the MoPac intersections of Slaughter Lane 
and La Crosse Avenue are not anticipated to be tolled.  

58 Klampfl Werner 
Oct. 
10, 
2013 

Web Mail 

As a resident of Shady Hollow for the past 16 years, I have seen countless "studies" 
that fail to recognize core issues or resolve any problems related to traffic in SW 
Austin. For years we have been battling over the need to implement the SW IH45 
expansion to link IH45 at MoPac with 1626. The reason this is needed is to address 
the huge volume of traffic that uses Brodie Lane from 1626 to Slaughter Lane and 
along Slaughter Lane to MoPac. The traffic tie-ups at MoPac and Slaughter are 
caused by the high volume of Hays County residents needing to turn east on 
Slaughter, creating an ever increasing bottleneck. Southbound traffic on Brodie near 
the Slaughter intersection is usually at a standstill due to the single lane of traffic 
towards 1626. By completing the SW IH45 extension, traffic on MoPac would be able 
to move smoothly southbound at the Slaughter intersection because the volume of 
commuters needing to turn east at Slaughter would be reduced significantly. A simple 
lengthening of the turn lane to accommodate additional cars turning at Slaughter 
would suffice. Likewise, adding a turn lane at La Crosse to accommodate southbound 
MoPac traffic to turn east onto La Crosse would free up the current left lane that sees 
bottlenecking during peak periods. The left lane should be for through traffic only - not 
for left turns onto La Crosse. The current setup is not only inefficient, but highly 
dangerous because traffic in the left lane is more likely to experience crashes 
involving turning traffic. 

Support for SH 45SW.  
 
Support for lengthening 
or adding turn lanes. 

Comment noted.   
 
SH 45SW is being considered under a separate study; please 
visit www.sh45sw.com for more information.  This comment 
has been shared with the SH 45SW Study Team.  
 
The Mobility Authority is considering improvements such as 
signal timing, ramp reversals, restriping, turn lanes, etc. in 
conjunction with the grade separations at La Crosse Avenue 
and Slaughter Lane.  
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# Last 
Name 

First 
Name Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response 

59 Krueger Adriana 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

MoPac over Slaughter   Extra turning Right lanes to Slaughter  
 
Right turning lane further out MoPac to Slaughter. No build in La Crosse, don’t see it 
as an issue yet.  

Support for overpasses.  
 
Support for extending 
turn lanes at Slaughter 
Lane.  
 
Support for the No-Build 
Alternative at La Crosse 
Avenue. 

Comment noted.  
 
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing 
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing 
on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La 
Crosse Avenue.  
 
The Mobility Authority is considering improvements such as 
signal timing, ramp reversals, restriping, turn lanes, etc. in 
conjunction with the grade separations at La Crosse Avenue 
and Slaughter Lane.  
 
This environmental study is planning for long-term needs.  The 
need for improvements at La Crosse Avenue will consider 
future traffic levels and operational requirements.  

60 Lewis Julie 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

This project is badly needed today.  MoPac should be 8 lanes from 45S to 45N.  Short 
term help would be a double turn lane from Slaughter westbound to MoPac north. 
What we really need is better transit connections.  If there was some kind of 
commuter rail from here to the capital it would be full every day. 

Support for improvements 
to MoPac South.  
 
Support for transit. 

Comment noted.  
 
Improvements to MoPac South from Cesar Chavez Street to 
Slaughter Lane are part of a separate study; please visit 
www.MoPacSouth.com for more information.  This comment 
has been shared with the MoPac South Study Team.  
 
Regional commuter rail, bus rapid transit, urban rail and transit 
express lanes are being studied under a separate project 
called Project Connect; please visit www.projectconnect.com/ 
for more information.  

61 Lundquist Karen 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

I’m concerned about noise levels and views from the Wildflower Center if MoPac is 
raised.  I prefer it to go under to help preserve the beautiful resources at the Center. 

Support for underpasses. 
 
Concern about traffic 
noise. 

Comment noted.   
 
A traffic noise analysis and consideration of potential impacts 
to the Edwards Aquifer will be part of this environmental study.  

62 Lyle Bane 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Court 
Reporter/ 
Verbal 
Comments 

Okay.··I just think -- I think it needs to be done mainly for safety and traffic movement, 
and to me it looks like either one will solve that problem.··The biggest thing, I think, is 
what's it cost and how quick can it be done?··And that's it, the cheapest one, I think, 
is the one they ought to select and do it.  I mean, there's all kinds of other things you 
can do with bicycle paths and so forth, but the way these proposals are up here, they 
are too pretty close.  Whichever one is cheaper, get it done.  That's the way I'd -- I 
think it should be.  That's my suggestion. 

Support for most cost-
effective option. 

Comment noted.   
 
Cost is one of several factors considered in the overall 
decision-making process but is not the over-riding factor.  
 
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing 
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing 
on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La 
Crosse Avenue.   
 
Pedestrian and bicycle access will be accommodated at each 
intersection. Also, we are coordinating with the Hill Country 
Conservancy regarding the Violet Crown Trail 
(http://www.hillcountryconservancy.org/land-
projects/violetcrowntrail/) and the City of Austin regarding the 
Circle C Trail.  
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary 

# Last 
Name 

First 
Name Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response 

63 MacLeod Scott 
Oct. 
29, 
2013 

Web Mail 

I am strongly opposed to the no build options for both Slaughter and Lacrosse. Traffic 
is growing on MoPac south from new residential development, not to mention the 
strong potential that Texas 45 will be built to give relief to the poor residents of Shady 
Hollow. I am ambivalent about the over or underpass alternatives, with a bias towards 
the lower cost option. However, I do recognize the impact on residents near La 
Crosse and MoPac from an overpass. 

Support for most cost-
effective option. 

Comment noted.   
 
Cost is one of several factors considered in the overall 
decision-making process but is not the over-riding factor.  
 
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing 
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing 
on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La 
Crosse Avenue.   

64 Martone  Jessica 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

I have no problems with the traffic flow in the MoPac, Slaughter Lane and La Crosse 
Ave. area.  It is fine the way it is!  The environmental impact that changing this area 
would be horrific!  Keep our Hill Country views beautiful!  NO BRIDGES!!! 

Support for the No-Build 
Alternative. Comment noted.   

65 Mayberry Warren 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

I would support that whichever option (over/under) TxDOT do 2 things:   
 
Manage traffic flow during construction 
-police presence 
-construct @ non-peak hours 
-adjust light @ alternate routes 
-suggest alternate routes for school busses 
 
Secondly- put in adjacent improvement leaving up what we have & placing only 2 
lanes is flawed & does little to remedy or relief current tension or manage for growth.  
That is poor use of tax payer dollars at the best! 

Support for traffic 
management during 
construction and plan for 
future growth. 

Comment noted.  
 
Traffic control during project construction would be in 
accordance with the Texas Manual on Uniform Traffic Control 
Devices.   
 
A full traffic analysis of the intersections is being conducted.  
Several alternatives are being studied to improve the 
efficiency of the intersections in addition to the grade 
separations. 

66 McGauley Daniel 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

Just extending the turn lanes further would help, especially since people are doing 
that anyways.  Lanes under slaughter would be awesome though. 

Support for underpasses 
and longer turn lanes. 

Comment noted.   
 
The Mobility Authority is considering improvements such as 
signal timing, ramp reversals, restriping, turn lanes, etc. in 
conjunction with the grade separations at La Crosse Avenue 
and Slaughter Lane.  
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary 

# Last 
Name 

First 
Name Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response 

67 McLean Jesse 
Oct. 
29, 
2013 

Web Mail 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the MoPac Intersection Study. I 
support design and construction of new facilities to improve safety and congestion at 
the Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Drive intersections. While I believe underpasses 
would best serve pedestrian/bicycle and neighborhood-friendly safety/aesthetics, I 
also understand that hydro-geologic considerations may limit the feasibility of cutting 
too deeply below natural grade. Allowing Slaughter Lane and La Crosse to cross over 
MoPac through lanes would provide a superior human-scale experience; whereas 
typical overpass designs are intimidating to the human-scale and often discourage 
pedestrian/bicycle connectivity from one side to the other. If overpasses present the 
most feasible alternative, please place extra emphasis on retaining the parkway 
character of MoPac and perhaps breaking away from the typical pillar & buttress 
design. Considering the efforts that have gone into planning the Violet Crown Trail 
and previous open space set-asides that include trails, any design solution needs to 
enhance the pedestrian/bicycle connectivity between west and east neighborhoods. 
Due to the high number of families in the area and the location of neighborhood 
amenities (Veloway & wildflower center on east side; pool, metro park, retail/eateries 
on west side) there is great potential for pedestrian/bicycle users to be in groups and 
to be less experienced at navigating complex intersections.  
 
To the extent it can be provided in the design, softened material transitions (paint 
schemes, landscaping, styled light standards, etc.) should be incorporated to help 
retain neighborhood aesthetics. +10'-wide natural surface trails (decomposed granite 
or similar) that are separate from the adjacent lanes would help enhance the 
pedestrian/bicycle experience. Anything that simplifies the complexity of crossing 
MoPac and increases safety over current conditions will be an improvement. Thank 
you for consideration of my comments. 

Support for underpasses. 
 
Concern for 
bike/pedestrian access, 
lighting and aesthetics 
related to overpasses. 

Comment noted.   
 
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing 
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing 
on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La 
Crosse Avenue.   
 
Pedestrian and bicycle access will be accommodated at each 
intersection. Also, we are coordinating with the Hill Country 
Conservancy regarding the Violet Crown Trail 
(http://www.hillcountryconservancy.org/land-
projects/violetcrowntrail/) and the City of Austin regarding the 
Circle C Trail.  
 
All highway illumination will be designed to conform with the 
latest edition of the TxDOT Highway Illumination Manual.  
Analyses will be conducted to determine the warrant and 
extent of continuous illumination and safety lighting along 
ramps and at intersections.  The decision-making procedures 
that govern highway illumination in Texas do contain 
provisions for addressing sky glow and light trespass issues, 
including consideration for alternative luminaires (e.g. LED) 
and glare shields.  

68 Menecee William 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Court 
Reporter/ 
Verbal 
Comments 

I would like to see it as soon as possible. Do it as soon as you possibly can. I want 
overpasses, underpasses. I really don't care, but I'd like to see changes made quickly. 

Support an expedited 
solution. Comment noted. 

69 Miller Kathi 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

I feel the over/underpass are part of a plan to build SH45SW and eventually connect 
to I35.  This would vastly increase traffic in Circle C and along S MoPac.  I’m opposed 
to SH45.  I do not believe it will relieve traffic on Brodie.  I’m also concerned that an 
overpass at La Crosse will harm the Wildflower Center, reduce property values, and 
impact neighborhoods.  Therefore, I oppose the overpasses.   

Support for the No-Build 
Alternative on MoPac 
Intersections and SH 
45SW. 

Comment noted.   
 
SH 45SW is being considered under a separate study; please 
visit www.sh45sw.com for more information.  This comment 
has been shared with the SH 45SW Study Team.  

70 Moncrieff  Bradford 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form Mobility is fine.  Don’t mess with it.  No toll road! No toll road. 

Comment noted.   
 
Improvements to the MoPac intersections of Slaughter Lane 
and La Crosse Avenue are not anticipated to be tolled.  

71 Moncrieff Will 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form No need to improve this intersection.  Once the Oak Hill Y is improved all will be well 

Support for No-Build 
Alternative. 
 
Improvements to the “Y” 
will solve the problems at 
these intersections. 

Comment noted.  
 
Improvements to the "Y" or Oak Hill Parkway are being 
considered under a separate study, please visit 
www.oakhillparkway.com for more information. This comment 
has been shared with the Oak Hill Parkway Team.  
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary 

# Last 
Name 

First 
Name Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response 

72 Moncrieff Will 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Court 
Reporter/ 
Verbal 
Comments 

I feel there's no need to improve the intersection of Slaughter and MoPac because 
once 290 is improved at the Y at Oak Hill, people will stop using Slaughter as a cut-
through to the cities, and the congestion will ease at that point. 

Support No-Build 
Alternative. 
 
Improvements to the “Y” 
will solve the problems at 
these intersections. 

Comment noted.  
 
Improvements to the "Y" or Oak Hill Parkway are being 
considered under a separate study, please visit 
www.oakhillparkway.com for more information. This comment 
has been shared with the Oak Hill Parkway Team.  

73 Moorefield  Newland 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

Underpasses at Slaughter are preferable to overpasses if the environmental impact is 
not too great.  There is absolutely no need for overpasses/ underpasses at La Crosse 
Ave.   
 
Absolutely must add safer mobility options for pedestrian and bikers.  The Veloway is 
a precious place and bikers who ride, risk their lives to get there.   
Re: La Crosse:  Build with the consideration that you are dividing a neighborhood.  
Wildflower park is east Circle C.  A No-Build there must be the only option. 

Support for underpass 
and safe access for 
pedestrians and bikes at 
Slaughter Lane.  
 
Support for the No-Build 
Alternative at La Crosse 
Avenue. 

Comment noted.   
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing 
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing 
on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La 
Crosse Avenue.   
 
Pedestrian and bicycle access will be accommodated at each 
intersection. Also, we are coordinating with the Hill Country 
Conservancy regarding the Violet Crown Trail 
(http://www.hillcountryconservancy.org/land-
projects/violetcrowntrail/) and the City of Austin regarding the 
Circle C Trail.  
 
This environmental study is planning for long-term needs.  The 
need for improvements at La Crosse Avenue will consider 
future traffic levels and operational requirements.  

74 Morgan Craig 
Nov. 
4, 
2013 

Web Mail 

I am happy these projects are finally gaining steam. I have lived in Wildflower Park 
section of Circle C for over three years. My neighborhood is at the Northeast corner of 
the MoPac/La Crosse intersection. I would like to recommend that underpasses at 
both locations be built, especially at the La Crosse intersection. I can already slightly 
hear traffic on MoPac, but it is not very loud. If an overpass is built, the noise from 
cars passing over the elevated structure would become much louder than what we 
currently hear. An underpass would be much quieter. Again, I prefer the underpass 
condition. The overpass option would be met with a lot of resistance. I would prefer a 
'no build' option to an overpass option. Thank you. 

Support for underpasses. 
 
Concern about traffic 
noise associated with 
overpasses. 

Comment noted.   
 
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing 
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing 
on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La 
Crosse Avenue.  
 
A traffic noise analysis and consideration of potential impacts 
to the Edwards Aquifer will be part of this environmental study.  

75 Muehr Paul 
Oct. 
27, 
2013 

Web Mail 

I take MoPac across Slaughter Lane and La Crosse every day to get to/from work and 
shopping. This project impacts me a great deal, every day, so I would like to add my 
comments to the request for input from the public. These overpasses are desperately 
needed today. You won't have any problem getting support from anyone who drives 
that stretch of road daily. The fact that the environment study will take 2 years is quite 
disappointing. The fact that construction wouldn't even start until after 2015 is more 
depressing. Please find a way to expedite all of the processes between now and final 
construction of some solutions to these bottlenecks.  Is there anything that can be 
done to the light cycles to optimize traffic throughput in the years that we will be 
waiting for the real solution? Suggestions: Analyzing the current light cycles for 
MoPac traffic at Slaughter Lane to see if a more optimized solution or more 
sophisticated controller/programming could provide some temporary relief. The light 
cycles have had a couple of sudden changes for the worse over the past 2 years, i.e. 
someone touched the light cycle and made it worse, literally overnight. This suggests 
that the current programming is not optimal. Adding an inside left turn lane on MoPac 
as you approach Slaughter Lane from either direction would help in the interim as 
would extending the North bound MoPac to East bound right turn at Slaughter Lane. 

Support for overpasses. 
 
Suggest optimizing light 
cycles and adding left 
turn lanes at Slaughter 
Lane. 

Comment noted.   
 
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing 
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing 
on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La 
Crosse Avenue.   
 
The Mobility Authority is considering improvements such as 
signal timing, ramp reversals, restriping, turn lanes, etc. in 
conjunction with the grade separations at La Crosse Avenue 
and Slaughter Lane.  
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary 

# Last 
Name 

First 
Name Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response 

76 Nalle Camille 
Oct. 
25, 
2013 

Web Mail 

I want my questioner to count has my feedback. This will ruin CCR and surrounding 
neighborhoods. 
 
Car running lights and speeding, BUT that happens all over Austin!!! 
 
CCR is VERY active. If you build the new roads that will shut down all activity, ie: 
bikers, runners, walkers. It will not be safe for them to be in the roads anymore! 
 
If this happens, you will be ruining thousands of homes values, water, polluting the air 
and water source. Raping the hill country land!!  That's why we moved to CCR is for 
the land that surrounds the area. If Hays wants a lesser commute to Austin, then 
move to Austin and pay our city taxes! Not to mention all your proposing is moving 
traffic from 35 to MoPac. MoPac can't handle that increase. That's think about this for 
a minute... 
 
Homeowners. We are the only ones being affected by this. Not stockholders. 
 
Not building... What about a metro rail? 

Support for No-Build 
Alternative.  
 
Concern for 
bike/pedestrian safety, 
home values, water 
quality and air quality.  
 
Support for rail. 

Comment noted.   
 
Pedestrian and bicycle access will be accommodated at each 
intersection. Also, we are coordinating with the Hill Country 
Conservancy regarding the Violet Crown Trail 
(http://www.hillcountryconservancy.org/land-
projects/violetcrowntrail/) and the City of Austin regarding the 
Circle C Trail.  
 
An assessment of potential environmental impacts including 
land use, socio economics, parks, cultural resources, soils, 
hazardous materials, vegetation, wildlife, threatened and 
endangered species, water resources, water quality (Edwards 
Aquifer), floodplains, traffic noise, air quality, visual and 
aesthetics resources is included in this study.  
 
Regional commuter rail, bus rapid transit, urban rail and transit 
express lanes are being studied under a separate project 
called Project Connect; please visit www.projectconnect.com/ 
for more information.  

77 Nance Patrice 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

Finish the 45 expansion (will reduce traffic on Slaughter Ln!).  Finish south Bay to 
MoPac expansion to decrease traffic through the neighborhood and past Kiker!  Install 
a traffic light at this intersection (So Bay/MoPac) for safety. 

Support for SH 45SW.  
 
Need traffic light at South 
Bay and MoPac. 

Comment noted.   
 
SH 45SW is being considered under a separate study; please 
visit www.sh45sw.com for more information.  This comment 
has been shared with the SH 45SW Study Team.  

78 Nebhut Patricia 
Oct. 
29, 
2013 

Web Mail 

In regards to MoPac/Slaughter Intersection, issues are the following: 
- When travelling NB on MoPac between 5-7pm, only 2-3 cars are able to proceed 
during each green light, before it turns red again. Typically takes at least 3 lights 
before you get through that intersection 
- Turn lane from NB MoPac to EB Slaughter is too short, and cars pass you on the 
breakdown lane 
- SB MoPac traffic, turning WB on Slaughter drive way too fast in the breakdown lane, 
even with the turn lane extension  
PREFERRED FIX - ROUTE MOPAC UNDER SLAUGHTER (minimize noise) 
In regards to MoPac/La Crosse Intersection, issues are the following: 
- SB MoPac traffic, turning EB on La Crosse have no lane to the left to get out of the 
way to make the turn, slowing down traffic. 
PREFERRED FIX - ROUTE MOPAC UNDER La Crosse (minimize noise) Not Asked, 
but HWY 45 needs to be repainted to better accommodate bicyclists. In many spots, 
the bike lane on the right disappears to make a left turn lane, which is very very very 
dangerous for the bicyclists. There needs to be more separation between cars and 
bicycles. 

Support for underpasses 
and safe bike/pedestrian 
access. 
 
Concerns about signal 
timing, length of turn 
lanes, and traffic noise. 

Comment noted.   
 
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing 
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing 
on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La 
Crosse Avenue.   
 
Pedestrian and bicycle access will be accommodated at each 
intersection. Also, we are coordinating with the Hill Country 
Conservancy regarding the Violet Crown Trail 
(http://www.hillcountryconservancy.org/land-
projects/violetcrowntrail/) and the City of Austin regarding the 
Circle C Trail.  
 
The Mobility Authority is considering improvements such as 
signal timing, ramp reversals, restriping, turn lanes, etc. in 
conjunction with the grade separations at La Crosse Avenue 
and Slaughter Lane.  
 
A traffic noise analysis and consideration of potential impacts 
to the Edwards Aquifer will be part of this environmental study.  
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary 

# Last 
Name 

First 
Name Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response 

79 Nelson Christopher  
Nov. 
1, 
2013 

Web Mail 

For what it's worth, as a commuter from the Meridian neighborhood, I would certainly 
like to see overpasses or underpasses added at La Crosse and Slaughter to eliminate 
the need to stop at those cross streets. With MoPac's speed limit at 65mph going 
through both intersections, and given the number of bicyclists around La Crosse and 
the number of vehicles coming from Slaughter, the intersections seem increasingly 
dangerous as well. Lastly, if the extension of 45 to 1626 is ever completed (and I'm 
certainly in favor of it), the amount of traffic moving *through* the Slaughter and La 
Crosse intersections will certainly increase--making the existing delays and danger 
even worse if overpasses/underpasses are not put into place. Thanks for the 
opportunity to comment. 

Support for Build 
Alternative (overpasses 
or underpasses) and SH 
45SW.  
 
Intersections are 
dangerous for bicyclists 
and vehicles. 

Comment noted.   
 
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing 
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing 
on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La 
Crosse Avenue.   
 
SH 45SW is being considered under a separate study; please 
visit www.sh45sw.com for more information.  This comment 
has been shared with the SH 45SW Study Team.  
 
Pedestrian and bicycle access will be accommodated at each 
intersection. Also, we are coordinating with the Hill Country 
Conservancy regarding the Violet Crown Trail 
(http://www.hillcountryconservancy.org/land-
projects/violetcrowntrail/) and the City of Austin regarding the 
Circle C Trail.  

80 Not given Not given 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

1 East west on slaughter is the major problem during rush hour times (growing 
problem between MoPac & I-35) 

2 Northbound on MoPac from Slaughter is also a major challenge 

Concern about traffic 
traveling east-west on 
Slaughter Lane and north 
on MoPac. 

 
1) Comment noted. 
2) Improvements to MoPac South from Cesar Chavez 

Street to Slaughter Lane are part of a separate study, 
please visit www.MoPacSouth.com for more 
information.  This comment has been shared with the 
MoPac South Study Team.  

 

81 Not given Not given  
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

-Extend left turn lane eastbound slaughter to northbound MoPac 
-Extend left turn lane southbound MoPac to eastbound Slaughter 
-Extend right turn lane southbound MoPac to westbound Slaughter 

Support for extended turn 
lanes. 

Comment noted.   
 
The Mobility Authority is considering improvements such as 
signal timing, ramp reversals, restriping, turn lanes, etc. in 
conjunction with the grade separations at La Crosse Avenue 
and Slaughter Lane.  

25 | M o P a c  I n t e r s e c t i o n s  E n v i r o n m e n t a l  S t u d y   FINAL - Comment and Response Report 

http://www.sh45sw.com/


 

Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary 

# Last 
Name 

First 
Name Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response 

82 Not given Not given  
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

Short term, low cost changes: 
Northbound MoPac at Slaughter: 
-restripe to provide a long right turn lane on to Slaughter. 
(drivers now use the shoulder for a right turn lane, but it since it is not marked Cars 
enter at different spots, creating a hazard. But the idea is logical.) 
-Provide a dedicated left turn lane, in addition to the current option lane. 
Southbound MoPac at Slaughter: 
-restripe to provide a much longer right turn lane at Slaughter. 
-Provide a second left turn lane. 
Southbound MoPac at La Crosse: 
-restripe to make a right turn lane. 
(none there now, but drivers use shoulder on their own because it makes sense, and 
enables them to get out of the way of 65 mile an hour traffic wanting to continue on 
down MoPac. 
Long term, major changes: 
-overpass, Slaughter at MoPac 
-Overpass, La Crosse at MoPac 
-Widen MoPac to 3 lanes, as it is from Wm. Cannon on north. 
Other thoughts: If the project to connect South MoPac further and to I-35 goes 
forward, South MoPac will become an extremely crowded road, with gridlock worse 
than I-35. 
Bicycles provide enjoyable pastimes.  They are, however, not the solution to our 
rapidly growing city traffic problem.  Distances are too great, and it is too hot to ride a 
long ways to work then be able to work.  The amount of money spent on expensive 
bike trails, bridges, lanes to the detriment of auto traffic is way out proportion to the 
very small number of those riding bikes for other than pleasure. 

Support for short term 
and low cost solutions. 
 
Support for overpasses. 
 
Too much money is spent 
on bicycle access. 

Comment noted.   
 
The Mobility Authority is considering improvements such as 
signal timing, ramp reversals, restriping, turn lanes, etc. in 
conjunction with the grade separations at La Crosse Avenue 
and Slaughter Lane.  
 
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing 
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing 
on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La 
Crosse Avenue.   
 
Pedestrian and bicycle access will be accommodated at each 
intersection. Also, we are coordinating with the Hill Country 
Conservancy regarding the Violet Crown Trail 
(http://www.hillcountryconservancy.org/land-
projects/violetcrowntrail/) and the City of Austin regarding the 
Circle C Trail.  

83 Not given Matt 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

Please think of cyclist and walking pedestrians.  Hundreds of cyclists call this area 
their home.  Please be aware of limited sight distances when designing turn lanes and 
ground cover. 

Support safe 
accommodation for 
bicyclists and 
pedestrians. 

Comment noted.   
 
Pedestrian and bicycle access will be accommodated at each 
intersection. Also, we are coordinating with the Hill Country 
Conservancy regarding the Violet Crown Trail 
(http://www.hillcountryconservancy.org/land-
projects/violetcrowntrail/) and the City of Austin regarding the 
Circle C Trail.  

84 Not given Mike 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

S. MoPac is a high speed roadway that should not have traffic lights.  It should be free 
flowing with no stops.  Whether it should go under or over the intersections should be 
determined by engineers.  Either way traffic will continue to get worse with the 
population growth in the city. 

Support for Build 
Alternative. Comment noted. 

85 Not given Tariq 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

Slaughter lane has become terribly busy at the Beckett intersection.  Alamo 
Drafthouse does not have exit on MoPac increasing traffic at this intersection.  
Overpass for Slaughter & Lacrosse should be pursued simultaneously. 

Support for overpasses. 

Comment noted.   
 
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing 
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing 
on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La 
Crosse Avenue.  

86 Otsroot Aaron 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

Please do not build SW Hwy 45 the runoff water will present an environmental hazard 
to the underground water supply, the additional traffic on MoPac from 45 will only 
serve to make MoPac worse. 

Support for No-Build 
Alternative on SH 45SW. 

Comment noted. 
 
SH 45SW is being considered under a separate study; please 
visit www.sh45sw.com for more information.  This comment 
has been shared with the SH 45SW Study Team.  
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary 

# Last 
Name 

First 
Name Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response 

87 Patek Paul 
Oct. 
28, 
2013 

Web Mail 

I would like to suggest that South MoPac go over Slaughter and La Crosse. Also, 
PLEASE build SH 45SW already. The excessive traffic on Brodie Lane b/w Slaughter 
and 1626 during rush periods of the day affect our neighborhood negatively by 
diminishing Air quality, excessive traffic noise, decreased safety for children, and 
makes emergency access difficult. 

Support for overpasses 
and SH 45SW. 

Comment noted.   
 
SH 45SW is being considered under a separate study; please 
visit www.sh45sw.com for more information.  This comment 
has been shared with the SH 45SW Study Team.  

88 Pavlinik  Caroline 
Oct. 
11, 
2013 

Web Mail 

I take slaughter to MoPac northbound every day. There is a daily traffic back up of at 
least a mile of vehicles wanting to turn north onto MoPac. Why can't there be two right 
turn lanes to enter MoPac from the East side of Slaughter? There are two receiving 
lanes for cars entering MoPac northbound from the west side of slaughter but only 
one right turn lane for cars entering MoPac northbound from the East side of 
slaughter. This is a daily traffic nightmare! Please consider two right turn lanes!!! 

Support for two right turn 
lanes at Slaughter Lane. 

Comment noted.   
 
The Mobility Authority is considering improvements such as 
signal timing, ramp reversals, restriping, turn lanes, etc. in 
conjunction with the grade separations at La Crosse Avenue 
and Slaughter Lane.  

89 Perkins Rick 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

I think both of the projects are badly needed.  The future growth of this area and traffic 
fleeing the problems at HWY 290 require expansion.  The time frame should be 
expedited. Also the underpass/overpass should be built to accommodate the HOV 
lanes. Please also consider building express, tolled, lanes to FM 1826 

Support for both projects. 
 
Support for adding lanes 
to FM 1826. 

Comment noted.   
 
This study focuses on improvements at the Mopac 
intersections of Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue.  There 
are other studies underway to address additional 
transportation improvements in the area.  This study will take 
future growth into consideration in determining the need for 
improvements.  

90 Peterson  Kristina 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

I really don’t want the roadway changed but I am sick to death of waiting in traffic.  If it 
has to be done an underpass is the way to go to keep noise down in the 
neighborhood.  Not sure what effect that will have on aquifer. 

Support for underpasses. 
 
Concern for impacts to 
Edwards Aquifer and 
traffic noise. 

Comment noted.  
 
A traffic noise analysis and consideration of potential impacts 
to the Edwards Aquifer will be part of this environmental study.  

91 Pogonat  Teodora 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

Completely against construction of any overpass in this area.  Concerned for the 
environmental impacts of noise and air pollution that will increase in this area. 

Support for the No-Build 
Alternative. 
 
Concerns about 
environmental impacts. 

Comment noted.  
 
An assessment of potential environmental impacts including 
land use, socio economics, parks, cultural resources, soils, 
hazardous materials, vegetation, wildlife, threatened and 
endangered species, water resources, water quality (Edwards 
Aquifer), floodplains, traffic noise, air quality, visual and 
aesthetics resources is included in this study.  
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary 

# Last 
Name 

First 
Name Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response 

92 Prakash Ramya 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Court 
Reporter/ 
Verbal 
Comments 

Okay.  So basically I'm an architect, and I really like open issues. So I've been 
thinking about this intersection for almost two years now because in the past two 
years, it's been really, really bad with all the traffic increasing south.  So whatever 
they are trying to do with the underpass and Slaughter and La Crosse, they should 
also start thinking about widening the lanes from the William Cannon intersection to 
the ones like all the way to Meridian because basically it's just too crowded in the 
mornings.  And to cross about two miles, you wait for almost 40 minutes in peak 
hours, and 7:30 to 9:00 is like really bad and after that or before that. Sometimes it's 
good, sometimes it's bad.  With all the school zones as well, it gets really 
bottlenecked. And a few things that they are proposing to do is I would think the 
underpass is a better idea, but I'm not sure about how the creek floods.  So I'm not 
aware of those things.  But I think an underpass with a La Crosse and Slaughter exit 
like how up on 35 I know there are like two roads with exits.  I've seen like similar 
examples in a lot of places. So apart from that, I think whatever they do, they should 
try to do soon because the moment they start taking a lot of time to execute this 
whole project, it's going to get really bad to deal with or they might have to leave it a 
lot more.   
 
And another thing I wanted to say is they should have had a carpool lane because a 
lot them do drive -- most of them go downtown.  I've seen a lot of cars having more 
than one person.  So if there's like two plus, I know a HOV lane for them would really 
help and it could promote carpooling because Austin is not really big.  Either they are 
going on 360 or they are going to downtown.  So that is something that will help. 
That's it. 

Support for underpasses.  
 
Support for HOV lanes on 
MoPac South. 

Comment noted.   
 
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing 
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing 
on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La 
Crosse Avenue.  
 
Improvements to MoPac South from Cesar Chavez Street to 
Slaughter Lane are part of a separate study, please visit 
www.MoPacSouth.com for more information.  This comment 
has been shared with the MoPac South Study Team.  
 
 

93 Prieto Hillary 
Nov. 
4, 
2013 

Web Mail 

I would like to see a safe crossover for pedestrians when going to/from The 
Wildflower Center and the west side of MoPac. Pedestrians and cyclist want to get 
from one neighborhood to the other and currently there isn't even a sidewalk. A 
dedicated passage/bridge would be ideal. I live in the Wildflower section of Circle C 
and want to keep the noise level low. Would like to have La Crosse go OVER MoPac. 
Please be creative, keep it beautiful and have an open mind. Thanks for your time! 

Support for underpasses.  
 
Support for safe 
bike/pedestrian access. 
 
Concerns about traffic 
noise. 

Comment noted.   
 
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing 
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing 
on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La 
Crosse Avenue.  
 
Pedestrian and bicycle access will be accommodated at each 
intersection. Also, we are coordinating with the Hill Country 
Conservancy regarding the Violet Crown Trail 
(http://www.hillcountryconservancy.org/land-
projects/violetcrowntrail/) and the City of Austin regarding the 
Circle C Trail.  
 
A traffic noise analysis and consideration of potential impacts 
to the Edwards Aquifer will be part of this environmental study.  

94 Randall Evan 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

I absolutely support this.  The slowdown and idling of cars is way more 
environmentally dangerous than building a road.  I want to get home 15 minutes 
faster as well. 

Support for Build 
Alternative. Comment noted. 
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary 

# Last 
Name 

First 
Name Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response 

95 Ravnsborg Shana 
Oct. 
25, 
2013 

Web Mail 

I strongly believe the intersections of MoPac with Slaughter and La Crosse need to be 
made into overpasses. In the last 4 months, I've seen 2 near misses in what would 
have been catastrophic crashes. One was someone stopped at the red light at La 
Crosse, who turned left on NB MoPac into traffic coming at full speed on a green - at 
5 PM on a Sunday. The second was 9:30 PM on a Monday when heading SB on 
MoPac (again at full speed) south of Slaughter, only to find a car NB in the SB lanes - 
also at full speed. These intersections are extremely unsafe for the highway speeds 
involved. They need to be made into over/underpasses for the safety of all of us who 
drive these roads every day. I also would strongly argue for MoPac to go UNDER 
Slaughter and La Crosse. That will allow the traffic noise to be minimized in the 
neighborhoods and retain some semblance of the natural landscape. I understand 
that further development is necessary and important and look forward to the 
completion of these projects - and lowering MoPac seems to be such an important 
aspect to not destroying the look / feel of the area, while allowing the traffic to flow 
unimpaired. 

Support for underpasses.  
 
Concern about traffic 
noise. 

Comment noted.  
 
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing 
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing 
on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La 
Crosse Avenue.  
 
A traffic noise analysis and consideration of potential impacts 
to the Edwards Aquifer will be part of this environmental study.  

96 Reesor Rob 
Oct. 
27, 
2013 

Web Mail 

I commute daily on MoPac from Slaughter to Steck and return. MoPac, in general, is 
years behind where it needs to be to handle the amount of traffic. On my southbound 
commute, traffic is confounded by losing the right lane at 5th Street and, inexplicably, 
the left (fast lane) at 360. Finally, traffic is backed up at least to Wm. Cannon by the 
fact that there's a very long stoplight at Slaughter. Clearly, there are many problems 
that require solutions. For one, MoPac should overpass Slaughter with proper exits 
like Wm. Cannon. Years ago, the problem intersection was Wm. Cannon, then the 
overpass was built there and all was good for a while. Now the problem has moved 
south to Slaughter. They solution is obvious. Of course, La Crosse will be the next 
problem.  Just run frontage lanes from Slaughter to La Crosse so people can use that 
exit. I lived for several years in Silicon Valley. They managed to stay ahead of 
highway needs. We should follow their lead. 

Support for overpasses. 
 

Comment noted.   
 
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing 
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing 
on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La 
Crosse Avenue.  

97 Rigsbee Ken 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

The best help would be the construction of SH45SW to take Hays Co. traffic off of 
neighborhood streets and onto a limited access expressway.   

Support completion of SH 
45SW. 

Comment noted.   
 
SH 45SW is being considered under a separate study; please 
visit www.sh45sw.com for more information.  This comment 
has been shared with the SH 45SW Study Team.  

98 Rigsbee Ken 
Oct. 
27, 
2013 

Web Mail 
This is a follow-up question (I gave comments at the open house): I'm not sure of the 
relative elevations, but what size pump would be required to drain an underpass at La 
Crosse and MoPac to get the water up to Slaughter Creek? 

Concern about drainage. 

Comment noted.   
 
A comprehensive drainage analysis is being performed. 
Designing for proper drainage will be an integral part of either 
option.  

99 Ritea Neal 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form WHAT EVER IS CHEAPER. Support for most cost-

effective alternative. 

Comment noted. 
 
Cost is one of several factors considered in the overall 
decision-making process but is not the over-riding factor.  
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary 

# Last 
Name 

First 
Name Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response 

100 Rivera Jorge E. 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

Please do underpasses to minimize noise polluting and aesthetic reasons.  Please 
include pedestrian walkway/path on Slaughter/ MoPac.  There is a lot of foot traffic 
there.  Please include protected bike lanes for La Crosse/ MoPac.  High bike traffic 
there due to Veloway  

Support for underpasses.  
 
Support for 
bike/pedestrian access. 
 
Concerns about traffic 
noise. 

Comment noted.  
 
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing 
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing 
on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La 
Crosse Avenue.  
 
Pedestrian and bicycle access will be accommodated at each 
intersection. Also, we are coordinating with the Hill Country 
Conservancy regarding the Violet Crown Trail 
(http://www.hillcountryconservancy.org/land-
projects/violetcrowntrail/) and the City of Austin regarding the 
Circle C Trail.  
 
A traffic noise analysis and consideration of potential impacts 
to the Edwards Aquifer will be part of this environmental study. 
R14  

101 Schwartz Tracey 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

Need a northbound exit to Davis 
MoPac under Slaughter is better option 
DO NOT GO OVER SLAUGHTER & LA CROSSE!  My house overlooks MoPac & 
don’t want to see trucks cars higher than current levels. 

Support for underpasses.  
 
Need a northbound exit to 
Davis Lane. 

Comment noted.  
 
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing 
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing 
on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La 
Crosse Avenue.  
 
Improvements to MoPac South from Cesar Chavez Street to 
Slaughter Lane are part of a separate study, please visit 
www.MoPacSouth.com for more information.  This comment 
has been shared with the MoPac South Study Team.  

102 Semple Chas 
Oct. 
29, 
2013 

Web Mail 

MoPac underpassing Slaughter would materially reduce my current commute time, 
and would appropriately anticipate future growth of the region. I feel that too many 
people are espousing concern about growing pains, and I don't feel that enough 
concern is being voiced about the pains that will come from being inadequately 
prepared for growth. 

Support for underpasses. Comment noted. 

103 Shults  Richard 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

Please consider traffic flow without traffic lights as I have indicated with the attached 
papers. Thanks. 

Support for improvements 
without traffic lights. 

Comment noted. 
 
Several innovative, alternative intersection configurations are 
being evaluated for both Slaughter Lane and La Crosse 
Avenue. These include traffic circles, diverging diamonds, and 
single-point urban interchange configurations, in addition to 
standard diamond interchanges.  

104 Simmons Steve 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

These overpasses are long overdue.  With all commercial and residential growth that 
has occurred and will occur the community needs this relief. Support for overpasses. Comment noted. 
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# Last 
Name 

First 
Name Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response 

105 Sinton Alan 
Oct. 
31, 
2013 

Web Mail 

In the examples shown there are underpasses and overpasses for Slaughter Ln. but 
in either case there is no representation for a Diverging Diamond configuration. For 
examples of this type of interchange please see https://www.google.com/search? 
q=diverging+diamond+interchange&espv=210&es_sm=119&source=lnms&tbm=isch&
sa=X&ei=31xyUtzIA8nNsASRyIDgAw&ved=0CAkQ_AUoAQ&biw=1018&bih=626. 
I think that such a solution would enable higher through put for East bound traffic on 
Slaughter to enter the North bound MoPac traffic lanes. Per the below mentioned 
code §201.811(a)(5), my wife is an employee of TxDOT but I send this message 
independently. 

Support for diverging 
diamond configuration. 

Comment noted.   
 
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing 
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing 
on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La 
Crosse Avenue 
 
Several intersection configurations are under consideration 
including a diverging diamond.  

106 Smith  Stephen 
Oct. 
29, 
2013 

Web Mail 

I think that MoPac should become an UNDERPASS at Slaughter and an Overpass at 
La Crosse. The underpass makes more sense at Slaughter sense there seems to be 
a large rise there already that it would be easier to make an underpass by excavation. 
It is also a major road with commerce all over it already....so going up over it would 
seem to be more problematic. The next intersection at La Cross is much smaller so, it 
seems a bridge over that would work easier and less expensive. At the end of the 
day, traveling back to the burbs from in town on MoPac is just ludicrous when it gets 
to the long stops and traffic at Slaughter. An overpass or underpass, either one would 
be great for the traffic movements around there. The La Cross intersection just is a 
few people turning off it....and causing a major slow down for the majority of folks that 
are passing it by....and causing a lot of near wrecks as people slam on their brakes 
there. 

Support for underpass at 
Slaughter Lane and an 
overpass at La Crosse 
Avenue. 

Comment noted.   
 
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing 
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing 
on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La 
Crosse Avenue.  
 

107 Smithson Will 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

These two intersections need to be converted to interchanges before SH45SW 
connects to MoPac to the south – otherwise just longer queues at lights 

Complete improvements 
before SH 45SW. 

Comment noted.   
 
SH 45SW is being considered under a separate study; please 
visit www.sh45sw.com for more information.  This comment 
has been shared with the SH 45SW Study Team.  

108 Sneed Janice M. 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

Twenty-five years ago I was the chairperson of the Shady Hollow committee opposed 
to the intersection of Brodie lane to FM1326 and no public officials listened to our 
concerns.  I am very concerned that every possible aspect of a solution for MoPac 
and Slaughter/ La Crosse be examined for long term effect to the surrounding 
community.  The wildflower center will likely be adversely affected by an overpass 
and increase in traffic if the 45 extension east is built.  I am very concerned that the 
underpasses be funded before the 45 extension is built. 

Support for underpasses.  
 
Concerns for long-term 
effects. 
 
Build intersections before 
SH 45SW. 

Comment noted.  
 
The potential for direct, indirect and/or cumulative adverse 
community impacts will be evaluated with all alternatives being 
considered.  
 
SH 45SW is being considered under a separate study; please 
visit www.sh45sw.com for more information.  This comment 
has been shared with the SH 45SW Study Team.  
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary 

# Last 
Name 

First 
Name Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response 

109 Southers Eric 
Oct. 
28, 
2013 

Web Mail 

I think the obvious fix is to have MoPac under the Slaughter and La Crosse streets 
with limited access exit ramps for each, which looks like how it was planned originally. 
However, I do have an alternative which may seem controversial at first glance, but 
could alleviate the rush hour traffic issues while not being near as expensive of a fix 
and the construction would be a fraction of the time. Restrict left turns during rush 
hour periods, while constructing U-turn lanes at both MoPac intersections. This will 
allow the traffic light cycle time to be much shorter and therefore more freely moving 
traffic on MoPac during the higher traffic times. Only straights and right turns are 
allowed. Thus, allowing both north/south and east/west traffic lights to be green at the 
same time, and alternating between just those 2 options.  For example: Driving 
MoPac southbound wanting to turn left onto Slaughter eastbound, at 5pm on a 
weekday. Left turns onto MoPac and Slaughter are restricted at this time. You would 
drive straight at the Slaughter Lane intersection and take the U-turn at La Crosse. 
Travel MoPac northbound and take a right onto Slaughter eastbound. Another 
example: Assume you were driving eastbound on Slaughter Lane and wanting to go 
MoPac north again during a restricted left turn time. Therefore you would take MoPac 
south (via a right turn "keep moving" lane or yield sign to merge onto MoPac south). 
Upon approaching the La Crosse intersection, you would then take the new U-turn 
lane and proceed MoPac north back toward and through the Slaughter Ln 
intersection.  
 
[Another option would be: at the MoPac intersection go straight on Slaughter 
eastbound and U-turn onto Slaughter westbound at Sendera Mesa Dr. intersection 
and then take a right on MoPac northbound] Of course this solution adds miles to the 
trip, but it keeps the traffic flowing at a much higher rate.  Some of the money saved 
could be used to fully implement a MoPac South on-ramp from Davis Lane and a 
MoPac North off-ramp to Davis Lane, as well as U-turn lanes at Davis lane. The 
downside of this is educating local drivers and providing adequate signage and a way 
to block people from being able to take left turns during the restricted times. Looking 
forward to seeing whatever solution is chosen implemented. 

Support for underpasses.  
 
Suggest super street 
style improvements. 

Comment noted.  
 
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing 
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing 
on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La 
Crosse Avenue.  
 
The Mobility Authority is considering improvements such as 
signal timing, ramp reversals, restriping, turn lanes, etc. in 
conjunction with the grade separations at La Crosse Avenue 
and Slaughter Lane.  

110 Stelzer Jeanne 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

I vote for No Change – or just a turnaround lane @ Slaughter for southbound going 
back to northbound.  Putting an over/underpass @ slaughter will cause more cars to 
take the La Crosse exit, which will mean much more traffic going by Kiker, and will 
cause worse backups at La Crosse/ Escarpment intersection. 

Support for No-Build 
Alternative or just a U-
turn lane at Slaughter 
Lane.  

Comment noted.  
 
The Mobility Authority is considering improvements such as 
signal timing, ramp reversals, restriping, turn lanes, etc. in 
conjunction with the grade separations at La Crosse Avenue 
and Slaughter Lane.  

111 Stephensen Becky 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Court 
Reporter/ 
Verbal 
Comments 

First, I'd like to say I wonder if we really researched the right-hand turn lanes on 
Slaughter and widening those, if that will alleviate a good part of this congestion issue 
I believe the biggest problem is Slaughter. I believe there's very little problem at La 
Crosse and MoPac.··And I wonder if -- if it's feasible to fix all of the issues at 
Slaughter before even considering tackling La Crosse. The only issue I see as far as 
between Slaughter and La Crosse is heading north on MoPac from La Crosse, the 
right-hand turn lane onto Slaughter, is nonexistent, and there's huge traffic issues in 
the morning getting to Bowie High School. So that's it. 

Support for adding right 
turn lanes.  
 
Support for the No-Build 
Alternative at La Crosse 
Avenue. 

Comment noted.   
 
The Mobility Authority is considering improvements such as 
signal timing, ramp reversals, restriping, turn lanes, etc. in 
conjunction with the grade separations at La Crosse Avenue 
and Slaughter Lane.  

32 | M o P a c  I n t e r s e c t i o n s  E n v i r o n m e n t a l  S t u d y   FINAL - Comment and Response Report 



 

Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary 

# Last 
Name 

First 
Name Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response 

112 Strickel Joahn 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

Under or over doesn’t matter – it is just important that a crossover be built at slaughter 
and la cross, especially if 45 is built.  Also, an entrance onto the MoPac feeder from 
business in shopping center (Alamo Drafthouse, etc.) will be helpful 

Support for Build 
Alternative.  
 
Consider entrance to 
feeder road from 
shopping center. 

Comment noted.   
 
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing 
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing 
on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La 
Crosse Avenue.  
 
The Mobility Authority is considering improvements such as 
signal timing, ramp reversals, restriping, turn lanes, etc. in 
conjunction with the grade separations at La Crosse Avenue 
and Slaughter Lane.  

113 Strickel Ray 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

The work to connect MoPac to 45 is a must.  However, putting over or underpasses at 
slaughter and la cross is also a must.  It doesn’t matter to me if they go over or under.  
It will to some folks. 

Support for Build 
Alternative. 
 
Support for connecting 
MoPac to SH 45SW. 

Comment noted.   
 
SH 45SW is being considered under a separate study; please 
visit www.sh45sw.com for more information.  This comment 
has been shared with the SH 45SW Study Team.  

114 Suiter James 
Oct. 
26, 
2013 

Web Mail South MoPac project.....Prefer for MoPac to run underneath both Slaughter and La 
Crosse to keep the aesthetics intact by not having huge overpasses. Support for underpasses. Comment noted.   

115 Taylor Jay 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Web Mail 

I strongly oppose the development of any over/under passes at MoPac/Slaughter or 
MoPac/La Crosse. Any construction of such a nature would severely impact the 
environment, the water table and create unwanted noise. It would also detract from 
the neighborhood and not make our streets any safer. While we do need to improve 
the congestion that builds at Slaughter/MoPac, this could be done without taking on 
such an expensive and environmentally destructive project. The addition of dedicated 
left turn lanes at Slaughter/MoPac and extending the right turn lane would meet the 
needs of the drivers. It is easy to see that during rush hour, most traffic is turning left 
to go over to Shady Hollow and Sendera neighborhoods. The amount of traffic that 
continues south on MoPac to 45 is minimal in comparison. Therefore, construction of 
an over/underpass at La Crosse is not needed nor warranted. 

Support for No-Build 
Alternative. 
 
Support for dedicated left-
turn lanes and extended 
right turn lanes. 
 
Concern for 
environmental impacts. 

Comment noted.   
 
The Mobility Authority is considering improvements such as 
signal timing, ramp reversals, restriping, turn lanes, etc. in 
conjunction with the grade separations at La Crosse Avenue 
and Slaughter Lane.  
 
An assessment of potential environmental impacts including 
land use, socio economics, parks, cultural resources, soils, 
hazardous materials, vegetation, wildlife, threatened and 
endangered species, water resources, water quality (Edwards 
Aquifer), floodplains, traffic noise, air quality, visual and 
aesthetics resources is included in this study.  
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary 

# Last 
Name 

First 
Name Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response 

116 Taylor Jennifer 
Oct. 
25, 
2013 

Web Mail 

I am against the overpasses at La Crosse and Slaughter. The underpasses are not 
necessary and will cause the neighbors who live very near La Crosse and Slaughter 
to lose value in their homes, it will create more light and noise pollution, more 
pollution and it is only being built in anticipation of a SH45 expansion, which may or 
may not happen - as SH45 has not been cleared by a Federal environmental study 
(and due to the delicate nature of the land it will be built over will probably NOT be 
cleared for construction). The ONLY POSSIBLE underpass (Yes UNDERPASS) may 
be at Slaughter, totally not needed at La Crosse as that intersection goes directly 
through the Circle C neighborhood with houses backing up to MoPac. You need to 
take the concerns of the people who will be directly impacted by this construction, not 
the commuters who will pass through but not have to deal with the negative impacts 
of the overpasses. Also, these are TOLLED projects - I'm against tolls. 

Support underpass at 
Slaughter Lane.  
 
Support No-Build 
Alternative at La Crosse 
Avenue. 
 
Concern for noise and 
light pollution.  
 
No toll roads. 

Comment noted.   
 
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing 
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing 
on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La 
Crosse Avenue.  
 
This environmental study is planning for long-term needs.  The 
need for improvements at La Crosse Avenue will consider 
future traffic levels and operational requirements.  
 
An assessment of potential environmental impacts including 
land use, socio economics, parks, cultural resources, soils, 
hazardous materials, vegetation, wildlife, threatened and 
endangered species, water resources, water quality (Edwards 
Aquifer), floodplains, traffic noise, air quality, visual and 
aesthetics resources is included in this study.  
 
Improvements to the MoPac intersections of Slaughter Lane 
and La Crosse Avenue are not anticipated to be tolled.  

117 Taylor Mike 
Oct. 
25, 
2013 

Web Mail 

I'm against any expansion of MoPac's southern end. Overpasses at Slaughter & La 
Crosse stand to ruin that section of SW Travis County & the residential areas of Circle 
C. As an expansion of 290/71 through the Y in Oak Hill is the more pressing project - 
through more of a commercial and not residential, area - let's focus efforts on 
directing traffic that way without disrupting the environmentally sensitive Edwards 
aquifer and the Circle C neighborhood. 

Support for No-Build 
Alternative.  
 
Support for Oak Hill 
Parkway project. 
 
Concerns about the 
Edwards Aquifer. 

Comment noted.   
 
Improvements to the "Y" or Oak Hill Parkway are being 
considered under a separate study, please visit 
www.oakhillparkway.com for more information. This comment 
has been shared with the Oak Hill Parkway Team.  
 
An assessment of potential environmental impacts including 
land use, socio economics, parks, cultural resources, soils, 
hazardous materials, vegetation, wildlife, threatened and 
endangered species, water resources, water quality (Edwards 
Aquifer), floodplains, traffic noise, air quality, visual and 
aesthetics resources is included in this study.  
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary 

# Last 
Name 

First 
Name Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response 

118 Taylor Sue 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

Highway expansion is a must.  The area is growing at a fast pace.  The light situation 
at Slaughter and La Crosse must be rectified.  As a homeowner @ La Crosse 
intersection I have strong opinions about the noise levels being increased. 
An underpass at La Crosse would help mitigate this problem.  The topography lends 
itself to an underpass for MoPac.  Accordingly, an overpass fits to land @ Slaughter 
intersection. 

Support for underpasses. 
 
Concerns about traffic 
noise. 

Comment noted.  
 
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing 
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing 
on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La 
Crosse Avenue.  
 
A traffic noise analysis and consideration of potential impacts 
to the Edwards Aquifer will be part of this environmental study.  
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary 

# Last 
Name 

First 
Name Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response 

119 Thormahlen Barry 
Nov. 
4, 
2013 

Web Mail 

I just received the Postcard notice of the Public Scoping Meeting and Open House 
meeting on Nov. 7th, 2013 for the MoPac South Environmental Study.  For over 2 ½ 
years I have been suggestions two short term quick fixes on how to help relieve 
congestion on North Bound (NB) MoPac (LP1) at Davis Lane and SBL1 at William 
Canyon.  I suggested that the three NB lanes of LP1 be extended south to Davis Lane 
on ramp; the pavement is already in-place. This one act of re-stripping would help 
decrease Davis Lane NB on ramp traffic, which backs up a ¼ mile down Davis Lane 
in the mornings. This on ramp traffic currently back up NBL1 because it is only 2 
lanes wide.  FYI, Davis Lane is being widened right now, so more traffic will be 
coming WB down Davis Lane to get on MoPac. See one of the e-mails I sent almost 2 
yrs. ago.  I was told over 2 ½ years ago that an Environmental Study would have to 
be done before these lanes could be re-stripped.  
How long does it take to complete this type of study? ____ Has it even begin. 
______My other suggestion: was for SBL1 to extend the 3 lanes another ½ mile past 
where the SB William Canyon on ramp where it merges onto SBL1. Note: SBL1 
concrete pavement is in place, only re-stripping would be required.  In the afternoon 
this merging traffic backs up the SBL1 at the SB William Canyon off ramp.  This area 
is a real mess in the afternoon. If a short section of concrete or asphalt pavement 
were lid between the two long concrete bridges (South of William Canyon) on SBL1, 
the 3 SB lanes could be extended another mile. This would be well past where the 
William Canyon on ramp traffic mergers onto SBL1, this would greatly relieve the 
back-up caused by this SB on ramp traffic from William Canyon. Thank you for your 
interest. 

Support of improvements 
to MoPac South. 

Comment noted.   
 
Improvements to MoPac South from Cesar Chavez Street to 
Slaughter Lane are part of a separate study, please visit 
www.MoPacSouth.com for more information.  This comment 
has been shared with the MoPac South Study Team.  

120 Truesdale Lynne 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

Longer turn lanes 
More lanes on MoPac 

Support for longer turn 
lanes. 

Comment noted.   
 
The Mobility Authority is considering improvements such as 
signal timing, ramp reversals, restriping, turn lanes, etc. in 
conjunction with the grade separations at La Crosse Avenue 
and Slaughter Lane. 

121 VanLeeuwen Leslie 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form No overpasses should be built anywhere near the Wildflower Center. No overpasses near 

Wildflower Center. Comment noted. 

122 Vranes Nick 
Oct. 
31, 
2013 

Web Mail 

Please build underpasses and/or overpasses immediately. Make MoPac a true 
expressway and relieve the traffic congestion at these intersections. Don't kick this 
can down the road or soon enough south MoPac will be just like the rest of the 
roadway and there won't be room to expand. 
 
South Austin is booming and more homes equals more demand for the road. I care 
absolutely nothing about an environmental impact. Build the road now! Tax me if you 
need to! Toll it if you need to! 

Support for Build 
Alternative. Comment noted. 

123 Wallace Marian 
Nov. 
2, 
2013 

Web Mail 
For the intersection at MoPac and Slaughter, please do an underpass vs. an 
overpass and use standard intersection lights for the frontage road. Do NOT use 
circles or any goofy traffic patterns! Thank you - 

Support for underpasses. 

Comment noted.   
 
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing 
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing 
on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La 
Crosse Avenue.  
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary 

# Last 
Name 

First 
Name Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response 

124 Wallace Scott 
Nov. 
3, 
2013 

Web Mail 

I use the La Crosse/MoPac intersection multiple times a day as it is the only way out 
of our neighborhood. In the last 10 years it has gone from non-signalized (with 
multiple fatalities) to signalized (with multiple accidents) and continues to grow in 
usage. In particular the geometrics, sight distance, proximity higher speed south of 
the intersection, etc. on the NB side make it a dangerous intersection. An interchange 
is needed for safety and to accommodate future traffic. Due to the crest in MoPac and 
proximity to nearby houses and the Wildflower Center, an underpass should be built. 
The noise levels in these quiet neighborhoods and the tranquil Wildflower Center 
would be greatly increased by an overpass. 

Support for underpasses. 
 
Concerns for traffic noise. 

Comment noted.   
 
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing 
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing 
on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La 
Crosse Avenue.  
 
A traffic noise analysis and consideration of potential impacts 
to the Edwards Aquifer will be part of this environmental study.  

125 Williams Ellen 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

I prefer overpasses at both Slaughter and La Crosse. 
-An underpass could flood, with Slaughter Creek right there.  Especially with a flash 
flood.   
-Digging an underpass could create a great deal of dust and noise.  Dust (as with St. 
Augustine build) could impact resident’s health.   
-Overpass is probably cheaper and faster with less impact on temporary traffic 
patterns. 
-Not building at la cross, but widening and adding turn lanes might work, but not sure 
of long-term impact 

Support for overpasses.  
 
Concern about drainage 
and construction impacts 
(traffic, dust, and noise). 

Comment noted.  
 
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing 
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing 
on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La 
Crosse Avenue.  
 
A comprehensive drainage analysis is being performed. 
Designing for proper drainage will be an integral part of either 
option.  
 
Traffic control during project construction would be in 
accordance with the Texas Manual on Uniform Traffic Control 
Devices.  
 
An assessment of potential impacts during construction and 
measures to minimize these impacts will be conducted as part 
of this study.  

126 Williams Lisa 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

The right-turn only lane could begin further back.  A U-turn only lane could be created 
for turn-arounds!  No overpasses or underpasses would be needed.  This would be 
much cheaper and would not make our neighborhood intersections look like Houston.  
Four-way stop at La Crosse with bike lanes for bikers going to La Crosse. Thanks 

Support for No-Build 
Alternative. 
 
Support for extended turn 
lanes, added U-turn lanes 
and four-way stop at La 
Crosse Avenue.  
 
Support for bike lanes. 

Comment noted.   
 
Pedestrian and bicycle access will be accommodated at each 
intersection. Also, we are coordinating with the Hill Country 
Conservancy regarding the Violet Crown Trail 
(http://www.hillcountryconservancy.org/land-
projects/violetcrowntrail/) and the City of Austin regarding the 
Circle C Trail.  
 
Several options for both intersections are being studied to 
provide operational improvements in addition to the grade 
separation.  
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary 

# Last 
Name 

First 
Name Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response 

127 Wymen Cary 
Oct. 
24, 
2013 

Comment 
Form 

Must be done before 45.  
Underpasses would probably be quieter. 
Consider flooding. 
Northbound light currently much too short. 
The intersections should be coordinated with the Chavez to Slaughter work and any 
proposed expansion of 45.  The underpasses should match those projects in 
capacity. 

Support for underpasses. 
 
Build SH 45SW before 
intersections. 
 
Concerns about flooding 
and traffic noise. 
 
MoPac Intersections, 
MoPac South and SH 
45SW should be a 
coordinated effort. 

Comment noted.  
 
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing 
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing 
on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La 
Crosse Avenue.  
 
SH 45SW is being considered under a separate study; please 
visit www.sh45sw.com for more information.  This comment 
has been shared with the SH 45SW Study Team.  
 
A comprehensive drainage analysis is being performed. 
Designing for proper drainage will be an integral part of either 
option. 
 
A traffic noise analysis and consideration of potential impacts 
to the Edwards Aquifer will be part of this environmental study.  
 
Improvements to MoPac South from Cesar Chavez Street to 
Slaughter Lane are part of a separate study, please visit 
www.MoPacSouth.com for more information.  This comment 
has been shared with the MoPac South Study Team.  
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MoPac Intersections Environmental Study                    B – 2                    Attachment B

The Central Texas Regional Mobility Authority and the Texas Department of Transportation  
want to hear from you.  

We have launched an environmental study to improve mobility and safety on MoPac at the intersections of  
Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue. We are holding a store front “Meet and Greet”  

to gather public input. 

ThuRSDAy, OCTObeR 24, 2013 10:00 a.m.–7:00 p.m. 
Parkside Village, 5701 Slaughter Lane, Austin TX 78749

(Suite B between BurgerFi and Matthew Horne Dentistry)
Austin, Texas 78749 

Study team members will be on hand to answer questions and provide information. No formal 
presentation will be given. Attendees are invited to come and go at their convenience. 

If you plan to attend the store front hours and have special communication or accommodation needs,  
please contact Melissa Hurst at (512) 996-9778.

Visit the MoPac Intersections Environmental Study page on www.MoPacSouth.com for more information.

MoPa c  In t ersec t Ions  en v IronMen ta l  s t ud y

PLeASe NOTe: Improvements to MoPac South from Cesar Chavez to Slaughter Lane are also being studied. A separate Open House will be held on November 7th at 
James Bowie High School from 5:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. to gather input on options for improving MoPac. These are separate environmental studies.

www.MoPacsouth.com

Do you drive on the MoPac Expressway 
near the intersections of Slaughter Lane 
and La Crosse Avenue? Would you like 
to see something done to alleviate the 
traffic congestion and safety issues? 
Do you have ideas about how mobility 
can be improved? Thoughts about what 
could be fixed or changed? 

Please drop by and visit with study team 
members during our store front “Meet 
and Greet.” You will be able to learn 
more about the environmental study, ask 
questions and submit official comments 
regarding what improvements may be 
needed at these intersections. We hope 
to see you there! 

PRESRT STD
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U.S. POSTAGE
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Attachment C
Additional Notices and Outreach



MoPac Intersections Environmental Study                    C – 2                    Attachment C



MoPac Intersections Environmental Study                    C – 3                    Attachment C



MoPac Intersections Environmental Study                    C – 4                    Attachment C



MoPac Intersections Environmental Study                    C – 5                    Attachment C



MoPac Intersections Environmental Study                    C – 6                    Attachment C



MoPac Intersections Environmental Study                    C – 7                    Attachment C



MoPac Intersections Environmental Study                    C – 8                    Attachment C

 



MoPac Intersections Environmental Study                    C – 9                    Attachment C



MoPac Intersections Environmental Study                    C – 10                    Attachment C



MoPac Intersections Environmental Study                    C – 11                    Attachment C



MoPac Intersections Environmental Study                    C – 12                    Attachment C



MoPac Intersections Environmental Study                    C – 13                    Attachment C



MoPac Intersections Environmental Study                    C – 14                    Attachment C



MoPac Intersections Environmental Study                    C – 15                    Attachment C

Sample letter that went 
out to 98 elected officials
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SearchHome FAQs Google Translate

ABOUT
THE PROJECT

MULTIMEDIA
MAPS, MEDIA, & MORE

LATEST
NEWS & UPDATES

ENVIRONMENTAL
STUDY, PUBLIC INPUT, & MORE

CONTACT US
FOR MORE INFO

Environmental Study

MoPac Intersections Environmental
Study
At the same time the MoPac South study is underway, a
separate study is being conducted to evaluate potential
mobility improvements at MoPac’s intersections with Slaughter
Lane and La Crosse Avenue.

VIRTUAL OPEN HOUSE

Welcome to the Virtual Open House for the MoPac Intersections
Environmental Study. Your input is appreciated and will help us
as we study possible mobility and safety improvements on
MoPac at the intersections of Slaughter Lane and La Crosse
Avenue.

A Meet and Greet Event for the study was held on Thursday,
October 24, 2013, from 10:00 AM to 7:00 PM, at Parkside Village,
5701 Slaughter Lane, Austin TX 78749 (Suite B between
BurgerFi and Matthew Horne Dentistry). The event was attended
by over 150 citizens.

About The
Project

Latest Tweet

We need your input! Visit the 

Virtual Open House for the 

MoPac Intersections 

Environmental Study

 mopacsouth.com/about/mopac-in

MopacSouth 

@MopacSouth

25 Oct

SIGN UP
For Our Newsletter

Project Overview

Project History

FAQs

MoPac
Intersections
Environmental
Study
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All of the materials presented at that event are available for you
to download and review. We hope you provide us with your input
via the available Online Comment Form and Community Survey.

You may also mail comments to Central Texas Regional
Mobility Authority, C/O MoPac Intersections Environmental
Study, 3300 North IH-35, Suite 300, Austin, Texas 78705, or fax
them to 512-996-9784.

All comments must be received by Monday, November 4, 2013 to
be included in the official record of this meeting.

Please review the following exhibits:

Download and view EXHIBIT 1: Welcome 

Download and view EXHIBIT 2: What is the Problem?

Submit Feedback
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Download and view EXHIBIT 3: Constraints Map

 Download and view EXHIBIT 4: Slaughter Lane Options

Download and view EXHIBIT 5: La Crosse Avenue Options

Download and view EXHIBIT 6: How to Submit Comments

The handouts provided at the Open House can be downloaded
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here and include the fact sheet on the MoPac Intersections
Environmental Study.

Again, you can provide your comments via the Online Comment
Form and Community Survey, as well as the other methods
described above.

This Virtual Open House will be available from October 25-
November 4, 2013. The materials will be archived on the site for
viewing after that time.

To date, we’ve met with the agencies and organizations noted
here. If you’d like to schedule a presentation for your group, let
us know via the Online Comment Form.

Public involvement is critical to the project development
process and we sincerely appreciate your participation. If you
have any questions, please call 512-996-9778. You may also
sign up for electronic updates here.

THE PROBLEM

The MoPac Expressway intersections at Slaughter Lane and La
Crosse Avenue in southwest Austin were originally constructed
in 1992 and have grown increasingly congested over the years.
Traffic congestion at these intersections has created
operational problems, causing travel delays and adversely
affecting access and mobility.

IDENTIFYING A SUSTAINABLE
SOLUTION

The Central Texas Regional Mobility Authority (Mobility
Authority) and the Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT)
are working with local partners, including the Lady Bird Johnson
Wildflower Center, to study possible mobility and safety
improvements on MoPac Expressway at the intersections of
Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue. Proposed improvements
could include an overpass, underpass, or other intersection
concepts. The study team will work together with the
community to develop a solution that improves mobility, safety
and connectivity while being sensitive to public and
environmental concerns. Any proposed improvements will take
into account the needs of:



MoPac Intersections Environmental Study                    C – 20                    Attachment C

10/28/13 Environmental Study |  MoPac South Environmental Study

www.mopacsouth.com/about/mopac-intersections-study.php 5/6

Drivers
Transit riders
Bicyclists and pedestrians
Surrounding businesses
Neighborhoods
Environment

THE PROCESS

The Mobility Authority and TxDOT have initiated an
environmental study to analyze the two intersections and
determine the best options for improving mobility and safety.
Over the course of the study, analysis of the potential social,
economic and environmental impacts of the proposed
improvements will be conducted.

The study team is also initiating a Context Sensitive Solutions
(CSS) process, so that the proposed mobility improvements not
only meet the needs of the community they serve, but fit into
the physical setting while reflecting the scenic, aesthetic,
historic and environmental resources of the region.

If the proposed improvements are environmentally cleared,
TxDOT will design and construct the project and maintain the
facilities.

The study is expected to take one year to complete.

Contact Us

3300 N. IH-35 Suite
300
Austin, TX 78705

  (512) 996-
9778

  Email
Us

ABOUT THE
PROJECT

Project Overview

Project History

FAQs

MoPac Intersections
Environmental Study

MULTIMEDIA

Maps

Videos
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Display and Interactive Boards
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MoPac IntersectIons envIronMental study

Welcome!
moPac Intersections 
environmental Study

Thursday, october 24, 2013

10:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m.

Please sign-in, explore the exhibits, fill out 
the survey, and submit a comment.  

Study team members are available  
to answer questions.

MoPac IntersectIons envIronMental study

WhaT IS The Problem?
XXThe MoPac Expressway intersections at Slaughter Lane 
and La Crosse Avenue in southwest Austin were originally 
constructed in 1992 and have grown increasingly congested 
over the years. Traffic congestion at these intersections 
has created operational problems, causing travel delays 
and adversely affecting access, safety, and mobility. If no 
improvements are made, the congestion will only continue to 
get worse for residents of southwest Austin.

Please use the space below to describe problems you 
have encountered at the intersections of Slaughter 
lane and la crosse avenue.

Place your  
STIcky noTeS  

here
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MoPac IntersectIons envIronMental study

CONSTRAINTS MAP DID WE MISS 
ANYTHING?

PlACE YOuR  
STICkY NOTES  

HERE
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MoPac IntersectIons envIronMental study

Place your  
sticky notes in 

tHe BoXes BeloW

MoPac Goes over la crosse avenue

MoPac Goes under la crosse avenue

no Build

otHer ideas

(Photos from Google 2013 – Davis Lane and MoPac)

(Photos from Google 2013 – MoPac and Far West Boulevard)

representative view from MoPac

representative view from MoPac

representative view from cross street

representative view from cross street

WHAT OPTIONS BEST MEET YOUR NEEDS?
SlAUgHTER lANE lA cROSSE AvENUE

MoPac IntersectIons envIronMental study

Place your  
sticky notes in 

tHe BoXes BeloW

MoPac Goes over slaughter lane

MoPac Goes under slaughter lane

no Build

otHer ideas

(Photos from Google 2013 – MoPac and Anderson Lane)

representative view from MoPac

representative view from MoPac

representative view from cross street

representative view from cross street

(Photos from Google 2013 - William Cannon Drive and MoPac)

representative view from cross street

representative view from cross street
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PLACE YOUR  
SURVEY HERE

MoPac IntersectIons envIronMental study

hoW To SubmIT commenTS

  Give your comments verbally to the 

court reporter

 Fill out a comment form

electronic methods:

 Go to the website: www.moPacSouth.com

 Send a fax to 512-996-9784

mail:
  central Texas regional mobility authority 

c/o moPac Intersections environmental Study 

3300 north Ih-35, Suite 300 

austin, Texas 78705

all comments must be received by november 4, 2013  

to be part of the official record of this meeting.

MoPac IntersectIons envIronMental study

courT 
rePorTer
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Attachment E
Handout Materials
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THE PROBLEM 
The MoPac Expressway intersections at Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue in southwest 
Austin were originally constructed in 1992 and have grown increasingly congested over the 
years. Traffic congestion at these intersections has created operational problems, causing 
travel delays and adversely affecting access and mobility. 

IDENTIF YING A SUSTAINABLE SOLUTION
The Central Texas Regional Mobility Authority (Mobility Authority) and the Texas Department 
of Transportation (TxDOT) are working with local partners, including the Lady Bird Johnson 
Wildflower Center, to study possible mobility and safety improvements on MoPac at the 
intersections of Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue. Proposed improvements could include 
an overpass, underpass, or 
other intersection concepts. 
The study team will work 
together with the community 
to develop a solution that 
improves mobility, safety 
and connectivity while being 
sensitive to public and 
environmental concerns. Any 
proposed improvements will 
take into account the needs of:

XX Drivers 
XX Transit riders 
XX Bicyclists and pedestrians 
XX Surrounding businesses 
XX Neighborhoods 
XX Environment

THE PROCESS
The Mobility Authority and 
TxDOT have initiated an 
environmental study to analyze 
the two intersections and determine the best options for improving mobility and safety. Over 
the course of the study, analysis of the potential social, economic and environmental impacts of 
the proposed improvements will be conducted. 

MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENvIRONMENTAL STUDY

SEPTEMBER 2013
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Launched Environmental Study

Community Meetings, Store Front Hours, 
Develop & Refine Design Options

Store Front Hours

CONSTRUCTION 
TO BE DETERMINED

MAY 2013

FALL 2013

WINTER 2014

Environmental Decision 
Anticipated

SUMMER 2014

CONTEX T SENSITIvE SOLUTIONS
The study team is also initiating a Context Sensitive Solutions (CSS) process, so that the proposed 
mobility improvements not only meet the needs of the community they serve, but fit into the 
physical setting while reflecting the scenic, aesthetic, historic and environmental resources of 
the region. 

PUBLIC INPUT
The study team is committed to maintaining open communication with residents, local leaders 
and businesses in the area, as well as the traveling public to ensure that the study reflects the 
needs and input of the community and its various stakeholders. Throughout this process, the 
study team will:

IS THIS PROjEC T REL ATED TO THE MOPAC SOUTH ENvIRONMENTAL STUDY?
At the same time the intersections study is underway, a separate study is being conducted 
to assess potential mobility improvements on approximately eight miles of MoPac from 
Cesar Chavez Street to the Slaughter Lane area (project limits will be confirmed following traffic 
and environmental analysis). For more information about this study, contact Melissa Hurst at  
mhurst@ctrma.org or (512) 996-9778. 

XX Conduct community meetings  
XX Reach out to area businesses

XX Brief community leaders 
XX Share information online 

HOW TO GET AND STAY INvOLvED
We welcome your feedback and questions about the MoPac Intersections Environmental Study.

To learn more or to request a presentation for your group, please contact:

Melissa Hurst, Community Outreach Manager, Central Texas Regional Mobility Authority
Email: mhurst@ctrma.org | Phone: (512) 996-9778

Please visit the MoPac Intersections Environmental Study page on www.MoPacSouth.com  
for more information.

If the proposed improvements are environmentally cleared, TxDOT will design, construct, 
and maintain the project. The study is expected to take one year to complete.

SEPTEMBER 2013

Timeline
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MoPac at Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue
Meet and Greet Open House – October 24, 2013

COMMENT FORM
DEADLINE for Comments: Monday, November 4, 2013

Written comments will also be accepted through the website at www.MoPacSouth.com or you can fax or mail to:
 

Central Texas Regional Mobility Authority
C/O MoPac Intersections Environmental Study • 3300 North IH-35, Suite 300, Austin, Texas 78705

Fax 512-996-9784

NAME (PLEASE PRINT): ________________________________________________________________

ADDRESS:  ___________________________________________________________________________

COMMENTS:  _________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________

This form may be used to provide written comments on this project. Any questions placed on this form will not be considered an open records 
request and will not be treated as such. If you have an open records request, it must be submitted under a separate letter. 

(Texas Transportation Code, §201.811(a)(5)): Check each of the following boxes that apply to you: 
❒ I am employed by TxDOT 
❒ I do business with TxDOT 
❒ I could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which I am commenting

MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

10-23-13
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MoPac at Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue
Meet and Greet Open House – October 24, 2013

COMMUNITY SURVEY
Your feedback is critical to the success of the MoPac Intersections Environmental Study. Please share your 
thoughts with the study team. 

1.  What problems do you face at the intersection of Slaughter Lane and MoPac South?

__________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________

2.  What problems do you face at the intersection of La Crosse and MoPac South?

__________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________

3.  Are you aware of any safety issues at these two intersections? Please explain.

__________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________

4.  Are you aware of a need for pedestrian and bicycle improvements at these two intersections? Please explain.

__________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________

5.  What additional information would you like to share with the study team?

__________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________

MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

PLEASE NOTE: If you would like for the feedback you provide on this community survey to be considered as an official com-
ment, you must fill out and submit a comment form. Please ask a study team member for a form. Official comments can also 
be submitted online at www.MoPacSouth.com.

10-23-13
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6.  What stakeholder groups, organizations or individuals should the study team reach out to for the   

MoPac Intersections Environmental Study?

__________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________

7.  What aesthetic/visual considerations (i.e., bridge painting, landscaping, preserving existing views) would you 

like the study team to consider?

__________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________

 

8.  What aesthetic/visual improvements (i.e., landscaping, signature bridge features, lighting, wider sidewalks) 

do you think would provide the greatest positive impact to the look and feel of the intersections of MoPac with 

Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue? 

_________________________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________

9.   Is there an existing bridge or roadway corridor that you think is aesthetically pleasing?  Please provide the 

location and any details about what makes it great. 

__________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________

PLEASE NOTE: If you would like for the feedback you provide on this community survey to be considered as an official com-
ment, you must fill out and submit a comment form. Please ask a study team member for a form. Official comments can also 
be submitted online at www.MoPacSouth.com.

MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY
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MoPac at Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue
Meet and Greet Open House – October 24, 2013

Please fill this out to sign up for updates on this study.

NAME (PLEASE PRINT): ________________________________________________________________

EMAIL:  ______________________________________________________________________________

MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

10-23-13

ZIP CODENAME (PLEASE PRINT)

MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

PUBLIC SIGN-UP SHEET

MoPac at Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue
Meet and Greet Open House – October 24, 2013

4 ELECTED 
OFFICIAL

10-23-13
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SEPTEMBER 2013

The Problem 
MoPac Expressway south of Lady Bird Lake is a vital artery for Austin commuters and neighbors, as well 
as visitors to our region. Constructed between 1973 and 2013 as a four to six lane divided highway, it 
attracts up to 150,000 cars and trucks per day. The corridor provides access to neighborhoods, schools, 
businesses, parks and trails, and recreational centers, all of which would benefit from enhanced mobility 
and safety. Over time, residential, retail and commercial development in the corridor has led to increased 
traffic congestion, negatively impacting mobility and quality of life for the traveling public and adjacent 
neighborhoods.  

IdenTIf yIng a SuSTaInable SoluTIon 
The Central Texas Regional Mobility Authority (Mobility Authority) and the Texas Department of 
Transportation (TxDOT) are working with the City of Austin, Capital Metro and other local partners to improve 
mobility on approximately eight miles of 
the MoPac Expressway from Cesar Chavez 
Street to the Slaughter Lane area (project 
limits will be confirmed following traffic and 
environmental analysis). 

An environmental study has been initiated 
to determine the best alternatives for 
improving mobility and safety. Over 
the course of the study, a full range of 
alternatives will be developed that will take 
into account the needs of drivers, transit 
riders, bicyclists and pedestrians, as well 
as surrounding businesses, neighborhoods 
and the environment. Analysis of 
engineering feasibility as well as social, 
economic and environmental impacts of 
each alternative will be conducted. With 
this information and public input, the 
study team will identify a recommended 
alternative. Throughout the process, the 
community will be consulted on a wide 
range of topics, including:

XX Purpose for and need of improvements to MoPac
XX Alternatives and roadway design
XX Bicycle and pedestrian accommodations
XX Corridor aesthetics
XX Neighborhood access and connectivity
XX Environmental considerations

Quality of Life Through Better Mobility
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envIronmenTal ConSIderaTIonS
The study will assess the potential impacts of proposed transportation improvements on the environment.  
The following resources will be studied: threatened and endangered species and other wildlife, water 
quality, trees and other vegetation, cultural resources, traffic noise, air quality, socio-economic resources, 
geology and soils, visual and aesthetic resources, parkland and other recreational facilities. 

ConTex T SenSITIve SoluTIonS
The study team is also initiating a Context Sensitive Solutions (CSS) process, so that any mobility 
improvements not only meet the needs of the community they serve, but fit into the physical setting while 
reflecting the unique features and characteristics of the project area.

PublIC InPuT
The study team is committed to maintaining open communication with residents, local leaders and 
businesses in the area, as well as the traveling public, to ensure that the study reflects the needs and input 
of the community and its various stakeholders. Throughout this process, the study team will:

Environmental Study Launched

Develop Preliminary Alternatives Environmental Decision 
Anticipated

Release Draft EA for Public Review 
& Public Hearing

COnSTRUCTiOn 
TO Be DeTeRmineD

APRil 2013 SUmmeR 2015

FAll 2013 FAll 2015

Public Scoping Meeting/
Open House #1
Purpose and Need & 
Range of Alternatives

FAll 2013

SUmmeR 2013

Ongoing Public Involvement
2013–2015

Narrow Preliminary Alternatives to 
Reasonable Alternatives

Develop Preferred Alternative

SPRinG 2014

SUmmeR/FAll 2014

Open House #3
Reasonable Alternatives

SPRinG 2014
Stakeholder Interviews &

Community Meetings

Open House #2
Preliminary Alternatives

WinTeR 2014

IS ThIS ProjeCT relaTed To The moPaC InTerSeCTIonS envIronmenTal STudy?
At the same time the Mopac South Environmental Study is underway, a separate study is being conducted to assess possible 
mobility and safety improvements at the intersections of MoPac Expressway with Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue.  
For more information about this study, contact Melissa Hurst at mhurst@ctrma.org or (512) 996-9778.

The study is expected to take 2–3 years to complete.

SEPTEMBER 2013

XX Conduct open houses 
XX Publish newsletters 

XX Visit with neighborhood groups and other stakeholders 
XX Share information online and via social media 

how To geT and STay Involved
We welcome your feedback and questions about the MoPac South Environmental Study. 
To learn more or to request a presentation for your group:

Contact:  Melissa Hurst, Community Outreach Manager, Central Texas Regional Mobility Authority 
Email: mhurst@ctrma.org | Phone: (512) 996-9778

Please visit the Website at: www.MoPacSouth.com for information and to sign up for updates.

Timeline
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The Central Texas Regional Mobility Authority  
and the Texas Department of Transportation want to hear from you. 

We have launched a study to evaluate potential safety and mobility improvements along MoPac.  
The limits of the improvements would extend from Cesar Chavez Street to Slaughter Lane.  

We are holding a Public Scoping Meeting and Open House to gather public input. 

ThuRsDAy, NoveMbeR 7, 2013 5:00 p.m.–8:00 p.m. 
James Bowie High School–Cafeteria

4103 Slaughter Lane, Austin, Texas 78749 
Project team members will be on hand to answer questions and provide information.  

No formal presentation will be given. Attendees are invited to come and go at their convenience. 
If you plan to attend the Open House and have special communication or accommodation needs, 

please contact Melissa Hurst at (512) 996-9778.

Quality of Life Through Better Mobility

Visit www.MoPacsouth.com to sign up for regular project updates.

Please note: Improvements to MoPac at the intersections of Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue are also being considered. The intersection improvements, 
if constructed, would be separate and distinct from other improvements being considered. A separate Open House will be held for the “stand-alone” 
intersection improvements on October 24th at Parkside Village from 10:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m. to gather input on options for improving these intersections.

www.MoPacSouth.com

Do you drive on MoPac South 
on a regular basis or live nearby? 
Are you frustrated by the traffic 
congestion? 
Are there specific things you think 
need to be fixed or changed? 

Please drop by and visit with study team 
members during the Public Scoping Meeting 
and Open House. You will be able to learn 
about the environmental study, ask questions 
and submit official comments regarding what 
changes may be needed on MoPac between 
Cesar Chavez Street and Slaughter Lane. 

If you are unable to attend the meeting, but 
would like to learn more about the project or 
submit a question or comment, please visit our 
Virtual Open House at www.MoPacSouth.com 
from November 8, 2013 through  
November 18, 2013.
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Parkside Village • 5701 Slaughter Lane • Austin, TX 78749
Thursday, October 24, 2013
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Attachment H
Survey Forms

During the Open House and concurrent Virtual Open House, the study team provided participants with the 
option to provide additional input through a community survey. The survey is not a scientific poll. The results

only reflect the view of those Open House and Virtual Open House participants that chose to participate.
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Q:	
  What	
  problems	
  do	
  you	
  face	
  at	
  the	
  intersection	
  of	
  Slaughter	
  Lane	
  and	
  MoPac	
  South?	
  
1. There	
  is	
  too	
  much	
  backup	
  heading	
  NB	
  and	
  SB	
  when	
  driving	
  on	
  Mopac	
  trying	
  to	
  get	
  through	
  the	
  

light	
  at	
  Slaughter.	
  
2. Primarily	
  delays.	
  	
  Through	
  traffic	
  on	
  MoPac	
  stacks	
  up	
  waiting	
  for	
  traffic	
  to	
  turn	
  on	
  to	
  or	
  off	
  of	
  

Slaughter.	
  
3. Time	
  delays.	
  Too	
  many	
  vehicles	
  on	
  too	
  small	
  of	
  roads.	
  
4. Timing	
  on	
  the	
  slaughter	
  lane	
  stoplight	
  is	
  too	
  short	
  heading	
  north	
  on	
  weekday	
  afternoons.	
  It	
  

causes	
  big	
  backups	
  
5. Long	
  wait	
  times	
  at	
  the	
  light	
  heading	
  north	
  on	
  Mopac	
  during	
  the	
  hours	
  4:30-­‐6:30PM.	
  	
  Not	
  so	
  

much	
  at	
  the	
  same	
  time	
  heading	
  south	
  on	
  Mopac,	
  but	
  still	
  a	
  long	
  delay	
  getting	
  through	
  the	
  
intersection.	
  

6. Not	
  enough	
  driving	
  lanes	
  available	
  for	
  the	
  number	
  of	
  cars	
  that	
  pass	
  through	
  this	
  intersection	
  
everyday.	
  Commuters	
  from	
  Buda/Kyle	
  travel	
  via	
  Slaughter	
  which	
  causes	
  major	
  delays	
  in	
  the	
  
morning	
  and	
  afternoon.	
  Mopac	
  needs	
  to	
  be	
  connected	
  to	
  SH45.	
  

7. Mass	
  congestion.	
  No	
  outlet	
  for	
  traffic	
  other	
  than	
  down	
  to	
  45.	
  No	
  car	
  pool	
  lanes.	
  Light	
  on	
  
slaughter	
  bottlenecks	
  throughput....	
  

8. Constant	
  congestion.	
  Eliminate	
  lights	
  at	
  this	
  intersection	
  and	
  create	
  either	
  an	
  overpass	
  or	
  
underpass	
  under	
  Mopac,	
  pass	
  Mopac	
  down	
  to	
  interconnect	
  with	
  the	
  45	
  &	
  the	
  45	
  to	
  i35	
  
please!!!!!!	
  Not	
  having	
  access	
  to	
  within	
  the	
  southern	
  Austin	
  area	
  to	
  direct	
  freeway	
  accesses	
  is	
  
very	
  problematic.	
  By	
  creating	
  a	
  coupling	
  of	
  all	
  3,	
  it	
  would	
  distribute	
  traffic	
  evenly	
  and	
  I	
  think	
  help	
  
eliminate	
  some	
  of	
  the	
  bottle	
  necks.	
  

9. The	
  current	
  intersection	
  was	
  not	
  designed	
  to	
  function	
  as	
  a	
  permanent	
  facility.	
  I	
  experience	
  
routine	
  congestion	
  trying	
  to	
  cross	
  Mopac	
  and	
  trying	
  to	
  enter	
  and	
  exit	
  Mopac	
  at	
  Slaughter	
  Lane.	
  
There	
  are	
  trouble	
  spots	
  along	
  the	
  north	
  curb	
  of	
  Slaughter	
  Lane:	
  1)	
  the	
  radius	
  of	
  the	
  curb	
  is	
  too	
  
sharp	
  and	
  impedes	
  smoothly	
  turing	
  north	
  onto	
  Mopac	
  from	
  eastbound	
  Slaughter	
  Lane,	
  and	
  2)	
  
the	
  sightlines	
  to	
  see	
  oncoming	
  traffic	
  are	
  obscured	
  by	
  vegetation	
  growth	
  (lack	
  of	
  maintenance)	
  
and	
  the	
  light	
  standard	
  (pole)	
  for	
  the	
  traffic	
  signal	
  when	
  turning	
  west	
  onto	
  Slaughter	
  from	
  
southbound	
  Mopac.	
  

10. Long	
  waits	
  when	
  heading	
  North	
  on	
  Mopac	
  
11. Long	
  delays	
  going	
  northbound	
  on	
  MoPac	
  at	
  Slaughter	
  in	
  the	
  mornings.	
  	
  In	
  the	
  evenings	
  it	
  is	
  just	
  

the	
  opposite	
  but	
  it	
  is	
  not	
  as	
  bad	
  as	
  the	
  mornings.	
  	
  Going	
  northbound	
  on	
  MoPac	
  in	
  the	
  evenings	
  
the	
  light	
  is	
  very	
  short	
  allowing	
  only	
  2-­‐3	
  cars	
  to	
  get	
  through	
  the	
  light.	
  

12. none	
  
13. Heavy	
  traffic	
  patterns	
  
14. None	
  
15. Back	
  up	
  in	
  the	
  morning	
  going	
  north	
  that	
  requires	
  you	
  to	
  sit	
  through	
  two	
  sometimes	
  three	
  light	
  

cycles.	
  	
  In	
  the	
  evening	
  the	
  traffic	
  back	
  up	
  almost	
  to	
  Davis	
  Lane	
  going	
  south.	
  	
  The	
  light	
  in	
  the	
  
evening	
  going	
  north	
  is	
  really	
  short.	
  

16. LOOOOOONG	
  lines,	
  people	
  making	
  their	
  own	
  lanes.	
  Going	
  NORTH	
  -­‐	
  the	
  light	
  after	
  7pm	
  and	
  on	
  
weekends	
  is	
  only	
  long	
  enough	
  to	
  allow	
  1	
  or	
  maybe	
  2	
  cars	
  to	
  go	
  through.	
  	
  People	
  run	
  the	
  red	
  
light.	
  	
  FIX	
  IT!	
  	
  That	
  should	
  be	
  easy.	
  

17. Long	
  lines	
  of	
  traffic.	
  
18. Major	
  back	
  up	
  at	
  Slaughter	
  and	
  Mopac	
  during	
  high	
  traffic	
  times	
  (headed	
  north	
  on	
  mopac	
  in	
  AM	
  

and	
  headed	
  south	
  on	
  Mopac	
  in	
  PM)	
  as	
  well	
  as	
  back-­‐ups	
  on	
  Slaughter	
  crossing	
  Mopac.	
  	
  The	
  lights	
  
are	
  timed	
  to	
  let	
  just	
  a	
  few	
  cars	
  through	
  on	
  Mopac,	
  you	
  can	
  end	
  up	
  sitting	
  through	
  3	
  or	
  4	
  lights.	
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19. Takes	
  too	
  much	
  time	
  to	
  get	
  through	
  the	
  intersection,	
  and	
  is	
  dangerous	
  as	
  drivers	
  get	
  aggressive	
  
to	
  make	
  it	
  through	
  the	
  light	
  cycle	
  

	
  
Q:	
  What	
  problems	
  do	
  you	
  face	
  at	
  the	
  intersection	
  of	
  La	
  Crosse	
  and	
  MoPac	
  South?	
  

1. SB	
  Mopac	
  turning	
  East	
  onto	
  La	
  Crosse,	
  just	
  isn't	
  safe.	
  Tight	
  turn	
  and	
  fast	
  traffic	
  behind	
  me.	
  
2. Primarily	
  delays.	
  	
  Through	
  traffic	
  on	
  MoPac	
  stacks	
  up	
  waiting	
  for	
  traffic	
  to	
  turn	
  on	
  to	
  or	
  off	
  of	
  La	
  

Crosse.	
  
3. Time	
  delays.	
  Too	
  many	
  vehicles	
  on	
  too	
  small	
  of	
  roads.	
  
4. None	
  
5. Too	
  many	
  frequent/long	
  red	
  lights	
  on	
  northbound	
  Mopac	
  during	
  6:00-­‐8:00AM	
  timeframe...	
  
6. Dangerous	
  intersection	
  for	
  drivers	
  that	
  want	
  to	
  make	
  a	
  turn.	
  
7. Congestion.	
  
8. Bottle	
  necks.	
  Constant	
  congestion.	
  
9. I	
  avoid	
  use	
  of	
  this	
  intersection	
  when	
  possible.	
  My	
  experience	
  has	
  been	
  similar	
  to	
  that	
  of	
  

Slaughter	
  Lane:	
  congestion,	
  multiple	
  light	
  cycles,	
  non-­‐permanent	
  design	
  of	
  the	
  intersection	
  
itself.	
  

10. Somewhat	
  long	
  lines	
  when	
  heading	
  North	
  on	
  Mopac,	
  but	
  not	
  usually	
  as	
  bad	
  as	
  those	
  at	
  
Slaughter	
  

11. None	
  
12. none	
  
13. heavy	
  traffic	
  patterns	
  plus	
  bicycle	
  traffic	
  
14. None	
  
15. none	
  
16. Waiting	
  at	
  the	
  traffic	
  light.	
  Light	
  is	
  long.	
  
17. I	
  do	
  not	
  use	
  this	
  intersection.	
  
18. The	
  timing	
  is	
  off,	
  it	
  will	
  turn	
  red	
  or	
  be	
  red	
  nearly	
  everytime	
  I'm	
  approaching	
  and	
  there's	
  no	
  cross	
  

traffic.	
  	
  This	
  could	
  be	
  optimized	
  with	
  sensors	
  it	
  seems.	
  
19. This	
  intersection	
  is	
  not	
  as	
  bad	
  or	
  as	
  dangerous,	
  but	
  still	
  poses	
  danger	
  for	
  cars	
  exiting	
  the	
  

neighborhood	
  crossing	
  MOPAC.	
  	
  At	
  the	
  rate	
  of	
  speed	
  cars	
  are	
  traveling	
  on	
  MOPAC,	
  there	
  should	
  
NOT	
  be	
  a	
  cross	
  street	
  wit	
  light.	
  	
  Both	
  of	
  these	
  intersections	
  need	
  to	
  be	
  removed	
  from	
  the	
  
highway.	
  

	
  

Q:	
  Are	
  you	
  aware	
  of	
  any	
  safety	
  issues	
  at	
  these	
  two	
  intersections?	
  Please	
  explain.	
  
1. Neither	
  intersection	
  is	
  safe	
  for	
  pedestrians	
  and	
  cyclist.	
  
2. At	
  65mph,	
  through	
  traffic	
  at	
  both	
  intersections	
  is	
  a	
  little	
  dangerous	
  with	
  the	
  number	
  of	
  vehicles	
  

trying	
  to	
  turn	
  at	
  Slaughter	
  and	
  the	
  number	
  of	
  bicyclists	
  around	
  La	
  Crosse.	
  
3. No	
  
4. Cyclist	
  and	
  pedestrians	
  could	
  be	
  better	
  protected	
  at	
  the	
  slaughter	
  intersection	
  
5. Lacrosse	
  seems	
  to	
  be	
  particularly	
  dangerous	
  with	
  bicyclists	
  trying	
  to	
  cross	
  and	
  not	
  waiting	
  for	
  

the	
  light	
  to	
  change	
  in	
  their	
  favor	
  
6. Too	
  many	
  cars	
  traveling	
  at	
  a	
  high	
  rate	
  of	
  speed	
  at	
  La	
  Crosse.	
  Not	
  enough	
  lanes	
  for	
  the	
  amount	
  of	
  

traffic.	
  
7. I	
  just	
  want	
  throughput	
  of	
  our	
  traffic	
  please.	
  



MoPac Intersections Environmental Study                    H – 136                    Attachment H

MoPac	
  Intersections	
  Environmental	
  Study	
  
October	
  24	
  Meet	
  and	
  Greet	
  Event	
  
Community	
  Survey	
  Results	
  –	
  ONLINE	
  

	
  

Page	
  3	
  of	
  7	
  

8. 1)	
  Diminished	
  sightlines	
  for	
  turning	
  traffic	
  	
  2)	
  High	
  speed	
  of	
  Mopac	
  traffic	
  make	
  ingress	
  and	
  
egress	
  difficult	
  	
  3)	
  radii	
  of	
  curbs	
  are	
  not	
  designed	
  properly	
  to	
  allow	
  smooth	
  turns	
  on	
  the	
  interior	
  
of	
  the	
  intersections	
  (Slaughter	
  in	
  particular).	
  

9. Drivers	
  turning	
  North	
  on	
  Mopac,	
  after	
  heading	
  West	
  on	
  Slaughter,	
  do	
  not	
  always	
  yield	
  or	
  pause	
  
long	
  enough	
  to	
  see	
  if	
  there	
  is	
  traffic	
  coming	
  North	
  in	
  the	
  right	
  hand	
  lane.	
  	
  Those	
  cars	
  can	
  be	
  
going	
  60-­‐70	
  MPH,	
  and	
  if	
  they	
  don't	
  yield	
  its	
  a	
  very	
  bad	
  situation	
  

10. Have	
  seen	
  some	
  accidents	
  as	
  people	
  merge	
  onto	
  MoPac	
  NB	
  from	
  Slaughter	
  (heading	
  West)	
  
towards	
  Mopac	
  

11. I	
  am	
  not	
  aware	
  of	
  safety	
  issues	
  at	
  those	
  locations	
  but	
  would	
  urge	
  you	
  to	
  add	
  lights	
  at	
  SH45	
  and	
  
Escarpment,	
  where	
  increased	
  traffic	
  is	
  creating	
  hazards.	
  

12. people	
  trying	
  to	
  "make"	
  lights	
  
13. Car	
  running	
  lights	
  and	
  speeding,	
  BUT	
  that	
  happens	
  ALL	
  over	
  Austin!!!	
  
14. People	
  like	
  to	
  run	
  the	
  light	
  on	
  LaCrosse	
  sometimes.	
  
15. Slaughter	
  at	
  Mopac	
  is	
  terrible	
  in	
  both	
  directions.	
  	
  Going	
  NORTH	
  on	
  Mopac	
  at	
  Slaughter	
  -­‐	
  the	
  light	
  

after	
  7pm	
  and	
  on	
  weekends	
  is	
  only	
  long	
  enough	
  to	
  allow	
  1	
  or	
  maybe	
  2	
  cars	
  to	
  go	
  through.	
  	
  
People	
  run	
  the	
  red	
  light.	
  	
  FIX	
  IT!	
  	
  That	
  should	
  be	
  easy.	
  

16. I	
  have	
  seen	
  several	
  close	
  encounters	
  with	
  Pedestrians	
  at	
  the	
  Mopac	
  and	
  Slaughter	
  intersection.	
  
Many	
  Bowie	
  High	
  School	
  students	
  live	
  west	
  of	
  Mopac	
  and	
  bike	
  or	
  travel	
  on	
  foot	
  to	
  school,	
  but	
  
motorists	
  do	
  not	
  expect	
  to	
  see	
  them	
  at	
  this	
  intersection.	
  

17. Yes,	
  all	
  along	
  Mopac	
  and	
  45	
  the	
  inconsistent	
  bike	
  lane	
  is	
  a	
  big	
  problem.	
  	
  	
  You	
  end	
  up	
  with	
  bikers	
  
riding	
  in	
  the	
  right	
  lane,	
  or	
  crossing	
  across	
  both	
  lanes	
  in	
  the	
  middle	
  of	
  a	
  curve.	
  

18. I	
  have	
  seen	
  multiple	
  accidents	
  involving	
  cars	
  running	
  the	
  light	
  to	
  avoid	
  sitting	
  through	
  another	
  
cycle.	
  	
  I	
  have	
  also	
  witnessed	
  pedestrians	
  trying	
  to	
  cross	
  at	
  Slaughter	
  in	
  a	
  very	
  dangerous	
  way.	
  

	
  
Q:	
  Are	
  you	
  aware	
  of	
  a	
  need	
  for	
  pedestrian	
  and	
  bicycle	
  improvements	
  at	
  these	
  two	
  intersections?	
  
Please	
  explain.	
  

1. Absolutely!	
  The	
  Wildflower	
  section	
  is	
  a	
  residential	
  area	
  that	
  cannot	
  connect	
  to	
  the	
  west	
  side	
  of	
  
Mopac	
  safely.	
  

2. At	
  La	
  Crosse	
  in	
  particular,	
  bicyclists	
  would	
  be	
  able	
  to	
  cross	
  MoPac	
  more	
  safely	
  if	
  there	
  is	
  a	
  bridge	
  
or	
  underpass	
  that	
  allows	
  them	
  to	
  get	
  to	
  the	
  other	
  side	
  without	
  directly	
  crossing	
  the	
  highway.	
  

3. No.	
  Bike	
  lanes?	
  Geez.	
  It's	
  an	
  expressway!	
  
4. Not	
  sure	
  
5. No	
  pedestrian	
  issues	
  at	
  either	
  intersection,	
  but	
  Lacrosse	
  and	
  Mopac	
  has	
  big	
  issues	
  with	
  bicyclists	
  

crossing	
  through	
  coming/going	
  from/to	
  the	
  veloway...	
  
6. Probably	
  needed	
  at	
  both	
  intersections.	
  
7. I	
  just	
  want	
  throughput	
  of	
  our	
  traffic	
  please.	
  
8. Yes,	
  improvements	
  for	
  bicycle	
  and	
  pedestrian	
  are	
  needed	
  at	
  both	
  intersections.	
  At	
  current,	
  

Mopac	
  serves	
  as	
  a	
  major	
  and	
  very	
  dangerous	
  barrier	
  to	
  bicycle	
  and	
  pedestrian	
  safety.	
  
Considering	
  that	
  families	
  with	
  several	
  small	
  children	
  inhabit	
  the	
  surrounding	
  neighborhoods,	
  the	
  
lack	
  of	
  an	
  appropriate	
  crossing	
  facility	
  puts	
  inexperienced	
  users	
  at	
  high	
  risk.	
  The	
  veloway	
  and	
  
wildflower	
  center	
  are	
  local	
  area	
  attractions	
  that	
  draw	
  users	
  from	
  neighborhoods	
  west	
  of	
  Mopac.	
  
The	
  community	
  pool,	
  playing	
  fields,	
  metro	
  park	
  trails	
  and	
  retail	
  shops/eateries	
  draw	
  users	
  across	
  
Mopac	
  from	
  eastern	
  neighborhoods.	
  The	
  lack	
  of	
  a	
  safe	
  and	
  separate	
  bicycle/pedestrian	
  facility	
  
influenced	
  my	
  family's	
  decision	
  to	
  purchase	
  a	
  home	
  west	
  of	
  the	
  intersections.	
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9. There	
  is	
  a	
  lot	
  of	
  bicycle	
  traffic	
  on	
  Northbound	
  Mopac	
  that	
  could	
  benefit	
  from	
  a	
  dedicated	
  lane	
  to	
  
swing	
  them	
  around	
  onto	
  the	
  southbound	
  portion	
  of	
  Mopac,	
  rather	
  than	
  waiting	
  through	
  the	
  
lights	
  

10. No	
  
11. no	
  
12. yes,	
  there	
  is	
  both	
  heavy	
  pedestrian	
  and	
  bicycle	
  traffic	
  crossing	
  mopac	
  at	
  slaughter	
  and	
  heavy	
  

bicycle	
  traffic	
  crossing	
  mopac	
  at	
  la	
  crosse	
  
13. CCR	
  is	
  VERY	
  active.	
  If	
  you	
  build	
  the	
  news	
  roads	
  that	
  will	
  shut	
  down	
  all	
  activity,	
  ie:	
  bikers,	
  

runners,	
  walkers.	
  It	
  will	
  not	
  be	
  safe	
  for	
  them	
  to	
  be	
  in	
  the	
  roads	
  anymore!	
  
14. There	
  is	
  a	
  need	
  to	
  a	
  continuous	
  bike	
  lane	
  all	
  the	
  way	
  down	
  mopac	
  south	
  of	
  la	
  crosse	
  and	
  all	
  of	
  

45.	
  	
  There	
  are	
  too	
  many	
  bikes	
  and	
  cars	
  going	
  fast	
  speeds	
  to	
  have	
  the	
  bike	
  lane	
  disappearing	
  at	
  
different	
  points.	
  

15. Sure,	
  there	
  are	
  currently	
  none	
  so	
  anything	
  would	
  be	
  an	
  improvement.	
  
16. Sidewalks,	
  bike	
  lanes,	
  well	
  marked	
  sidewalks.	
  
17. Absolutely!	
  	
  See	
  above,	
  it	
  needs	
  to	
  be	
  the	
  entire	
  stretch	
  of	
  Mopac	
  and	
  45	
  south	
  of	
  Slaughter.	
  
18. YES,	
  both	
  need	
  significant	
  improvements	
  for	
  both	
  pedestrian	
  and	
  bicycle	
  traffic.	
  	
  Lanes,	
  

guardrails/walls,	
  and	
  lighting	
  all	
  need	
  to	
  be	
  installed	
  at	
  both	
  intersections.	
  
	
  
Q:	
  What	
  additional	
  information	
  would	
  you	
  like	
  to	
  share	
  with	
  the	
  study	
  team?	
  

1. I	
  see	
  the	
  need	
  for	
  overpasses	
  or	
  underpasses	
  at	
  both	
  intersection	
  as	
  important	
  already,	
  but	
  it	
  
will	
  become	
  even	
  more	
  so	
  if	
  the	
  extension	
  of	
  45	
  to	
  1626	
  is	
  ever	
  completed	
  (and	
  I	
  hope	
  it	
  will	
  
be!),	
  as	
  there	
  will	
  be	
  even	
  more	
  through	
  traffic	
  on	
  MoPac	
  at	
  both	
  intersections.	
  

2. I	
  don't	
  care	
  about	
  a	
  salamander	
  or	
  a	
  spider	
  which	
  may	
  go	
  extinct.	
  Build	
  an	
  elevated	
  or	
  
underground	
  roadway	
  AT	
  LEAST	
  6	
  lanes	
  wide.	
  

3. Please,	
  whatever	
  you	
  do,	
  do	
  it	
  in	
  such	
  a	
  way	
  that	
  we	
  do	
  not	
  lose	
  the	
  green	
  rural	
  feel	
  that	
  we	
  
have	
  here	
  in	
  south	
  west	
  Austin.	
  That	
  is	
  what	
  I	
  love	
  about	
  our	
  area.	
  Please	
  be	
  careful	
  not	
  to	
  make	
  
SW	
  Austin	
  look	
  like	
  it	
  does	
  up	
  north	
  

4. Bicyclists	
  treat	
  Mopac	
  and	
  SH45	
  as	
  their	
  private	
  training	
  ground.	
  	
  I	
  have	
  even	
  encountered	
  them	
  
riding	
  2-­‐3	
  abreast	
  in	
  the	
  right	
  lane	
  (not	
  on	
  the	
  shoulder).	
  	
  This	
  is	
  extremely	
  hazardous	
  for	
  a	
  
freeway	
  with	
  65-­‐70	
  MPH	
  speed	
  limits.	
  	
  They	
  should	
  be	
  removed	
  and	
  have	
  Mopac/45	
  designated	
  
as	
  a	
  freeway	
  prohibiting	
  bicycle	
  traffic.	
  

5. When	
  TxDot	
  finally	
  opened	
  the	
  flyovers	
  at	
  mopac	
  &	
  290	
  it	
  actually	
  created	
  additional	
  congestion	
  
at	
  Mopac	
  &	
  William	
  Cannon	
  due	
  to	
  the	
  lack	
  of	
  traffic	
  lanes	
  for	
  the	
  amount	
  of	
  car	
  that	
  travel	
  
through	
  the	
  area	
  each	
  day.	
  

6. I	
  just	
  want	
  throughput	
  of	
  our	
  traffic	
  please.	
  
7. I	
  believe	
  it	
  is	
  important	
  to	
  share	
  with	
  the	
  audience	
  the	
  planning	
  history	
  of	
  Mopac	
  and	
  these	
  two	
  

intersections.	
  Many	
  area	
  residents	
  may	
  have	
  moved	
  to	
  this	
  region/location	
  too	
  recently	
  to	
  
understand	
  that	
  improving	
  these	
  intersections	
  was	
  in	
  the	
  initial	
  corridor	
  plans.	
  It	
  is	
  apparent	
  
that	
  Mopac's	
  ROW	
  in	
  this	
  area	
  was	
  designed	
  to	
  accomodate	
  future	
  construction	
  of	
  mainlanes	
  
and	
  intersection	
  overpasses.	
  

8. Overpasses	
  at	
  both	
  of	
  these	
  lights	
  would	
  greatly	
  alleviate	
  traffic	
  issues,	
  just	
  as	
  they've	
  done	
  at	
  
Wm	
  Cannon	
  and	
  Davis	
  Rds.	
  	
  And	
  at	
  a	
  bare	
  minimum	
  these	
  are	
  needed	
  BEFORE	
  any	
  toll	
  road	
  
from	
  1626	
  brings	
  even	
  more	
  traffic	
  onto	
  North	
  Mopac	
  (which	
  I'm	
  personally	
  against	
  as	
  my	
  
commute	
  to	
  Austin	
  is	
  already	
  long	
  enough)	
  

9. Needs	
  another	
  lane	
  in	
  both	
  directions	
  of	
  MoPac.	
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10. Please	
  keep	
  MoPac	
  local,	
  and	
  residents'	
  property	
  values	
  protected,	
  by	
  rejecting	
  the	
  proposal	
  for	
  
overpasses/underpasses	
  at	
  Slaughter	
  and	
  Lacrosse.	
  

11. If	
  this	
  happens,	
  you	
  will	
  be	
  ruining	
  thousands	
  of	
  homes	
  values,	
  water,	
  polluting	
  the	
  air	
  and	
  
water	
  source.	
  Raping	
  the	
  hill	
  country	
  land!!	
  That's	
  why	
  we	
  moved	
  to	
  CCR	
  is	
  for	
  the	
  land	
  that	
  
surrounds	
  the	
  area.	
  If	
  Hays	
  wants	
  a	
  lesser	
  commute	
  to	
  Austin,	
  then	
  move	
  to	
  Austin	
  and	
  pay	
  our	
  
city	
  taxes!	
  Not	
  to	
  mention	
  all	
  your	
  proposing	
  is	
  moving	
  traffic	
  from	
  35	
  to	
  Mopac.	
  Mopac	
  can't	
  
handle	
  that	
  increase.	
  That's	
  think	
  about	
  this	
  for	
  a	
  minute...	
  

12. Well	
  for	
  starters	
  it	
  is	
  sad	
  that	
  nothing	
  will	
  be	
  started	
  for	
  another	
  year.	
  	
  By	
  then	
  things	
  will	
  be	
  
worse,	
  why	
  wait?	
  	
  Can't	
  you	
  make	
  SOME	
  improvements	
  now	
  -­‐	
  such	
  as	
  you	
  have	
  the	
  room	
  to	
  
make	
  a	
  longer	
  turn	
  lane	
  both	
  north	
  and	
  south.	
  	
  JUST	
  DO	
  IT	
  already.	
  	
  Also	
  on	
  Mopac	
  you	
  have	
  the	
  
room	
  to	
  widen	
  it	
  with	
  just	
  re-­‐striping,	
  including	
  going	
  over	
  the	
  bridges.	
  	
  DO	
  IT	
  ALREADY!	
  

13. I	
  think	
  that	
  additional	
  capacity	
  to	
  S.	
  Mopac	
  should	
  be	
  added	
  in	
  the	
  form	
  of	
  underpasses	
  at	
  these	
  
two	
  intersections.	
  It	
  is	
  IMPERATIVE	
  that	
  these	
  improvements	
  are	
  completed	
  before	
  additional	
  
traffic	
  is	
  funneled	
  to	
  Mopac	
  from	
  the	
  extension	
  of	
  SH45.	
  

14. The	
  traffic/number	
  of	
  vehicles	
  in	
  this	
  area	
  increases	
  everyday,	
  improvements	
  to	
  the	
  highways	
  
need	
  to	
  be	
  made	
  to	
  accommodate	
  the	
  increase	
  in	
  population	
  quickly.	
  	
  Idling	
  cars	
  damage	
  the	
  
environment	
  and	
  waste	
  people's	
  time.	
  Drivers	
  get	
  frustrated	
  and	
  drive	
  more	
  aggressively	
  
creating	
  even	
  more	
  driving	
  dangers.	
  	
  Better	
  traffic	
  flow	
  must	
  be	
  created	
  and	
  soon!!	
  

	
  
Q:	
  What	
  stakeholder	
  groups,	
  organizations	
  or	
  individuals	
  should	
  the	
  study	
  team	
  reach	
  out	
  to	
  for	
  the	
  
MoPac	
  Intersections	
  Environmental	
  Study?	
  

1. Nobody.	
  Build	
  it.	
  
2. South	
  Mooac	
  neighborhood	
  alliance	
  	
  Keep	
  Mopac	
  Local	
  
3. Meridian	
  HOA,	
  Circle	
  C	
  HOA,	
  Belterra	
  HOA	
  
4. Residents/Businesses	
  who	
  live	
  and	
  work	
  in	
  this	
  traffic.	
  
5. I	
  just	
  want	
  throughput	
  of	
  our	
  traffic	
  please.	
  
6. All	
  
7. I'd	
  ask	
  the	
  HOAs	
  for	
  Meridian	
  and	
  Avana,	
  whose	
  residents	
  paid	
  a	
  lot	
  of	
  money	
  to	
  live	
  in	
  a	
  

desirable	
  area,	
  what	
  they	
  think	
  about	
  the	
  current	
  traffic	
  situation	
  on	
  Mopac	
  -­‐	
  and	
  the	
  potential	
  
impact	
  of	
  adding	
  a	
  toll	
  road	
  from	
  1626.	
  	
  Particularly	
  if	
  they	
  think	
  it	
  will	
  adversely	
  affect	
  their	
  
future	
  commute	
  times	
  and	
  housing	
  values.	
  

8. No	
  preference	
  
9. SOS,	
  Circle	
  C	
  HOA,	
  HOA's	
  of	
  other	
  affected	
  neighborhoods	
  
10. Homeowners.	
  We	
  are	
  the	
  only	
  ones	
  being	
  effected	
  by	
  this.	
  Not	
  stockholders.	
  
11. The	
  people	
  this	
  mess	
  affects.	
  	
  Go	
  to	
  neighborhood	
  associations,	
  that	
  is	
  a	
  good	
  starting	
  point.	
  
12. The	
  surrounding	
  residential	
  areas,	
  which	
  are	
  primarily	
  Circle	
  C	
  (residents	
  and	
  HOA).	
  
13. residents	
  of	
  Circle	
  C	
  

	
  
Q:	
  What	
  aesthetic/visual	
  considerations	
  (i.e.,	
  bridge	
  painting,	
  landscaping,	
  preserving	
  existing	
  views)	
  
would	
  you	
  like	
  the	
  study	
  team	
  to	
  consider?	
  

1. Be	
  creative...	
  maybe	
  clover	
  leaf-­‐like	
  intersections,	
  a	
  dedicated	
  bridge/passageway	
  for	
  
pedestrians	
  and	
  cyclists	
  at	
  La	
  Crosse.	
  

2. I'm	
  not	
  going	
  to	
  notice	
  a	
  bridge	
  painting	
  when	
  I'm	
  driving	
  70mph.	
  Don't	
  waste	
  money	
  trying	
  to	
  
make	
  a	
  highway	
  look	
  pretty.	
  

3. Preserve	
  the	
  beauty	
  of	
  this	
  area	
  please!!	
  
4. What	
  was	
  done	
  on	
  183	
  north	
  of	
  Mopac	
  would	
  be	
  a	
  good	
  example	
  to	
  follow...	
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5. Texas	
  drought	
  resistance	
  landscaping.	
  Nothing	
  artsy.	
  
6. I	
  just	
  want	
  throughput	
  of	
  our	
  traffic	
  please.	
  
7. As	
  a	
  native	
  Austinite,	
  Mopac	
  has	
  been	
  central	
  to	
  my	
  movements	
  throughout	
  town	
  for	
  the	
  past	
  

+35	
  years.	
  I	
  enjoy	
  the	
  parkway	
  aesthetic	
  of	
  this	
  roadway	
  corridor	
  to	
  that	
  of	
  I-­‐35	
  and	
  183.	
  
Designs	
  should	
  strive	
  to	
  minimize	
  hardscape,	
  use	
  gentle	
  slopes	
  and	
  angles,	
  and	
  use	
  paint	
  and	
  
landscaping	
  where	
  appropriate	
  to	
  soften	
  the	
  appearance	
  of	
  necessary	
  materials	
  and	
  transitions.	
  
Mature	
  trees	
  should	
  be	
  retained	
  where	
  possible,	
  but	
  when	
  removal	
  is	
  necessary,	
  consider	
  
transplanting	
  them	
  as	
  opposed	
  to	
  using	
  smaller	
  caliper,	
  container-­‐grown	
  plantings.	
  	
  I	
  believe	
  an	
  
underpass	
  would	
  be	
  most	
  visually	
  appealing	
  and	
  neighborhood	
  friendly.	
  Having	
  the	
  local	
  street	
  
cross	
  over	
  the	
  throughway	
  provides	
  a	
  better	
  (superior)	
  experience	
  for	
  pedestrian	
  and	
  bicycle	
  
users.	
  However,	
  I	
  realize	
  that	
  geologic	
  considerations	
  may	
  limit	
  the	
  feasibility	
  of	
  this	
  intersection	
  
type.	
  	
  	
  If	
  the	
  most	
  feasible	
  solution	
  is	
  for	
  Mopac	
  to	
  function	
  as	
  an	
  overpass,	
  then	
  extra	
  effort	
  
needs	
  to	
  be	
  given	
  to	
  designing	
  user-­‐friendly	
  pedestrian/bicycle	
  facilities.	
  For	
  example	
  the	
  
intersections	
  at	
  Great	
  Hills	
  Trail/183,	
  Braker/183,	
  Duval/183,	
  etc.	
  are	
  intimidating	
  to	
  
casual/recreational	
  users.	
  Balcones	
  Woods/183	
  is	
  only	
  slightly	
  better	
  but	
  due	
  mostly	
  to	
  the	
  fact	
  
that	
  Balcones	
  Woods	
  is	
  a	
  neighborhood	
  street	
  to	
  the	
  east.	
  Intersections	
  at	
  Brodie/290,	
  Old	
  
Fredericksburg	
  Rd/290,	
  Monterrey	
  Oaks/290	
  are	
  not	
  inviting	
  either.	
  Please	
  work	
  to	
  improve	
  the	
  
human-­‐scale	
  experience	
  for	
  any	
  overpasses	
  proposed	
  for	
  Slaughter	
  and	
  LaCrosse.	
  Given	
  the	
  
effort	
  to	
  create	
  the	
  Violet	
  Crown	
  Trail,	
  it'd	
  be	
  good	
  to	
  strengthen	
  the	
  connectivity	
  with	
  the	
  trails	
  
at	
  the	
  nearby	
  metro	
  park.	
  If	
  possible,	
  providing	
  +10'-­‐wide	
  decomposed	
  granite	
  trails	
  would	
  go	
  a	
  
long	
  way	
  to	
  stregthening	
  pedestrian/bicycle	
  connectivity	
  between	
  the	
  west	
  and	
  east	
  
neighborhoods/amenities.	
  

8. None	
  that	
  I	
  can	
  think	
  of	
  
9. Don't	
  waste	
  the	
  money	
  on	
  painting	
  and	
  bridge	
  enhancements.	
  
10. Landscaping,	
  underpasses	
  instead	
  of	
  overpasses	
  if	
  necessary,	
  sound	
  walls	
  -­‐	
  any	
  measures	
  to	
  

abate	
  pollution	
  or	
  noise	
  
11. Not	
  building...	
  What	
  about	
  a	
  metro	
  rail?	
  
12. I	
  care	
  less	
  about	
  this	
  and	
  more	
  about	
  getting	
  the	
  job	
  done.	
  
13. preserving	
  views	
  and	
  sound	
  quality	
  
14. Xeriscape	
  with	
  Texas	
  natives.	
  
15. Rock	
  façade,	
  landscaping	
  with	
  Trees,	
  MOPAC	
  should	
  go	
  under	
  Slaughter	
  and	
  La	
  Crosse	
  

	
  
Q:	
  What	
  aesthetic/visual	
  improvements	
  (i.e.,	
  landscaping,	
  signature	
  bridge	
  features,	
  lighting,	
  wider	
  
sidewalks)	
  do	
  you	
  think	
  would	
  provide	
  the	
  greatest	
  positive	
  impact	
  to	
  the	
  look	
  and	
  feel	
  of	
  the	
  
intersections	
  of	
  MoPac	
  with	
  Slaughter	
  Lane	
  and	
  La	
  Crosse	
  Avenue?	
  

1. I'm	
  not	
  going	
  to	
  notice	
  a	
  bridge	
  painting	
  when	
  I'm	
  driving	
  70mph.	
  Don't	
  waste	
  money	
  trying	
  to	
  
make	
  a	
  highway	
  look	
  pretty.	
  

2. Don't	
  build	
  up	
  the	
  road.	
  Keep	
  it	
  minimal	
  
3. Run	
  Mopac	
  uninterrupted	
  as	
  bridges	
  OVER	
  Slaughter	
  and	
  LaCrosse	
  
4. Texas	
  drought	
  resistance	
  landscaping.	
  Hill	
  Country	
  landscaping.	
  Nothing	
  artsy.	
  
5. I	
  just	
  want	
  throughput	
  of	
  our	
  traffic	
  please.	
  
6. Is	
  the	
  intended	
  context	
  of	
  this	
  question	
  meant	
  as	
  a	
  no-­‐build	
  alternative	
  spruce-­‐up?	
  Easy,	
  hire	
  an	
  

experienced	
  Landscape	
  Architect	
  or	
  an	
  Architect	
  to	
  serve	
  as	
  design	
  lead.	
  
7. Lighted	
  sidewalks	
  between	
  Lacrosse	
  and	
  Slaughter,	
  on	
  both	
  sides	
  of	
  Mopac,	
  would	
  be	
  a	
  nice	
  

addition.	
  
8. Same	
  as	
  above.	
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9. Landscaping,	
  underpasses	
  instead	
  of	
  overpasses	
  
10. Sidewalks	
  would	
  be	
  nice	
  but	
  again,	
  doing	
  something	
  sooner	
  is	
  more	
  important.	
  
11. an	
  underpass	
  (MOPAC	
  under	
  Slaughter)	
  would	
  be	
  most	
  visual	
  appealing,	
  the	
  bridge	
  should	
  

include	
  stone	
  like	
  facade	
  to	
  match	
  area,	
  simple	
  landscaping	
  must	
  be	
  installed,	
  Sidewalks	
  and	
  
bike	
  paths	
  need	
  to	
  be	
  wide	
  and	
  safety	
  the	
  number	
  one	
  concern.	
  	
  Area	
  needs	
  to	
  be	
  well	
  lit	
  for	
  
safety	
  as	
  well.	
  

	
  
Q:	
  Is	
  there	
  an	
  existing	
  bridge	
  or	
  roadway	
  corridor	
  that	
  you	
  think	
  is	
  aesthetically	
  pleasing?	
  Please	
  
provide	
  the	
  location	
  and	
  any	
  details	
  about	
  what	
  makes	
  it	
  great.	
  

1. I	
  don't	
  know	
  how	
  aesthetically	
  pleasing	
  this	
  is,	
  but	
  it's	
  an	
  interesting	
  concept:	
  Dallas,	
  TX	
  Hwy	
  75/	
  
Loop	
  12	
  (Central	
  /Northwest	
  Hwy),	
  the	
  traffic	
  flow	
  is	
  seamless	
  and	
  it	
  would	
  be	
  nice	
  to	
  have	
  a	
  
seamless	
  flow	
  for	
  Slaughter	
  and	
  Mopac.	
  

2. If	
  you're	
  so	
  worried	
  about	
  aesthetics,	
  then	
  just	
  make	
  the	
  highway	
  underground	
  (tunnel).	
  Put	
  
trees	
  above	
  it	
  or	
  something.	
  

3. 183	
  north	
  of	
  Mopac	
  and	
  360	
  between	
  Mopac	
  south	
  and	
  Mopac	
  North.	
  Particularly	
  how	
  they	
  
integrate	
  native	
  flora	
  alongside	
  any	
  and	
  all	
  bridge	
  structures,	
  along	
  with	
  the	
  masonry	
  they	
  use	
  
and	
  the	
  decorative	
  tiles	
  with	
  the	
  outline	
  of	
  the	
  state	
  of	
  Texas...	
  

4. n/a	
  
5. I	
  just	
  want	
  throughput	
  of	
  our	
  traffic	
  please.	
  
6. The	
  overpasses	
  on	
  I-­‐35	
  in	
  Kyle	
  have	
  pleasing	
  aesthetics	
  by	
  nice	
  use	
  of	
  paint	
  and	
  cross	
  street	
  

markings.	
  Though,	
  the	
  color	
  choice	
  of	
  paint	
  is	
  not	
  the	
  best.	
  
7. No.	
  
8. n/a	
  
9. I	
  like	
  the	
  bridges	
  with	
  the	
  texas	
  star	
  on	
  them	
  but	
  again,	
  atheistics	
  are	
  LESS	
  important.	
  	
  Do	
  

something	
  sooner,	
  that	
  is	
  the	
  theme.	
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From: Mopac South Contact Form
To: Elizabeth Story; mhurst@ctrma.org; Tricia.Bruck@jacobs.com
Subject: Contact Form [#42]
Date: Thursday, October 31, 2013 3:34:49 PM

Comment Type * Official Comment(s) on the MoPac Intersections
Environmental Study

Name * Saad  aLTAI

Email * XSAAD@HOTMAIL.COM

Address 7404 Espina Drive 
Austin, TX 78739 
United States

Message *

Questions
1-What measures are being taken to make sure that car traffic coming from Intersection of RR
1826 and SH 45 and heading North on Mopac is not hindered by traffic coming from RR 1626 and
heading North also on mopac?

2-From the perspective of a car driver heading south on Mopac going to the intersection of 1826
and SH45 and hindered by
a. Slaughter/Mopac intersection
b. Drivers South on Mopac but taking 1626 to go to Manchaca/Buda/Kyle

3- Are you considering elevated structures? it help with environment... examples

a. 1626/SH45 joint can be elevated in both directions...or even better see below
b. Mopac create an overpass over Slaughter to bypass it and that overpass continue (elevated) to
RR 1626

Thank you

Comment #2
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From: Mopac South Contact Form
To: Elizabeth Story; mhurst@ctrma.org; Tricia.Bruck@jacobs.com
Subject: Contact Form [#32]
Date: Monday, October 28, 2013 3:59:44 PM

Comment Type * Official Comment(s) on the MoPac Intersections
Environmental Study

Name * Aaron  Archer

Email * aaron.archer@hdrinc.com

Address 10209 Cama Valley Cove 
Austin, TX 78739 
United States

Message *

I just attended the open house held on Thursday, October 24. I am submitting comments from
that meeting electronically rather than hard copy.

Having reviewed the options, I am in favor of Mopac being constructed as an overapass at the two
subject intersections. I believe this configuration is especially important for the La Crosse
intersection to maintain connectivity in the Circle C neighborhood. Allowing the residents and
elementary students from the east side of Mopac to the west side of the Circle C neighborhood to
via underpass rather than on a bridge will make this more manageable. Obviously, aesthetics, light
pollution, and noise impacts are also high on the list of important design elements for this
intersection, both during construction and for the completed project. Any design should include
appropriate landscaping and minimize night time lighting to the extent practical.

Lastly, I believe the team could make significant, low cost improvements to these intersections
today to make the safer and easier to navigate until this project is completed. I have submitted
some of the suggestions in a prior message. Specifically, a dedicated left turn lane on southbound
Mopac at Lacrosse, an extended right turn lane on northbound Mopac at Slaughter, and
extended/dedicated left turn lanes on southbound Mopac at Slaughter would improve traffic and
reduce the risk of collision. These improvements could be made now. 

Please also review the design of the William Cannon intersection that was completed years ago
when designing this project. Traffic backs up on the exit ramp to Mopac during periods of high
traffic. Please do not recreate this intersection at Slaughter. Provide an exit ramp of appropriate
length to accomodate the queue and keep traffic flowing on Mopac. As you probably already know
from traffic counts, a majority of traffic is turning left on Slaughter from southbound Mopac at this
intersection.

Comment #3
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Comment #4
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H – 46

Comment #5
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From: Mopac South Contact Form
To: Elizabeth Story; mhurst@ctrma.org; Tricia.Bruck@jacobs.com
Subject: Contact Form [#25]
Date: Friday, October 25, 2013 9:34:47 PM

Comment Type * Official Comment(s) on the MoPac South Environmental
Study

Name * Bill  Barnes

Email * williamfbarnes@yahoo.com

Address 6709 Blissfield Dr 
Austin, TX 78739 
United States

Message *

The current design of the intersections at Slaughter&MoPac and LaCrosse&MoPac create significant
traffic congestion do to poor traffic management. Traffic lights which control traffic on MoPac in
the direction of heavy traffic during high commute periods are often very short duration and
therefore do not relieve the backed up traffic. Recommendation is to eliminate the lights altogether
and update the intersections to function similar to William Cannon&MoPac. Additional ideas for
relieving congestion on South MoPac from Circle C to downtown Austin include light-rail service or
"downtown direct" bus service with a suburban commuter station at the loading/unloading
terminal (non-downtown). A middle HOV lane could also be constructed to flow in the direction of
rush hour traffic and could be toll based.

Comment #6
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From: Mopac South Contact Form
To: Elizabeth Story; mhurst@ctrma.org; Tricia.Bruck@jacobs.com
Subject: Contact Form [#4]
Date: Thursday, October 24, 2013 5:15:25 PM

Comment Type * Official Comment(s) on the MoPac Intersections
Environmental Study

Name * Theresa  Bastian

Email * keepaustinweirdhomes@gmail.com

Address 10908 Grassmere ct 
Austin, Tx 78739 
United States

Message * I do not want any construction to increase the capacity of
south Mopac! I oppose the building of SH 45 SW as well!

Comment #7
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Comment #9
From: Mopac South Contact Form
To: Elizabeth Story; mhurst@ctrma.org; Tricia.Bruck@jacobs.com
Subject: Contact Form [#7]
Date: Thursday, October 24, 2013 10:48:02 PM

Comment Type * Official Comment(s) on the MoPac Intersections
Environmental Study

Name * Donna  Beckley

Email * donnabeckley@gmail.com

Message * I'm aware there was a meet and greet today about the
MoPac South intersection "improvements". While I wasn't
able to attend, I'm told there was a vote being taken for
options of an overpass, an underpass, and no construction.
I would like officially log my vote as NO CONSTRUCTION.
Please TxDOT leave southwest Austin alone!
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Comment #10
From: Mopac South Contact Form
To: Elizabeth Story; mhurst@ctrma.org; Tricia.Bruck@jacobs.com
Subject: Contact Form [#10]
Date: Friday, October 25, 2013 1:12:34 AM

Comment Type * Official Comment(s) on the MoPac Intersections
Environmental Study

Name * Daniel  Bloor

Email * daniel.bloor@gmail.com

Address 6712 Hansa Loop 
Austin, TX 78739 
United States

Message * Tunnel under both Slaughter and LaCrosse.
Anything else would be a waste of resources.
They tunneled under Boston harbor while I lived there. We
should be able to tunnel under these two intersections! 
I cannot believe the estimated 2-3 year study time period.
Get to work and get this project done.
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From: Mopac South Contact Form
To: Elizabeth Story; mhurst@ctrma.org; Tricia.Bruck@jacobs.com
Subject: Contact Form [#22]
Date: Friday, October 25, 2013 7:41:55 PM

Comment Type * Official Comment(s) on the MoPac Intersections
Environmental Study

Name * B  Brawn

Email * barb@brawn.org

Address 78739 

Message * Putting overpasses/underpasses on MoPac at Slaughter and
Lacrosse will negatively impact the local community and
property values. Please help keep MoPac local and reject
the proposal for overpasses/underpasses.

Comment #12



MoPac Intersections Environmental Study                    I – 13                    Attachment I

H – 14

Comment #13
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Comment #16
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From: Mopac South Contact Form
To: Elizabeth Story; mhurst@ctrma.org; Tricia.Bruck@jacobs.com
Subject: Contact Form [#50]
Date: Monday, November 04, 2013 5:03:05 PM

Comment Type * Official Comment(s) on the MoPac Intersections
Environmental Study

Name * Bill  Bunch

Email * bill@sosallaince.org

Message *

These comments were also sent to Ms. Hurst's email, as per a statement on the website for
submitting email comments. 

Ms. Hurst,

Please accept these comments on the Mopac South Intersections environmental study, as part of
the "open house" comment period, and submitted on behalf of the Save Our Springs Alliance.

First, it was our understanding that the point of the exercise, in significant part, was to gain public
input on a draft purpose and need statement. However, such a statement, if it exists, was not
displayed at the meeting nor is it found on the Mopac Intersections environmental study website. If
it is on there somewhere, it is well hidden and cannot be readily found. I spent considerable time
looking and could not find it posted online anywhere.

Please provide a copy, together with any other key initial study documents, at your earliest
convenience. We would like to comment on the purpose and need statement, if one exists.

The display graphics on the website either never download or take forever to download. I tried it
on several computers and had the same problems. These files are not that complicated and could
easily be sized for quick loading as image files, without all the underlying data files. Please make
the websites functional -- the same applies to the 45SW and Mopac South website files from the
meet and greet meetings. If its not a file size issue, then it is some other glitch that should be
fixed. It is not enough to pretend that these are posted for public access and viewing.

Based on my in person view of the graphics at the meeting, the options proposed for both
Slaughter Lane and LaCrosse are misleading. They are posed as building bridges rather than fully
described as adding main lanes to the existing Mopac. They should be accurately described as not
just adding cross over grade separations but also adding mainlanes to convert the existing
roadway into a freeway configuration with additional north/south Mopac lanes.

The proposed options presented on the boards at the meeting also present false and unreasonably
constrained options. For both intersections, the three options are (a) put east/west over
north/south, (b) put north/south over east/west, or (c) do nothing. The intersections can easily be
improved without building bridges and main lanes and converting Mopac South to a freeway in the
process. These small scale improvements should be examined first, and implemented in lieu of the
proposed bridges and mainlanes option. Such improvements could be modified roundabouts or
other intersection improvements that would provide substantial improvements to the intersection
operations without converting the road to a full freeway readily converted to a partially tolled

Comment #17
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interstate and interregional connector highway.

The project is not appropriate for a Categorical Exclusion, given the environmentally sensitive
context, the scale of the construction required, the the potential impacts on neighbors, the
Wildflower Center, City of Austin public parks and preserve lands, Barton Springs, the Edwards
Aquifer, and endangered Barton Springs and Austin blind salamanders. The CE is also not
appropriate given that it is not a separate, stand alone project.

It is also misleading and unsound to separate this project out and pretend that it is a freestanding
project and not part of the RMA's larger plan to build a tolled loop connecting South Mopac to
Interstate 35. The proposed "intersections" are part and parcel to the connected Mopac South and
45SW "projects," as well as with the second phase of 45SW connecting from 1626 to I-35. Certainly
the RMA's "toll and revenue studies" will show that the projects are financially and functionally
integrated and should thus be analyzed together.

Coopting the Wildflower Center leadership as a "partner" paid to consult on the project does not
reduce the impact on the Center, its gardens, and its hundreds of thousands of annual visitors.
The arrangement only adds further questions about the reliability of the studies now underway.

The elevated overpasses, combined with the much higher travel speeds, will significantly increase
noise, air and light pollution to the Wildflower Center, adjacent homes, adjacent businesses, and
adjacent park and preserve lands.

Please confirm by return email that these comments were received.

Thank you in advance for your consideration,

Bill Bunch
Save Our Springs Alliance
P.O. Box 684881
Austin, Texas 78768

Comment #17, Con't.
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1

Bruck, Tricia

From: Elizabeth Story <estory@HNTB.com>
Sent: Tuesday, November 19, 2013 5:24 PM
To: Bruck, Tricia; 'Crispin Ruiz'
Subject: FW: Contact Form [#50]

For your records. E 
 
From: Melissa Hurst [mailto:mhurst@ctrma.org]  
Sent: Monday, November 04, 2013 5:23 PM 
To: bill@sosallaince.org 
Subject: Re: Contact Form [#50] 

Mr. Bunch – This is email confirmation that your comments were received.  
 
Thank you for your input.  
 
Sincerely, Melissa 
Melissa Hurst 
Community Outreach Manager 
Central Texas Regional Mobility Authority 
3300 N IH‐35, Suite #300 
Austin, TX 78705 
Direct: (512) 450‐6286 
Fax: (512) 996‐9784 
www.MobilityAuthority.com 
 
 
 

From: Mopac South Contact Form <no‐reply@wufoo.com> 
Reply‐To: "no‐reply@wufoo.com" <no‐reply@wufoo.com> 
Date: Monday, November 4, 2013 6:03 PM 
Subject: Contact Form [#50] 
 

Comment 

Type *  

Official Comment(s) on the MoPac Intersections Environmental Study 

Name *  BillBunch  

Email *  bill@sosallaince.org  

Message *  

These comments were also sent to Ms. Hurst's email, as per a statement on the website for submitting email comments.  

 

Ms. Hurst, 
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Comment #18
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From: Mopac South Contact Form
To: Elizabeth Story; mhurst@ctrma.org; Tricia.Bruck@jacobs.com
Subject: Contact Form [#21]
Date: Friday, October 25, 2013 6:46:06 PM

Comment Type * Official Comment(s) on the MoPac Intersections
Environmental Study

Name * jeff  cohen

Email * rdking647@gmail.com

Address 10908 sky rock 
austin, tx 78739 
United States

Message * the intersections at lopac and slaughter and
mopac/lacrosse need either an underpass or an overpass.
the simple fact is this area is growing rapidly. given how
car centric our culture is trsffic needs must be met.
whether the answer is an underpass or an overpass,i dont
know but whichever is in the opinion of professional
engineers the best and most cost effective option is the
one that should be chose.
given how much protection the aquafer recievs already i
dont hing an underpass/overpass woul dhave much of a
long term effect

Comment #21
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Comment #27

From: Mopac South Contact Form
To: Elizabeth Story; mhurst@ctrma.org; Tricia.Bruck@jacobs.com
Subject: Contact Form [#15]
Date: Friday, October 25, 2013 10:19:14 AM

Comment Type * Official Comment(s) on the MoPac Intersections
Environmental Study

Name * dave davis

Email * dhdavis2@austin.rr.com

Address 7408 magenta lane 
austin, tx 78739 
United States

Message * If it is necessary to construct overpasses at the
intersections of MOPAC/Slaughter & MOPAC/Lacrosse
please have the overpasses cross over Slaughter &
Lacrosse. Exiting Circle C onto an overpass would be
detrimental to the residents of the sub-division.
Additionally it would seem that less area would be required
for construction of overpasses on MOPAC. thank you, dave
davis
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From: Mopac South Contact Form
To: Elizabeth Story; mhurst@ctrma.org; Tricia.Bruck@jacobs.com
Subject: Contact Form [#19]
Date: Friday, October 25, 2013 1:44:58 PM

Comment Type * Official Comment(s) on the MoPac Intersections
Environmental Study

Name * Stephen  Davis

Email * stephenbdavis@gmail.com

Address 7205 Lapin Cove 
Austin, TX 78739 
United States

Message * I STRONGLY prefer Mopac underpasses at both
intersections; Mopac crossing beneath Slaughter and
beneath Lacrosse. Thank you

Comment #29
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From: Mopac South Contact Form
To: Elizabeth Story; mhurst@ctrma.org; Tricia.Bruck@jacobs.com
Subject: Contact Form [#27]
Date: Saturday, October 26, 2013 10:36:55 AM

Comment Type * Official Comment(s) on the MoPac Intersections
Environmental Study

Name * Tim  Ehrler

Email * tim.ehrler@austin.rr.com

Message * MoPac should run UNDER Slaughter & LaCrosse - originally
designed & structured/built for these options, least
disruptive, most cost-effective, scalable for increased
MoPac capacity (++lanes), most effective traffic throughput

Comment #34
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From: Mopac South Contact Form
To: Elizabeth Story; mhurst@ctrma.org; Tricia.Bruck@jacobs.com
Subject: Contact Form [#47]
Date: Sunday, November 03, 2013 6:42:07 PM

Comment Type * Official Comment(s) on the MoPac Intersections
Environmental Study

Name * Manuel  Esparza

Email * manueliii@me.com

Address 6920 Mitra Dr. 
Austin, TX 78739 
United States

Message * I support the option of MoPac going under Slaughter and
LaCrosse first. As a secondary I would support them going
over both streets. I believe that going under is a safer
option, especially during icy times where the speed would
be much less on an overpass with cross street traffic
instead of the MoPac direct traffic. I do not support the "Do
Nothing" option as this is a large problem that affects
quality of life and productivity.

Comment #36
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From: Mopac South Contact Form
To: Elizabeth Story; mhurst@ctrma.org; Tricia.Bruck@jacobs.com
Subject: Contact Form [#26]
Date: Friday, October 25, 2013 10:46:00 PM

Comment Type * Official Comment(s) on the MoPac Intersections
Environmental Study

Name * Linda  Fellinger

Email * lindafell@me.com

Address Austin, Texas 78739 

Message * I think that Mopac should go over the Slaughter Lane
intersection and under the La Crosse Avenue intersection.

Comment #38



MoPac Intersections Environmental Study                    I – 43                    Attachment I

H – 38

Comment #39



MoPac Intersections Environmental Study                    I – 44                    Attachment I

H – 74

Comment #40



MoPac Intersections Environmental Study                    I – 45                    Attachment I

From: Mopac South Contact Form
To: Elizabeth Story; mhurst@ctrma.org; Tricia.Bruck@jacobs.com
Subject: Contact Form [#11]
Date: Friday, October 25, 2013 8:33:58 AM

Comment Type * Official Comment(s) on the MoPac Intersections
Environmental Study

Name * Lisa  Haney

Email * lisadawnhaney@gmail.com

Address 10905 La Estella Cove 
Austin, TX 78739 
United States

Message *

The intersection at Slaughter and MOPAC is a nightmare. For a good portion of the day you will
wait multiple cycles to get through, from all directions. Something needs to be done to fix the
congestion issue. An underpass is the best option as it is the most appealing visually, but will
allow for better flow on MOPAC and less cars waiting at the cross light. Additionally U-turn lanes
heading north and south bound for the intersection and bike and pedestrian paths need to be
added.

For the intersection at La Crosse and MOPAC, an underpass would also be the best option. U-turn
lanes and pedestrian/bike paths are also needed as there is significant bike/pedestrian traffic to
the Veloway.

The traffic/number of vehicles in this area increases everyday, improvements to the highways need
to be made to accommodate the increase in population quickly. Idling cars damage the
environment and waste people's time. Drivers get frustrated and drive more aggressively creating
even more driving dangers. Better traffic flow must be created and soon!!

Comment #41
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From: Mopac South Contact Form
To: Elizabeth Story; mhurst@ctrma.org; Tricia.Bruck@jacobs.com
Subject: Contact Form [#23]
Date: Friday, October 25, 2013 8:35:15 PM

Comment Type * Official Comment(s) on the MoPac Intersections
Environmental Study

Name * Wilson  Haney

Email * whaney@gmail.com

Address 10905 La Estrella Cv 
Austin , TX 78739 

Message * Please construct an underpass at Slaughter Ln and at
lacrosse. Lease add u-turns north and southbound. A bike
path on lacrosse would be nice to route bicycle traffic
safely to/from the Veloway.

Comment #42
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From: Mopac South Contact Form
To: Elizabeth Story; mhurst@ctrma.org; Tricia.Bruck@jacobs.com
Subject: Contact Form [#9]
Date: Thursday, October 24, 2013 11:44:54 PM

Comment Type * Official Comment(s) on the MoPac Intersections
Environmental Study

Name * Kevin  Hughes

Email * huggies1108@gmail.com

Address 6913 Larue Belle Cove 
Austin, TX 78739 
United States

Message * I am a 2.5 year resident of Circle C and am a strong
opponent to the construction proposals in general. I have
discussed with several neighbors and there is strong
agreement that the disruptive effects of sound,
environmental impact, and devaluation of property values is
something we feel is inevitable with the proposed
construction. It is for these and other reasons we oppose
construction.

Comment #49
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Comment #50
From: Mopac South Contact Form
To: Elizabeth Story; mhurst@ctrma.org; Tricia.Bruck@jacobs.com
Subject: Contact Form [#5]
Date: Thursday, October 24, 2013 6:24:44 PM

Comment Type * Official Comment(s) on the MoPac Intersections
Environmental Study

Name * Jason  Jellison

Email * jason@jellison.com

Message * Please finish the studies sooner than 2-3 years. Expanded
lanes along Mopac are needed right away. With SW45
coming soon, the increased lanes on MOPAC will be vital.
Four to five 'free' lanes are needed in both directions with
optional HOV and toll lanes available.
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From: Mopac South Contact Form
To: Elizabeth Story; mhurst@ctrma.org; Tricia.Bruck@jacobs.com
Subject: Contact Form [#18]
Date: Friday, October 25, 2013 1:42:19 PM

Comment Type * Official Comment(s) on the MoPac Intersections
Environmental Study

Name * Erica  Katz

Email * ericaleighkatz@gmail.com

Message *

I was unable to attend the Meet and Greet event yesterday. Although I understand the need for
expanded capacity on South Mopac, I oppose the construction of overpasses at Slaughter and
LaCrosse. I would like to see thoughtfully designed underpasses that minimize the traffic noise
and visual obstructions for the many residences near these intersections. I would also like to see
safe pedestrian and bicycle routes incorporated into the new intersections. If underpasses are
environmentally feasible, I see no reason to construct loud and unsightly overpasses in what is
primarily a residential area. Thank you for your consideration.

Comment #55
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From: Wufoo
To: Elizabeth Story; mhurst@ctrma.org; Tricia.Bruck@jacobs.com
Subject: Contact Form [#2]
Date: Thursday, October 10, 2013 1:20:54 PM

Comment Type * Official Comment(s) on the MoPac Intersections
Environmental Study

Name * Werner  Klampfl

Email * werner3159@att.net

Address 3502 Denbar Court 
Austin, TX 78739-4429 
United States

Message *

As a resident of Shady Hollow for the past 16 years, I have seen countless "studies" that fail to
recognize core issues or resolve any problems related to traffic in SW Austin. For years we have
been battling over the need to implement the SW IH45 expansion to link IH45 at Mopac with 1626.
The reason this is needed is to address the huge volume of traffic that uses Brodie Lane from
1626 to Slaughter Lane, and along Slaughter Lane to Mopac. The traffic tie-ups at Mopac and
Slaughter are caused by the high volume of Hays County residents needing to turn east on
Slaughter, creating an ever increasing bottleneck. Southbound traffic on Brodie near the Slaughter
intersection is usually at a standstill due to the single lane of traffic towards 1626. By completing
the SW IH45 extension, traffic on Mopac would be able to move smoothly southbound at the
Slaughter intersection because the volume of commuters needing to turn east at Slaught er would
be reduced significantly. A simple lengthening of the turn lane to accommodate additional cars
turning at Slaughter would suffice. Likewise, adding a turn lane at LaCrosse to accommodate
southbound Mopac traffic to turn east onto LaCrosse would free up the current left lane that sees
bottlenecking during peak periods. The left lane should be for through traffic only - not for left
turns onto LaCrosse. The current setup is not only inefficient, but highly dangerous because traffic
in the left lane is more likely to experience crashes involving turning traffic.

Comment #58
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From: Mopac South Contact Form
To: Elizabeth Story; mhurst@ctrma.org; Tricia.Bruck@jacobs.com
Subject: Contact Form [#39]
Date: Tuesday, October 29, 2013 9:05:50 PM

Comment Type * Official Comment(s) on the MoPac Intersections
Environmental Study

Name * Scott  MacLeod

Email * macleodsc@gmail.com

Address 6717 Mitra Dr 
Austin, TX 78739 
United States

Message * I am strongly opposed to the no build options for both
Slaughter and Lacrosse. Traffic is growing on Mopac south
from new residential development, not to mention the
strong potential that Texas 45 will be built to give relief to
the poor residents of Shady Hollow. I am ambivalent about
the over or underpass alternatives, with a bias towards the
lower cost option. However, I do recognize the impact on
residents near Lacrosse and Mopac from an overpass.

Comment #63
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From: Mopac South Contact Form
To: Elizabeth Story; mhurst@ctrma.org; Tricia.Bruck@jacobs.com
Subject: Contact Form [#37]
Date: Tuesday, October 29, 2013 7:31:04 PM

Comment Type * Official Comment(s) on the MoPac Intersections
Environmental Study

Name * Jesse  McLean

Email * jmclean482@gmail.com

Address Circle C Ranch Resident 
Austin, TX 78739 
United States

Message *

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the Mopac Intersection Study. I support
design and construction of new facilities to improve safety and congestion at the Slaughter Lane
and LaCrosse Drive intersections. 

While I believe underpasses would best serve pedestrian/bicycle and neighborhood-friendly
safety/aesthetics, I also understand that hydro-geologic considerations may limit the feasibility of
cutting too deeply below natural grade. Allowing Slaughter Lane and LaCrosse to cross over Mopac
throughlanes would provide a superior human-scale experience; whereas typical overpass designs
are intimidating to the human-scale and often discourage pedestrian/bicycle connectivity from one
side to the other. If overpasses present the most feasible alternative, please place extra emphasis
on retaining the parkway character of Mopac and perhaps breaking away from the typical pillar &
buttress design. 

Considering the efforts that have gone into planning the Violet Crown Trail and previous
openspace set-asides that include trails, any design solution needs to enhance the
pedestrian/bicycle conncectivity between west and east neighborhoods. Due to the high number of
families in the area and the location of neighborhood amenities (veloway & wildflower center on
east side; pool, metro park, retail/eateries on west side) there is great potential for
pedestrian/bicycle users to be in groups and to be less experienced at navigating complex
intersections. 

To the extent it can be provided in the design,softened material transistions (paint schemes,
landscaping, styled light standards, etc.) should be incorporated to help retain neighborhood
aesthetics. +10'-wide natural surface trails (decomposed grantie or similar) that are separate from
the adjacent lanes would help enhance the pedestrian/bicycle experience. Anything that simplifies
the complexity of crossing Mopac and increases safety over current conditions will be an
improvement. 

Thank you for consideration of my comments.

Comment #67
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From: Mopac South Contact Form
To: Elizabeth Story; mhurst@ctrma.org; Tricia.Bruck@jacobs.com
Subject: Contact Form [#49]
Date: Monday, November 04, 2013 1:43:20 PM

Comment Type * Official Comment(s) on the MoPac Intersections
Environmental Study

Name * craig  morgan

Email * cr_morgan@yahoo.com

Address 10433 Snapdragon Dr 
Austin, TX 78739 

Message *

I am happy these projects are finally gaining steam. I have lived in Wildflower Park section of Circle
C for over three years. My neighborhood is at the Northeast corner of the Mopac/Lacrosse
intersection.

I would like to recommend that underpasses at both locations be built, especially at the Lacrosse
intersection. I can already slightly hear traffic on Mopac, but it is not very loud. If an overpass is
built, the noise from cars passing over the elevated structure would become much louder than
what we currently hear. An underpass would be much quieter. Again, I prefer the underpass
condition. The overpass option would be met with a lot of resistance. I would prefer a 'no build'
option to an overpass option. Thank you.

Comment #74
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From: Mopac South Contact Form
To: Elizabeth Story; mhurst@ctrma.org; Tricia.Bruck@jacobs.com
Subject: Contact Form [#31]
Date: Sunday, October 27, 2013 10:03:19 PM

Comment Type * Official Comment(s) on the MoPac Intersections
Environmental Study

Name * Paul  Muehr

Email * Paul.Muehr@AggieNetwork.com

Address 12208 Aralia Ridge Drive 
Austin, TX 78739 
United States

Message *

I take Mopac across Slaughter Lane and Lacrosse everyday to get to/from work and shopping. This
project impacts me a great deal, every day, so I would like to add my comments to the request for
input from the public.

These overpasses are desperately needed today. You won't have any problem getting support from
anyone who drives that stretch of road daily. The fact that the environment study will take 2 years
is quite disappointing. The fact that construction wouldn't even start until after 2015 is more
depressing. 

Please find a way to expedite all of the processes between now and final construction of some
solutions to these bottlenecks. 

Is there anything that can be done to the light cycles to optimize traffic throughput in the years
that we will be waiting for the real solution? 

Suggestions: 
Analyzing the current light cycles for Mopac traffic at Slaughter Lane to see if a more optimized
solution or more sophisticated controller/programming could provide some temporary relief. The
light cycles have had a couple of sudden changes for the worse over the past 2 years, i.e. someone
touched the light cycle and made it worse, literally overnight. This suggests that the current
programming is not optimal.

Adding an inside left turn lane on Mopac as you approach Slaughter Lane from either direction
would help in the interim as would extending the North bound Mopac to East bound right turn at
Slaughter Lane.

Comment #75
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From: Mopac South Contact Form
To: Elizabeth Story; mhurst@ctrma.org; Tricia.Bruck@jacobs.com
Subject: Contact Form [#20]
Date: Friday, October 25, 2013 4:59:37 PM

Comment Type * Official Comment(s) on the MoPac Intersections
Environmental Study

Name * Camille  Nalle

Email * camillenalle@austin.rr.com

Address 6812 Auckland court 
Austin, Tx 78749 
United States

Message * I want my questioner to count has my feedback. This will
ruin CCR and surrounding neighborhoods.

Comment #76
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From: Mopac South Contact Form
To: Elizabeth Story; mhurst@ctrma.org; Tricia.Bruck@jacobs.com
Subject: Contact Form [#38]
Date: Tuesday, October 29, 2013 8:21:44 PM

Comment Type * Official Comment(s) on the MoPac Intersections
Environmental Study

Name * patricia  nebhut

Email * pnebhut1@austin.rr.com

Address 11525 Cherisse Dr 
Austin, TX 78739 
United States

Message *

In regards to Mopac/Slaughter Intersection, issues are the following:
- When travelling NB on Mopac between 5-7pm, only 2-3 cars are able to proceed during each
green light, before it turns red again. Typically takes at least 3 lights before you get through that
intersection
- Turn lane from NB Mopac to EB Slaughter is too short, and cars pass you on the breakdown lane
- SB Mopac traffic, turning WB on Slaughter drive way too fast in the breakdown lane, even with
the turn lane extension
PREFERRED FIX - ROUTE MOPAC UNDER SLAUGHTER (minimize noise)

In regards to Mopac/LaCrosse Intersection, issues are the following:
- SB Mopac traffic, turning EB on LaCross have no lane to the left to get out of the way to make
the turn, slowing down traffic. 
PREFERRED FIX - ROUTE MOPAC UNDER LaCrosse (minimize noise)

Not Asked, but HWY 45 needs to be repainted to better accomodate bicyclists. In many spots, the
bike lane on the right disappears to make a left turn lane, which is very very very dangerous for
the bicyclists. There needs to be more separation between cars and bicycles.

Comment #78
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From: Mopac South Contact Form
To: Elizabeth Story; mhurst@ctrma.org; Tricia.Bruck@jacobs.com
Subject: Contact Form [#43]
Date: Friday, November 01, 2013 12:37:05 PM

Comment Type * Official Comment(s) on the MoPac Intersections
Environmental Study

Name * Christopher  Nelson

Email * christopher.s.nelson@gmail.com

Address 11521 Cherisse Drive 
Austin, TX 78739 
United States

Message *

For what it's worth, as a commuter from the Meridian neighborhood, I would certainly like to see
overpasses or underpasses added at La Crosse and Slaughter to eliminate the need to stop at
those cross streets. With MoPac's speed limit at 65mph going through both intersections, and
given the number of bicyclists around La Crosse and the number of vehicles coming from
Slaughter, the intersections seem increasingly dangerous as well. Lastly, if the extension of 45 to
1626 is ever completed (and I'm certainly in favor of it), the amount of traffic moving *through*
the Slaughter and La Crosse intersections will certainly increase--making the existing delays and
danger even worse if overpasses/underpasses are not put into place.

Thanks for the opportunity to comment.

- Chris Nelson

Comment #79
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From: Mopac South Contact Form
To: Elizabeth Story; mhurst@ctrma.org; Tricia.Bruck@jacobs.com
Subject: Contact Form [#33]
Date: Monday, October 28, 2013 5:20:41 PM

Comment Type * Official Comment(s) on the MoPac Intersections
Environmental Study

Name * Paul  Patek

Email * patekpaul@gmail.com

Address Austin, TX 78748 

Message * Hello,

I would like to suggest that South MoPac go over Slaughter
and La Crosse. 

Also, PLEASE build SH 45 SW already. The excessive traffic
on Brodie Lane b/w Slaughter and 1626 during rush
periods of the day affect our neighborhood negatively by
diminishing Air quality, excessive traffic noise, decreased
safety for children, and makes emergency access difficult.

Paul

Per Texas Transportation Code,
§201.811(a)(5) check each of the
following boxes that apply to you:

I am employed by TxDOT

Comment #87
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From: Wufoo
To: Elizabeth Story; mhurst@ctrma.org; Tricia.Bruck@jacobs.com
Subject: Contact Form [#3]
Date: Friday, October 11, 2013 4:44:43 PM

Comment Type * Official Comment(s) on the MoPac Intersections
Environmental Study

Name * Caroline  Pavlinik

Email * cpavlinik@yahoo.com

Address 4701 Tello Path 
Austin, TX 78749 
United States

Message * I take slaughter to Mopac northbound everyday. There is a
daily traffic back up of at least a mile of vehicles wanting
to turn north onto mopac. Why can't there be two right
turn lanes to enter Mopac from the East side of Slaughter?
There are two receiving lanes for cars entering mopac
northbound from the west side of slaughter but only one
right turn lane for cars entering Mopac northbound from
the East side of slaughter.

this is a daily traffic nightmare! Please consider two right
turn lanes!!!

Comment #88
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From: Mopac South Contact Form
To: Elizabeth Story; mhurst@ctrma.org; Tricia.Bruck@jacobs.com
Subject: Contact Form [#51]
Date: Monday, November 04, 2013 10:43:49 PM

Comment Type * Official Comment(s) on the MoPac Intersections
Environmental Study

Name * Hillary  Prieto

Email * prieto@austin.rr.com

Address 10216 Chaska Cove 
Austin, TX 78739 

Message * I would like to see a safe crossover for pedestrians when
going to/from The Wildflower Center and the west side of
Mopac. Pedestrians and cyclist want to get from one
neighborhood to the other and currently there isn't even a
sidewalk. A dedicated passage/bridge would be ideal. 
I live in the Wildflower section of Circle C and want to keep
the noise level low. Would like to have La Crosse go OVER
Mopac. Please be creative, keep it beautiful and have an
open mind. 
Thanks for your time!

Comment #93
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From: Mopac South Contact Form
To: Elizabeth Story; mhurst@ctrma.org; Tricia.Bruck@jacobs.com
Subject: Contact Form [#17]
Date: Friday, October 25, 2013 11:33:44 AM

Comment Type * Official Comment(s) on the MoPac Intersections
Environmental Study

Name * Shana  Ravnsborg

Email * sravnsborg@yahoo.com

Address 6532 Estana Ln 
Austin, TX 78739 
United States

Message *

I strongly believe the intersections of Mopac with Slaughter and LaCrosse need to be made into
overpasses. In the last 4 months, I've seen 2 near misses in what would have been catastrophic
crashes. One was someone stopped at the red light at LaCrosse, who turned left on NB Mopac into
traffic coming at full speed on a green - at 5 PM on a Sunday. The second was 9:30 PM on a
Monday when heading SB on Mopac (again at full speed) south of Slaughter, only to find a car NB in
the SB lanes - also at full speed. These intersections are extremely unsafe for the highway speeds
involved. They need to be made into over/underpasses for the safety of all of us who drive these
roads everyday.

I also would strongly argue for Mopac to go UNDER Slaughter and Lacrosse. That will allow the
traffic noise to be minimized in the neighborhoods and retain some semblance of the natural
landscape. 

I understand that further development is necessary and important and look forward to the
completion of these projects - and lowering Mopac seems to be such an important aspect to not
destroying the look / feel of the area, while allowing the traffic to flow unimpaired.
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From: Mopac South Contact Form
To: Elizabeth Story; mhurst@ctrma.org; Tricia.Bruck@jacobs.com
Subject: Contact Form [#29]
Date: Sunday, October 27, 2013 12:08:11 PM

Comment Type * Official Comment(s) on the MoPac Intersections
Environmental Study

Name * Rob  Reesor

Email * rob@reesor.net

Address 2700 Bear Springs Trail 
Austin, TX 78748 
United States

Message *

I commute daily on MoPac from Slaughter to Steck and return. MoPac, in general, is years behind
where it needs to be to handle the amount of traffic. On my southbound commute, traffic is
confounded by losing the right lane at 5th Street and, inexplicably, the left (fast lane) at 360.
Finally, traffic is backed up at least to Wm Cannon by the fact that there's a very long stoplight at
Slaughter. Clearly, there are many problems that require solutions. For one, MoPac should over-
pass Slaughter with proper exits like Wm Cannon. Years ago, the problem intersection was Wm
Cannon, then the overpass was built there and all was good for a while. Now the problem has
moved south to Slaughter. They solution is obvious. Of course, LaCross will be the next problem.
Just run frontage lanes from Slaughter to LaCross so people can use that exit.

I lived for several years in Silicon Valley. They managed to stay ahead of highway needs. We should
follow their lead.

Comment #96



MoPac Intersections Environmental Study                    I – 103                    Attachment I

Comment #97



MoPac Intersections Environmental Study                    I – 104                    Attachment I

From: Mopac South Contact Form
To: Elizabeth Story; mhurst@ctrma.org; Tricia.Bruck@jacobs.com
Subject: Contact Form [#30]
Date: Sunday, October 27, 2013 8:17:33 PM

Comment Type * Official Comment(s) on the MoPac Intersections
Environmental Study

Name * Ken  Rigsbee

Email * texas66@aol.com

Address 6406 Old Harbor Lane 
Austin, TX 78739 
United States

Message * This is a follow-up question (I gave comments at the open
house): I'm not sure of the relative elevations, but what
size pump would be required to drain an underpass at
LaCross and MoPac to get the water up to Slaughter Creek?
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From: Mopac South Contact Form
To: Elizabeth Story; mhurst@ctrma.org; Tricia.Bruck@jacobs.com
Subject: Contact Form [#35]
Date: Tuesday, October 29, 2013 12:37:11 PM

Comment Type * Official Comment(s) on the MoPac Intersections
Environmental Study

Name * Chas  Semple

Email * chas.semple@gmail.com

Address 11317 Aden Ct. 
Austin, TX 78739 
United States

Message * Mopac underpassing Slaughter would materially reduce my
current commute time, and would appropriately anticipate
future growth of the region. I feel that too many people are
espousing concern about growing pains, and I don't feel
that enough concern is being voiced about the pains that
will come from being inadequately prepared for growth.
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From: Mopac South Contact Form
To: Elizabeth Story; mhurst@ctrma.org; Tricia.Bruck@jacobs.com
Subject: Contact Form [#40]
Date: Thursday, October 31, 2013 8:45:36 AM

Comment Type * Official Comment(s) on the MoPac Intersections Environmental Study

Name * Alan  Sinton

Email * alan.sinton@att.net

Address 10214 Broomflower Drive 
Austin, Texas 78739 
United States

Message *

In the examples shown there are underpasses and overpasses for Slaughter Ln. but in either case there is no representation for a Diverging Diamond configuration.
For examples of this type of interchange please see https://www.google.com/search?
q=diverging+diamond+interchange&espv=210&es_sm=119&source=lnms&tbm=isch&sa=X&ei=31xyUtzIA8nNsASRyIDgAw&ved=0CAkQ_AUoAQ&biw=1018&bih=626.
I think that such a solution would enable higher through put for East bound traffic on Slaughter to enter the North bound Mopac traffic lanes. Per the below
mentioned code §201.811(a)(5), my wife is an employee of TxDOT but I send this message independently.
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From: Mopac South Contact Form
To: Elizabeth Story; mhurst@ctrma.org; Tricia.Bruck@jacobs.com
Subject: Contact Form [#36]
Date: Tuesday, October 29, 2013 7:15:31 PM

Comment Type * Official Comment(s) on the MoPac Intersections
Environmental Study

Name * Stephen  Smith

Email * ssmith7453@yahoo.com

Address 6409 Antigo Lane 
Austin, Texas 78739 
United States

Message *

I think that MoPac should become an UNDERPASS at Slaughter and an Overpass at LaCross. The
underpass makes more sense at Slaughter sense there seems to be a large rise there already that
it would be easier to make an underpass by excavation. It is also a major road with commerce all
over it already....so going up over it would seem to be more problematic. The next intersection at
La Cross is much smaller so, it seems a bridge over that would work easier and less expensive.
At the end of the day, traveling back to the burbs from in town on Mopac is just ludicrous when it
gets to the long stops and traffic at Slaughter. An overpass or underpass, either one would be
great for the traffic movements around there. The La Cross intersection just is a few people
turning off it....and causing a major slow down for the majority of folks that are passing it by....and
causing a lot of near wrecks as people slam on their brakes their.
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From: Mopac South Contact Form
To: Elizabeth Story; mhurst@ctrma.org; Tricia.Bruck@jacobs.com
Subject: Contact Form [#34]
Date: Monday, October 28, 2013 7:38:34 PM

Comment Type * Official Comment(s) on the MoPac Intersections
Environmental Study

Name * Eric  Southers

Email * esouthers@gmail.com

Address 4541 Corran Ferry Loop 
Austin, TX 78749 
United States

Message *

I think the obvious fix is to have Mopac under the Slaughter and La Crosse streets with limited-
access exit ramps for each, which looks like how it was planned originally. However, I do have an
alternative which may seem controversial at first glance, but could alleviate the rush hour traffic
issues while not being near as expensive of a fix and the construction would be a fraction of the
time.

Restrict left turns during rush hour periods, while constructing U-turn lanes at both Mopac
intersections.

This will allow the traffic light cycle time to be much shorter and therefore more freely moving
traffic on Mopac during the higher traffic times. Only straights and right turns are allowed. Thus,
allowing both north/south and east/west traffic lights to be green at the same time, and
alternating between just those 2 options.

For example: Driving Mopac southbound wanting to turn left onto Slaughter eastbound, at 5pm on
a weekday. Left turns onto Mopac and Slaughter are restricted at this time. You would drive
straight at the Slaughter Lane intersection and take the U-turn at La Crosse. Travel Mopac
northbound and take a right onto Slaughter eastbound. 

Another example: Assume you were driving eastbound on Slaughter Lane and wanting to go Mopac
north again during a restricted left turn time. Therefore you would take Mopac south (via a right
turn "keep moving" lane or yield sign to merge onto Mopac south). Upon approaching the La
Crosse intersection, you would then take the new U-turn lane and proceed Mopac north back
toward and through the Slaughter Ln intersection. [Another option would be: at the Mopac
intersection go straight on Slaughter eastbound and U-turn onto Slaughter westbound at Sendera
Mesa Dr intersection and then take a right on Mopac northbound]

Of course this solution adds miles to the trip, but it keeps the traffic flowing at a much higher
rate.

Some of the money saved could be used to fully implement a Mopac South on-ramp from Davis
Lane and a Mopac North off-ramp to Davis Lane, as well as U-turn lanes at Davis lane.

The downside of this is educating local drivers and providing adequate signage and a way to block
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people from being able to take left turns during the restricted times.

Looking forward to seeing whatever solution is chosen implemented.

Eric
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From: Mopac South Contact Form
To: Elizabeth Story; mhurst@ctrma.org; Tricia.Bruck@jacobs.com
Subject: Contact Form [#28]
Date: Saturday, October 26, 2013 7:39:14 PM

Comment Type * Official Comment(s) on the MoPac Intersections
Environmental Study

Name * James  Suiter

Email * suite5283@gmail.com

Address 7412 wisteria valley dr 
Austin, TX 78739 

Message * South MoPac project.....

Prefer for MoPac to run underneath both Slaughter and
LaCrosse to keep the asthetics intact by not having huge
overpasses.
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Comment #115
From: Mopac South Contact Form
To: Elizabeth Story; mhurst@ctrma.org; Tricia.Bruck@jacobs.com
Subject: Contact Form [#8]
Date: Thursday, October 24, 2013 11:03:04 PM

Comment Type * Official Comment(s) on the MoPac Intersections
Environmental Study

Name * Jay  Taylor

Email * jay@cre8tiveapps.com

Address 6120 Dedham Lane 
Austin, TX 78739 

Message *

I strongly oppose the development of any over/under passes at Mopac/Slaughter or
Mopac/LaCrosse. Any construction of such a nature would severely impact the environment, the
water table and create unwanted noise. It would also detract from the neighborhood and not make
our streets any safer. 

While we do need to improve the congestion that builds at Slaughter/Mopac, this could be done
without taking on such an expensive and environmentally destructive project. The addition of
dedicated left turn lanes at Slaughter/Mopac and extending the right turn lane would meet the
needs of the drivers. It is easy to see that during rush hour, most traffic is turning left to go over
to Shady Hollow and Sendera neighborhoods. The amount of traffic that continues south on Mopac
to 45 is minimal in comparison. Therefore, construction of an over/underpass at LaCrosse is not
needed nor warranted. 

Respectfully,
Jay Taylor
Circle C Resident
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From: Mopac South Contact Form
To: Elizabeth Story; mhurst@ctrma.org; Tricia.Bruck@jacobs.com
Subject: Contact Form [#12]
Date: Friday, October 25, 2013 8:45:44 AM

Comment Type * Official Comment(s) on the MoPac Intersections
Environmental Study

Name * Jennifer  Taylor

Email * jentaylor1015@gmai.com

Address 5105 Bluestar Drive 
Austin, TX 78746 

Message *

I am against the overpasses at La Crosse and Slaughter. The underpasses are not necessary and
will cause the neighbors who live very near La Crosse and Slaughter to lose value in their homes, it
will create more light and noise pollution, more pollution and it is only being built in anticipation
of a SH45 expansion, which may or may not happen - as SH45 has not been cleared by a Federal
environmental study (and due to the delicate nature of the land it will be built over will probably
NOT be cleared for construction). The ONLY POSSIBLE underpass (Yes UNDERPASS) may be at
Slaughter, totally not needed at La Crosse as that intersection goes directly through the Circle C
neighborhood with houses backing up to Mopac. You need to take the concerns of the people who
will be directly impacted by this construction, not the commuters who will pass through but not
have to deal with the negative impacts of the overpasses. Also, these are TOLLED pr ojects - I'm
against tolls.

Comment #116



MoPac Intersections Environmental Study                    I – 126                    Attachment I

From: Mopac South Contact Form
To: Elizabeth Story; mhurst@ctrma.org; Tricia.Bruck@jacobs.com
Subject: Contact Form [#14]
Date: Friday, October 25, 2013 9:38:47 AM

Comment Type * Official Comment(s) on the MoPac Intersections
Environmental Study

Name * Mike  Taylor

Email * mike.taylor.atx@gmail.com

Address 5105 Bluestar Drive 
Austin, TX 78739 
United States

Message * I'm against any expansion of MoPac's southern end.
Overpasses at Slaughter & LaCrosse stand to ruin that
section of SW Travis County & the residential areas of Circle
C. As an expansion of 290/71 through the Y in Oak Hill is
the more pressing project - through more of a commercial,
and not residential, area - let's focus efforts on directing
traffic that way without disrupting the environmentally
sensitive Edwards aquifer and the Circle C neighborhood.

Comment #117



MoPac Intersections Environmental Study                    I – 127                    Attachment I

H – 48

Comment #118



MoPac Intersections Environmental Study                    I – 128                    Attachment I

From: Mopac South Contact Form
To: Elizabeth Story; mhurst@ctrma.org; Tricia.Bruck@jacobs.com
Subject: Contact Form [#48]
Date: Monday, November 04, 2013 8:02:33 AM

Comment Type * Official Comment(s) on the MoPac Intersections
Environmental Study

Name * Barry  Thormahlen

Email * bthormahlen@austin.rr.com

Address 4906 Alta Loma Dr. 
Austin, TX 78749 

Message *

Melissa, 
I just received the Post Card notice of the Public Scoping Meeting and Open House meeting on
Nov. 7th, 2013 for the MoPac South Environmental Study.

For over 2 ½ years I have been suggestions two short term quick fixes on how to help relieve
congestion on North Bound (NB) MoPac (LP1) at Davis Lane and SBL1 at William Canyon.

I suggested that the three NB lanes of LP1 be extended south to Davis Lane on ramp, the
pavement is already in-place. This one act of re-stripping would help decrease Davis Lane NB on
ramp traffic , which backs up a ¼ mile down Davis Lane in the mornings. This on ramp traffic
currently back up NBL1 because it is only 2 lanes wide.

FYI, Davis Lane is being widened right now, so more traffic will be coming WB down Davis Lane to
get on MoPac. 

See one of the e-mails I sent almost 2 yrs. ago. 
I was told over 2 ½ years ago that an Environmental Study would have to be done before these
lanes could be re-stripped.
How long does it take to completes this type of study. ____ Has it even begin. ______

My other suggestion: was for SBL1 to extend the 3 lanes another ½ mile past where the SB William
Canyon on ramp where it merges onto SBL1. 
Note: SBL1 concrete pavement is in place, only re-stripping would be required.

In the afternoon this merging traffic backs up the SBL1 at the SB William Canyon off ramp.
This area is a real mess in the afternoon. 

If a short section of concrete or asphalt pavement were lid between the two long concrete bridges
(South of William Canyon) on SBL1, the 3 SB lanes could be extended another mile. This would be
well past where the William Canyon on ramp traffic mergers onto SBL1, this would greatly relieve
the back-up caused by this SB on ramp traffic from William Canyon. 

Thank you for your interest.
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Barry Thormahlen
4906 Alta Loma Dr. (near Davis Lane @ L1)
Austin TX, 78749

Per Texas Transportation Code,
§201.811(a)(5) check each of the
following boxes that apply to you:

I am employed by TxDOT

Comment #119, Con’t
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From: Mopac South Contact Form
To: Elizabeth Story; mhurst@ctrma.org; Tricia.Bruck@jacobs.com
Subject: Contact Form [#41]
Date: Thursday, October 31, 2013 2:48:22 PM

Comment Type * Official Comment(s) on the MoPac Intersections
Environmental Study

Name * Nick  Vranes

Email * hooraynick@gmail.com

Address 2004 OCallahan Dr 
Austin, TX 78748 
United States

Message * Please build underpasses and/or overpasses immediately.
Make MoPac a true expressway and relieve the traffic
congestion at these intersections. Don't kick this can down
the road or soon enough south MoPac will be just like the
rest of the roadway and there won't be room to expand.
South Austin is booming and more homes equals more
demand for the road. I care absolutely nothing about an
environmental impact. Build the road now! Tax me if you
need to! Toll it if you need to!
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From: Mopac South Contact Form
To: Elizabeth Story; mhurst@ctrma.org; Tricia.Bruck@jacobs.com
Subject: Contact Form [#44]
Date: Saturday, November 02, 2013 11:19:29 AM

Comment Type * Official Comment(s) on the MoPac Intersections
Environmental Study

Name * Marian  Wallace

Email * marian.wallace@att.net

Address 5004 Tiger Lily Way 
Austin, TX 78739 
United States

Message * For the intersection at MoPac and Slaughter, please do an
underpass vs. an overpass and use standard intersection
lights for the frontage road. Do NOT use circles or any
goofy traffic patterns! Thank you -
Marian Wallace
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From: Mopac South Contact Form
To: Elizabeth Story; mhurst@ctrma.org; Tricia.Bruck@jacobs.com
Subject: Contact Form [#45]
Date: Sunday, November 03, 2013 5:08:18 PM

Comment Type * Official Comment(s) on the MoPac Intersections
Environmental Study

Name * Scott  Wallace

Email * Scott.Wallace@Jacobs.com

Address 5004 Tiger Lily Way 
Austin, TX 78739 
United States

Message *

I use the LaCrosse/MoPac intersection multiple times a day as it is the only way out of our
neighborhood. In the last 10 years it has gone from non-signalized (with multiple fatalities) to
signalized (with multiple accidents) and continues to grow in usage. In particular the geometrics,
sight distance, proximity higher speed south of the intersection, etc on the NB side make it a
dangerous intersection. An interchange is needed for saftety and to accommodate future traffic.
Due to the crest in MoPac and proximity to nearby houses and teh Wildflower Center, an
underpass should be built. The noise levels in these quiet neighborhoods and the tranquil
Wildflower Center would be greatly increased by an overpass.

Per Texas Transportation Code,
§201.811(a)(5) check each of the
following boxes that apply to you:

I do business with TxDOT
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Attachment J
 Court Reporter 

Comment Transcript
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