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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

Bike Austin on August 16, 2013

Downtown Austin Alliance on August 19, 2013
Hill Country Conservancy on August 23, 2013
The Trail Foundation on September 6, 2013
Shady Hollow on September 9, 2013

Circle C HOA on September 10, 2013

NoOohM~WD
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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

11.0Id 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

e 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:
e Fact Sheet - MoPac South Environmental Study
e 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

First

Date | Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response
Name Name
Support for underpasses Comment noted.
Oct. Comment | prefer MoPac underpasses at all intersection changes. The last thing we need are P P '
Aitchison Beuce 24, Form elevated flyovers to ruin the views (modest views) that we presently enjoy. Thanks for Concerns about chanaes This study will include a collaborative approach called context
2013 asking for my comment to current view 9 sensitive solutions to develop transportation facilities that fit
' within its surroundings.
Questions
1-What measures are being taken to make sure that car traffic coming from Comment noted.
'”tefsec“o.” of RR 1826 and SH 45 anq heading North on MoPac is not hindered by Concerned about effects 1.) and 2.) See SH 45SW is being considered under a
traffic coming from RR 1626 and heading North also on MoPac? X . . L
. ; . . from traffic coming from separate study; please visit www.sh45sw.com for
o 2-From the perspective of a car driver heading south on MoPac going to the . . .
ct. intersection of 1826 and SH45 and hindered b RR 1826, RR 1626 and more information. This comment has been shared
Altal Saad 31, Web Malil a. Slaughter/MoPac intersection y SH 45SW. with the SH 45SW Study Team.
2013 b. Drivers South on MoPac but taking 1626 to go to Manchaca/Buda/Kyle Sl In I|ght.of the pubhq Input recglved in fall 2013 aqd
o . . - Support for overpass at continuing engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections
3- Are you considering elevated structures? it help with environment... examples . 4 .
> . S Slaughter Lane. Team is focusing on the design of an underpass at
a. 1626/SH45 joint can be elevated in both directions...or even better see below both Slauahter Lane and La Crosse Avenue
b. MoPac create an overpass over Slaughter to bypass it and that overpass continue 9 '
(elevated) to RR 1626 Thank you
Comment noted.
| just attended the open hpuse held on Thursday, October 24. | am supmitting In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing
comments from that meeting electronically rather than hard copy. Having reviewed ; . : ; : ;
i . ; engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing
the options, | am in favor of MoPac being constructed as an overpass at the two .
SR . . . . S . : on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La
subject intersections. | believe this configuration is especially important for the La Crosse Avenue
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 . . o . . .

. . g . . ; All highway illumination will be designed to conform with the
the Circle C neighborhood to via underpass rather than on a bridge will make this latest edition of the TxDOT Hiahwav lllumination Manual
more manageable. Obviously, aesthetics, light pollution, and noise impacts are also : ghway © '
hi . . . L . ; Support for overpasses. Analyses will be conducted to determine the warrant and

igh on the list of important design elements for this intersection, both during : : o e
. . : . . extent of continuous illumination and safety lighting along
construction and for the completed project. Any design should include appropriate . ) ; e )
| : L . : e . . Support for interim ramps and at intersections. The decision-making procedures
andscaping and minimize night time lighting to the extent practical. Lastly, | believe ; : . U .
- . : i improvements such as that govern highway illumination in Texas do contain
Oct. the team could make significant, low cost improvements to these intersections today . h : ; .
Archer Aaron 28 Web Mail to make the safer and easier to navigate until this project is completed. | have dedicated I_eft-tu_rn lanes provisions for gddre_ssmg sky gIow_and “g.ht lrespass issues,
20' ) . . . . I and extending right-turn including consideration for alternative luminaires (e.g. LED)
13 submitted some of the suggestions in a prior message. Specifically, a dedicated left .
. lanes. and glare shields.
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 Concerns about lightin The Mobility Authority is considering improvements such as
southbound MoPac at Slaughter would improve traffic and reduce the risk of collision. : gnting, . DIty y g Imp .
noise, and aesthetics. signal timing, ramp reversals, restriping, turn lanes, etc. in
These improvements could be made now. Please also review the design of the conjunction with the grade separations at La Crosse Avenue
. . ; o ) and Slaughter Lane.
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. An assessment of potential environmental impacts includin
Please do not recreate this intersection at Slaughter. Provide an exit ramp of land use. socio eC(?nomics arks. cultural respources soils 9
appropriate length to accommodate the queue and keep traffic flowing on MoPac. As hazardofjs materials. ve eiaption \'Nildlife threatened ’and '
you probably already know from traffic counts, a majority of traffic is turning left on endangered species, wa%er reso'urces V\;ater quality (Edwards
Slaughter from southbound MoPac at this intersection. Aquifer), floodplains, traffic noise, air quality, visual and
aesthetics resources is included in this study.
Comment noted.
oct Comment If it rains 10” in 5 hours, it is likely to flood even a well-drained underpass. | strongly Support for overpasses. . . . .
Baker John K. 24, . . . A comprehensive drainage analysis is being performed.
Form favor overpass for both streets. Even well designed drains will plug often. . S > 4 . .
2013 Concerns about drainage. | Designing for proper drainage will be an integral part of either

option.
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary
Last First .
# Date | Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response
Name Name
Comment noted.
ls\lieﬁgltg#]ril:]pr:\:% raffic See SH 45SW is being considered under a separate study;
Stoplights at Slaughter And N. MoPac only stays green for a few seconds 9 g please visit www.sh45sw.com for more information. This
Oct. . ) i . lengthen turn lanes. -
5 Barden Eric 24 Comment Fast growth requires a coordinated response, especially with new development on 45 comment has been shared with the SH 45SW Study Team.
: Form & imminent construction of SW SH45 .
2013 . : Need coordinated . I S
Right turn lane is too short at Slaughter response taking into The Mobility Authority is considering improvements such as
P g signal timing, ramp reversals, restriping, turn lanes, etc. in
account SH 45SW. . . ; .
conjunction with the grade separations at La Crosse Avenue
and Slaughter Lane.
Comment noted.
The current design of the intersections at Slaughter & MoPac and La Crosse &
MoPac create significant traffic congestion do to poor traffic management. Traffic In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing
lights which control traffic on MoPac in the direction of heavy traffic during high engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing
Oct. commute periods are often very short duration and therefore do not relieve the SubpoIt for OVernasses on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La
6 Barnes Bill 25, Web Malil backed up traffic. Recommendation is to eliminate the lights altogether and update angpt)ransit P Crosse Avenue.
2013 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- Regional commuter rail, bus rapid transit, urban rail and transit
rail service or "downtown direct" bus service with a suburban commuter station at the express lanes are being studied under a separate project
loading/unloading terminal (non-downtown). called Project Connect; please visit www.projectconnect.com/
for more information.
Support for No-Build Comment noted.
. Oct. : I do not want any construction to increase the capacity of south MoPac! | oppose the Alternative . . .
7 Bastian Theresa 24, Web Malil - ' ' See SH 45SW is being considered under a separate study;
building of SH 45SW as well! o ; : .
2013 Opposition to SH 45SW please visit www.sh45sw.com for more information. This
P " | comment has been shared with the SH 45SW Study Team.
Comment noted.
Oct. Place cycle and pedestrian lanes a buffered distance from traffic. Safer for cyclist. Support for bike and Pedestngn and bicycle access V.V'” t.)e acg:ommod_ated at each
Comment . . . ; . intersection. Also, we are coordinating with the Hill Country
8 Baze Jason 24, Make bike lanes out of sidewalk type wearing surface. Asphalt is much more costly pedestrian paths — ; : .
Form . . . . . Conservancy regarding the Violet Crown Trail
2013 than side walk in cost savings will be realize. separate from roadway. i .
(http://www.hillcountryconservancy.org/land-
projects/violetcrowntrail/) and the City of Austin regarding the
Circle C Trail.
Comment noted.
Oct I'm aware there was a meet and greet today about the MoPac South intersection Support No-Build
' . "improvements". While | wasn't able to attend, I'm told there was a vote being taken Alternative. Participants at the meet and greet were invited to offer
9 Beckley Donna 24, Web Malil . . . e . .
2013 for options of an overpass, an underpass, and no construction. | would like qff|C|aIIy comments 'and provide opinions gbout thg nature of the
log my vote as NO CONSTRUCTION. Please TxDOT leave southwest Austin alone! Request to log vote. transportation problem and possible solutions. No vote was
taken.
Tunnel under both Slaughter and La Crosse. Comment noted.
Oct. Anything else would be a waste of resources. . . : . -
10 Bloor Daniel 25, Web Malil They tunneled under Boston harbor while | lived there. We should be able to tunnel Support for tunnel. In I|ght Of. the pubhg input received in f"?‘” 2013 anq continuing
. . . . . engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing
2013 under these two intersections! | cannot believe the estimated 2-3 year study time .
. : . on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La
period. Get to work and get this project done. Crosse Avenue
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary
Last First .
# Date | Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response
Name Name
Comment noted.
Improvements to MoPac South from Cesar Chavez Street to
: Slaughter Lane are part of a separate study, please visit
Concerns about impacts . . )
: www.MoPacSouth.com for more information. This comment
No! No! to the environment and ;
Oct. inf ion looks a litl ivulated aivi . do fi d d has been shared with the MoPac South Study Team.
11 Bosada Davis 24 Comment But as | see, information looks a little manipulated giving options to do first and notdo | economy.
20’13 Form last. Impact on the area, environmental, economic. An assessment of potential environmental impacts includin
MoPac N to S starting on Davis a dedicated lane to Slaughter, U turn on MoPac. Support for U-turn at : poten b ing
land use, socio economics, parks, cultural resources, soils,
Slaughter Lane. ) . -
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.
Support No-Build Comment noted.
Oct. Putting overpasses/underpasses on MoPac at Slaughter and La Crosse will Alternative.
12 Brawn B. 25, Web Mail negatively impact the local community and property values. Please help keep MoPac The potential for direct, indirect and/or cumulative adverse
2013 local and reject the proposal for overpasses/underpasses. Concern about property community impacts will be evaluated with all alternatives being
values. considered.
Comment noted.
Oct. As an immediate help, please extend the turning lane on MoPac headed south that Support for the extension . Lo C
. Comment . ; The Mobility Authority is considering improvements such as
13 Brelsford Kevin 24, = allows right turn from southbound MoPac onto Slaughter heading west. It would of turn lanes at Slaughter . L 2 .
orm . rd . . : signal timing, ramp reversals, restriping, turn lanes, etc. in
2013 beneficial to extend that 3™ lane/ turning lane to Davis Lane Lane and Davis Lane. . . ; .
conjunction with the grade separations at La Crosse Avenue
and Slaughter Lane.
Oct. Prefer the option of MoPac under La Crosse as | would rather look at road surface Support for underpasses. Comment noted.
Comment S .
14 Brotherton | James 24, than see underpass from our subdivision. There would be less noise and overall , . . . . -
Form : . . ; . o . . A traffic noise analysis and consideration of potential impacts
2013 traffic noise with this option. Easier in and out for us to get to community pool. Concerns about noise. . . . :
to the Edwards Aquifer will be part of this environmental study.
Oct. Comment I think the MoPac under La Crosse and Slaughter would be the best plan. The view Support for underpasses.
15 Brotherton | Nancy 24, in the wildflower park would be more attractive. The access in and out would be less , Comment noted.
Form Concerns view from LBJ
2013 cumbersome. :
Wildflower Center.
Comment noted.
. L The No-Build Alternative assumes the proposed MoPac
No-Build Alternative is : ) . :
u . . Intersections project would not be built but does include all
Oct. No build” is bogus. There are several small scale improvements that could be bogus. L . )
. Comment . g . . other transportation improvements in the Capital Area
16 Bunch Bill 24, implemented to improve traffic flow. These should be considered as the best, more . . T
Form . Metropolitan Planning Organization’s 2035 Long Range
2013 affordable and solvent option Support for smaller scale . . o .
; Transportation Plan. The No-Build Alternative is considered
improvements. . . .
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

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.

Options are unreasonably
constrained.

Support for smaller scale
improvements.

# EEL A7 Date | Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response
Name Name
Please accept these comments on the MoPac South Intersections environmental Comment noted.
study, as part of the "open house" comment period, and submitted on behalf of the
Save Our Springs Alliance. Could not find purpose One of the interactive exhibits displayed at this event was
and need statement at labeled “What is the problem?”. It defined our current
First, it was our understanding that the point of the exercise, in significant part, was to | meeting or on website. understanding of the problems at these intersections. The
gain public input on a draft purpose and need statement. However, such a statement, purpose behind this exhibit was to gain public input on the
if it exists, was not displayed at the meeting nor is it found on the MoPac Intersections need for improvements by defining the problem. The
environmental study website. If it is on there somewhere, it is well hidden and cannot information gained from this exhibit, comments and surveys
be readily found. | spent considerable time looking and could not find it posted online will inform the development of the purpose and need
anywhere. Please provide a copy, together with any other key initial study documents, statement. There will be opportunity for comment on the
at your earliest convenience. We would like to comment on the purpose and need purpose and need at a future public meeting. The exhibits
statement, if one exists. displayed at this meeting are included in Attachment B.
The display graphics on the website either never download or take forever to Experienced problems The documents posted on the website were reviewed to
download. | tried it on several computers and had the same problems. These files are downloading graphic on ensure that they could be easily downloaded with a variety of
not that complicated and could easily be sized for quick loading as image files, website. internet speeds. No other feedback was received that the files
without all the underlying data files. Please make the websites functional -- the same could not be downloaded and over 500 people viewed the
applies to the 45SW and MoPac South website files from the meet and greet Virtual Open House webpage. Google analytics from the
. Nov. . meetings. If it's not a file size issue, then it is some other glitch that should be fixed. It webpage are available in Attachment C.
17 Bunch Bill ‘21613 Web Maill | s hot enough to pretend that these are posted for public access and viewing.

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 First .
# Date | Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response
Name Name
The project is not appropriate for a Categorical Exclusion, given the environmentally Project is not appropriate | The Mobility Authority, TxDOT and FHWA have agreed that
sensitive context, the scale of the construction required, the potential impacts on for a Categorical this project meets the definition of an environmental
neighbors, the Wildflower Center, City of Austin public parks and preserve lands, Exclusion. assessment.
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, Improvements to MoPac | The MoPac Intersections project has independent utility.
stand-alone project. Intersections is not a Improvements to the Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue
separate project, it should | intersections would have operational utility without having to
It is also misleading and unsound to separate this project out and pretend that it is a be analyzed together with | make any other improvements to existing MoPac South or SH
freestanding project and not part of the RMA's larger plan to build a tolled loop MoPac South and SH 45SW, and would function without the construction of SH
connecting South MoPac to Interstate 35. The proposed "intersections” are part and 45SW. 45SW to the east.
parcel to the connected MoPac South and 45SW "projects," as well as with the
second phase of 45SW connecting from 1626 to 1-35. Certainly the RMA's "toll and SH 45SW is being considered under a separate study; please
revenue studies" will show that the projects are financially and functionally integrated visit www.sh45sw.com for more information. This comment
and should thus be analyzed together. has been shared with the SH 45SW Study Team.
Cooperating the Wildflower Center leadership as a "partner” paid to consult on the Improvements to MoPac South from Cesar Chavez Street to
17 Nov. project does not reduce the impact on the Center, its gardens, and its hundreds of Slaughter Lane are part of a separate study, please visit
coﬁt Bunch Bill 4, Web Malil thousands of annual visitors. The arrangement only adds further questions about the www.MoPacSouth.com for more information. This comment
' 2013 reliability of the studies now underway. The elevated overpasses, combined with the has been shared with the MoPac South Study Team.
much higher travel speeds, will significantly increase noise, air and light pollution to
the Wildflower Center, adjacent homes, adjacent businesses, and adjacent park and Concerns about the LBJ The Ecosystem Design Group, which is part of the LBJ
preserve lands. Wildflower Center’s Wildflower Center, is helping evaluate the current level of
involvement in the ecosystem function along the MoPac corridor and making
Please confirm by return email that these comments were received. project. 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 .
Comment noted.
Oct. A Shared-use path, regardless of the build option would greatly improve conditions for | Support for a physically _Pedestngn and bicycle access V.V'” pe acpommodgted at each
. Comment : . . . : . intersection. Also, we are coordinating with the Hill Country
18 Chapman | Aleksiina 24, cyclists and pedestrians. Grade separations and physical separation from vehicular separated shared-use ding the Violet Crown Trail
2013 Form traffic could make this into an attractive area to bike and walk. path. Cons.ervancy.regar Ing '
(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 First .
# Date | Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response
Name Name
Comment noted.

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

Concerns: 2) In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and
1) Potential for increased traffic noise to adversely affect visitors to the Wildflower continuing engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections
Center, which would reduce visitor ship in the future. We rely on admission fees to Team is focusing on the design of an underpass at
support the operation of the center — so a drop in visitor ship could potential adversely both Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue.
affect the center. 3) All highway illumination will be designed to conform
2) We have a concern that a new intersection, depending on how it is designed, could Concern about traffic with the latest edition of the TxDOT Highway
adversely affect public access to the center. We would like to work with you to insure noise. reduced public lllumination Manual. Analyses will be conducted to
a positive outcome on this issue. ' -€adp determine the warrant and extent of continuous
Oct. C S ) - . . access (during and after ) o o
omment 3) Lighting. We would like to see roadway lighting that does not increase light . . illumination and safety lighting along ramps and at
19 Clary Karen H. 24, L S > - construction), light . : s .
Form pollution in the vicinity of the W.F.C. We would like to see designs that actually . . intersections. The decision-making procedures that
2013 . . ; - . pollution, and possible : . S .
reduce the current light pollution over MoPac OVERALL, including from headlights on invasive species at the govern highway illumination in Texas do contain
vehicles. . P provisions for addressing sky glow and light trespass
; ; . . . Wildflower Center. ; . . . ) :
4) Invasive species — we have concerns about the spread of invasive species from issues, including consideration for alternative
the highway right of way to the wildflower center. We would like to work with you on luminaires (e.g. LED) and glare shields.
best management practices to resolve this issue. 4) Seeding and replanting will be completed in
5) Public access during construction phase — we are concerned that construction may accordance with Executive Order 13112 on Invasive
block public access to the W.F.C. We would like to work with you to insure that public Species (www.invasivespeciesinfo.gov
access is not affected. Nlaws/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.

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

Oct. We (the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center) have concerns about the following: ancern about traffic : Contlnglng engineering analygs, MoPac Intersections
Comment . : : . noise and reduced public Team is focusing on the design of an underpass at
20 Clary Karen H. 24, 1 — increased roadway noise from traffic — affecting ;
Form . . . : access to the Wildflower both Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue. An
2013 2 — effect of a new intersection negatively affecting access to the W.F.C.
Center. 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.
The intersections at MoPac and slaughter and MoPac/La Crosse need either an
: o ; . . . Comment noted.
underpass or an overpass. The simple fact is this area is growing rapidly. Given how
Oct. car centric our culture is traffic needs must be met. Whether the answer is an . . . . -
: ; . o L . Support for most cost- In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing
21 Cohen Jeff 25, Web Malil underpass or an overpass, | don’t know but whichever is in the opinion of professional . : . . . : : :
. . - effective option. engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing
2013 engineers the best and most cost effective option is the one that should be chose. .
. . . : ; on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La
given how much protection the aquifer receives already | do nothing an Crosse Avenue
underpass/overpass would have much of a long term effect '
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary
Last First .
# Date | Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response
Name Name
Comment noted.
An underpass seems to have the least environmental impact as | can tell. Had a An assessment of potential environmental impacts includin
Oct. study been done regarding impact on the aquifer with an underpass at Slaughter and | Support for option with . poten P ing
Comment 4 . ; land use, socio economics, parks, cultural resources, soils,
22 Cohen Tara 24, La Crosse? In the end whichever option (under or overpass) has the least the least environmental ) . S
Form ; . ) ) L . hazardous materials, vegetation, wildlife, threatened and
2013 environmental impact to the surrounding areas should be implemented. No action is impact. . )
. endangered species, water resources, water quality (Edwards
NOT an option. Thank you. ; . . ; . . :
Aquifer), floodplains, traffic noise, air quality, visual and
aesthetics resources is included in this study.
Comment noted.
Oct. | drive this intersections every day to get to work. I'm looking forward to any _Pedestngn and bicycle access V.V'” be ac<_:omm0d_ated at each
. Comment . : . . . intersection. Also, we are coordinating with the Hill Country
23 Cortez Tiffany 24, improvement done to MoPac. Whether it be under or over MoPac is not importantto | Support for a bike lane. ; , .
Form . : . . Conservancy regarding the Violet Crown Trail
2013 me, but including bike lane would be a big safety plus. i .
(http://www.hillcountryconservancy.org/land-
projects/violetcrowntrail/) and the City of Austin regarding the
Circle C Trail.
Comment noted.
Oct. . . . . Interest in effect SH . . . )
. Comment Thank you for your information and opportunity to respond. Any info on IH45 SH 45SW is being considered under a separate study; please
24 Criswell Barret 24, . . 45SW would have on - . - .
2013 Form extension & how this would affect MoPac @ Slaughter & La Crosse Ave. MoPac Intersections visit www.sh455w.c_om for more information. This comment
' has been shared with the SH 45SW Study Team.
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.
| believe the overpass over Slaughter is the best solution & probably more cost Support for overpasses.
effective. Underground poses flooding problems, getting too close to pipe lines & . . . .
Oct. : ! . A comprehensive drainage analysis is being performed.
. Comment possible caves/ creeks. We can use current road as ramps to get off in our Concerns about drainage, " > d . .
25 Dally Senovia 24, ; : Designing for proper drainage will be an integral part of either
Form neighborhood too. In regards to La Crosse | would think the overpass could go over streams, karst features, .
2013 L \ ST - option.
La Crosse, wish it would go pass Escarpment but I'm sure this will be your next and underground utilities
project related to underpasses. 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.
Comment noted.
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing
Okay. We live in an area that's affected by the noise from MoPac and Slaughter, engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing
: ) . . . . Support for underpasses. | on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La
Court Slaughter in the morning, MoPac in the evening, and we would like to have an option
Oct. . ) X Crosse Avenue.
. . Reporter/ that would reduce the sound, preferably the underpass at both locations if possible. .
26 David Cindy 24, o : . Concerns about traffic
Verbal We do want to make sure that Slaughter Creek isn't affected by its capacity to carry . . , . . . . -
2013 . o . A noise, drainage and A traffic noise analysis and consideration of potential impacts
Comments | water away from the neighborhood in either of the options, and we would like it to be . ; . . .
. e aesthetics. to the Edwards Aquifer will be part of this environmental study.
as pretty as possible. That's it.
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 First .
# Date | Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response
Name Name
Comment noted.
If it is necessary to construct overpasses at the intersections of MOPAC/Slaughter &
Oct. MOPAC/Lam Crosse please have the overpasses cross over Slaughter & La Crosse. In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing
27 Davis Dave 25, Web Malil Exiting Circle C onto an overpass would be detrimental to the residents of the sub- Support for overpasses. engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing
2013 division. Additionally it would seem that less area would be required for construction on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La
of overpasses on MOPAC. thank you Crosse Avenue.
Comment noted.
Issue is volume. No build will not stop development (continued) and the In I|ght Of. the pubhq input received in f"?l” 2013 anq contlnqlng
. . engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing
volume/time/traffic issue. Whether under or over, one must be done to address the >
Oct. ; . . : on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La
. . Comment long term. But, with this, 45 must be considered, or a solution for MoPac South Support for underpasses
28 Davis Eric 24, . . Crosse Avenue.
Form turning left onto Slaughter as an alternative, would be much preferred underpass at and SH 45SW.
2013 . . : . : :
both intersections and completion of 45. 1 think Circle C and Shady Hollow impacts . . . )
. SH 45SW is being considered under a separate study; please
would be improved... o . - .
visit www.sh45sw.com for more information. This comment
has been shared with the SH 45SW Study Team.
Oct. . L .
29 Davis Stephen 25, Web Mail IbSTRONGLY prefer MoPac underpasses at both intersections; MoPac crossing Support for underpasses. | Comment noted.
2013 eneath Slaughter and beneath La Crosse. Thank you
UNDERPASS BETTER —
. oct. Comment -topography will suited to it - less environmentally intrusive
30 Derrick Ann 24, . Support for underpasses. | Comment noted.
2013 Form -quieter tha}n an overpass
-less intrusive visually than an overpass
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
1) Choosing the underpass situation will have the additional feature of being quieter. Support for underpasses. underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La Crosse
Oct. Comment And keeping the unseen impacts to all minimum Avenue. R2b. A traffic noise analysis and
31 Derrick John 24, Form 2) These improvements are much needed BUT it makes no sense if MoPac from Improvements are also consideration of potential impacts to the Edwards
2013 Slaughter to the lake aren’t improved to handle the extra traffic needed to MoPac South Aquifer will be part of this environmental study.
The same goes for the TX-45 extension to Buda and SH 45SW. 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.
Those overpasses are a great idea and can't come soon enough. Having teenagers Comment noted.
Oct that are driving | really don’t want them on MoPac x-ing La Crosse, it's a dangerous
32 Doughert Cath o4 ' Comment intersection | know of one death and it have been in accident there as well. The Support for overpasses In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing
gherty y 20’13 Form person ran the red light on MoPac. Also not having a turn lane on Northbound MoPac | and U-turns. engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing
@ Slaughter is ridiculous. People jump upon shoulder in morning to turn and go on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La
towards Bowie. Also don't forget U-turn lanes! Thank you. Crosse Avenue.
Oct Support for most cost-
. ' Comment Lane for off ramps maybe 2. Either over or underpass whichever is more economical | effective and most
33 Draina J. 24, . . : . - Comment noted.
2013 Form and environmentally beneficial to the community. en\{lronmentally beneficial
option.
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary
Last First .
# Date | Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response
Name Name
Oct. MoPac should run UNDER Slaughter & La Crosse originally designed &
34 Ehrler Tim 26, Web Malil structured/built for these options, least disruptive, most cost-effective, scalable for Support for underpasses. | Comment noted.
2013 increased MoPac capacity (++lanes), most effective traffic throughput
. Comment noted.
Underpasses will cause
fcexzrslem,b?vaecrtlist La In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing
Oct Slaughter is a very different situation than La Crosse. La Crosse not a bad ' engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing
. ' Comment intersection. Longer shoulder/lanes headed turning right onto Slaughter from MoPac on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La
35 Eklund Julie 24, . : . La Crosse Avenue
Form North. Slaughter intersection very congested. Houses near La Crosse will be ; Sl Crosse Avenue.
2013 . intersection is not as
affected much more by overpass than underpass as will beauty of area.
congested as the . . . .
) : This environmental study is planning for long-term needs. The
intersection at Slaughter . . .
need for improvements at La Crosse Avenue will consider
Lane. . : )
future traffic levels and operational requirements.
| support the option of MoPac going under Slaughter and La Crosse first. As a
Nov secondary | would support them going over both streets. | believe that going under is
36 Esparza Manuel 3 Web Mail a safer option, especially durmg icy times where the spegd wouId. be much less on an Support for underpasses. | Comment noted.
2013 overpass with cross street traffic instead of the MoPac direct traffic. | do not support
the "Do Nothing" option as this is a large problem that affects quality of life and
productivity.
Comment noted.
The Mobility Authority is considering improvements such as
Support for longer turn signal timing, ramp reversals, restriping, turn lanes, etc. in
lanes, an additional lane conjunction with the grade separations at La Crosse Avenue
-All turn lanes need to be longer
Oct. : on MoPac South and a and Slaughter Lane.
Comment -create a safe way for bikes to cross MoPac on the way to the Veloway .
37 Espavza Laura 24, safe way for bikes to
Form -add another lane to South MoPac : . .
2013 : access the Veloway. Pedestrian and bicycle access will be accommodated at each
-should not allow bikes on MoPac to 45 . : A ) )
intersection. Also, we are coordinating with the Hill Country
No bikes on MoPac. Conservancy regarding the Violet Crown Trail
(http://www.hillcountryconservancy.org/land-
projects/violetcrowntrail/) and the City of Austin regarding the
Circle C Trail.
Oct Support for overpass at
38 Fellinger Linda 25 Web Mail | think that Moch shoulq go over the Slaughter Lane intersection and under the La Slaughter Lane and Comment noted.
2013 Crosse Avenue intersection. underpass at La Crosse
Avenue.
Comment noted.
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing
Support for intersection engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing
I think road engineers need to determine whether Slaughter/MoPac is an overpass vs. | improvements on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La
Oct. Comment underpass, but either way it needs to be done. “No Build” is not an option in this area | (overpasses or Crosse Avenue.
39 Goodwin Vikki 24, Form of rapid growth. The only place I'd ever ride a bike is far away from MoPac or any underpasses).
2013 arterial. | am looking forward to the Violet Crown Trail for recreational purposes, but Pedestrian and bicycle access will be accommodated at each
we need roads for business/ commuting purposes. Looking forward to the intersection. Also, we are coordinating with the Hill Country
Violet Crown Trail. 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 First .
# Date | Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response
Name Name
The total failure to appreciate the population and traffic from SW Austin using MoPac
Oct. Comment is governmentally negligent. MoPac should have been widened at least 5 years ago. Support for overpasses
40 Groves Eileen 24, Form The intersection of Slaughter and La Crosse when they were built should have been with U-turns Comment noted.
2013 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.
The intersection at Slaughter and MOPAC is a nightmare. For a good portion of the Comment noted.
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 Pedestrian and bicycle access will be accommodated at each
most appealing visually, but will allow for better flow on MOPAC and less cars waiting intersection. Also, we are coordinating with the Hill Country
at the cross light. Additionally U-turn lanes heading north and south bound for the Conservancy regarding the Violet Crown Trail
Oct. intersection and bike and pedestrian paths need to be added. For the intersection at Support for underpasses | (http://www.hillcountryconservancy.org/land-
41 Haney Lisa 25, Web Malil La Crosse and MOPAC, an underpass would also be the best option. U-turn lanes with U-turns and bike projects/violetcrowntrail/) and the City of Austin regarding the
2013 and pedestrian/bike paths are also needed as there is significant bike/pedestrian paths. Circle C Trail.
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 In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing
population quickly. Idling cars damage the environment and waste people's time. engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing
Drivers get frustrated and drive more aggressively creating even more driving on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La
dangers. Better traffic flow must be created and soon!! Crosse Avenue.
Comment noted.
Pedestrian and bicycle access will be accommodated at each
Support for underpasses intersection. Also, we are coordinating with the Hill Country
" | Conservancy regarding the Violet Crown Trail
Oct. Please construct an underpass at Slaughter Ln and at La Crosse. Least add U-turns Support for the addition of (http://www.hillcountryconservancy.org/land-
42 Haney Wilson 25, Web Malil north and southbound. A bike path on lacrosse would be nice to route bicycle traffic PP I ik projects/violetcrowntrail/) and the City of Austin regarding the
2013 safely to/from the Veloway. U-turn lanes and a bike Circle C Trail.
path at La Crosse
Avenue. 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.
Comment noted.
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing
Oct Support for overpasses. engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing
. - ' Comment Creating an overpass on MoPac may have less impact (negative) on traffic during on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La
43 Harris Phillip 24, . :
2013 Form construction. Conpern gbout |mpact§ to | Crosse Avenue.
traffic during construction.
Traffic control during project construction would be in
accordance with the Texas Manual on Uniform Traffic Control
Devices.
Comment noted.
1) A traffic noise analysis and consideration of potential
impacts to the Edwards Aquifer will be part of this
Concern about traffic environmental study.
Oct. Comment 1) Please make MoPac quieter noise. 2) Pedestrian and bicycle access will be accommodated
44 Hatcher Bil 24, Form 2) Please help cyclist. MoPac south is a good place to ride and popular. Don't ruin it ateach intersection. Also, we are coordinating with
2013 ' ' " | Support for access for the Hill Country Conservancy regarding the Violet
bicyclists. 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 First .
# Date | Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response
Name Name
Support for improvements
The area is growing and NOT doing anything will not stop area development. It in an expedited manner. Comment noted.
Oct historically hasn't & that will not change here or anywhere! Unless you make the area
45 Hempel- Deborah 24 ' Comment otherwise undesirable other than traffic, nothing will change. The “Y” will always be Concern that congestion Improvements to the "Y" or Oak Hill Parkway are being
Medira 20’13 Form worse so that encourages southern development this direction. The best thing for problems at the “Y” are considered under a separate study, please visit
everyone is to get the project done more quickly — even local residence benefit more pushing development www.oakhillparkway.com for more information. This comment
by faster completion toward MoPac has been shared with the Oak Hill Parkway Team.
Intersections.
Comment noted.
The design of the improved intersection at Slaughter Lane will
There needs to be a separate area for the 3 types of travelers: North MoPac, South Desire to separate ijailreec'ltinot(rzsa?ocrotgjgttht?r?enrl;rgr?w?r: ogtnu(;nécgn%ove?aeknaiwrslI The
Oct. MoPac, and slaughter/residential. Fixing only these 2 intersections are only part of local/residential traffic . ; : : 9 gp Iy
Comment : ; : : | intersection will be designed to accommodate the projected
46 Hernandez | Audrey 24, Form the problem. Consideration needs to be given to the other LARGE amount of traffic from through traffic. traffic in 2035. R45
2013 turning from East MoPac to Slaughter, in the Brodie and shady hollow areas. Expand '

45 will help contribute to the problems immensely Expand SH 45SW. 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.

Court Comment noted.
Oct. Reporter/ I think it's important that we develop these two overpasses prior to the construction of Build SH 45SW before
47 Herzog Greg 24, VePbaI 45 because it doesn't make any sense to have all the folks on the Brodie side come MoPac Intersections SH 45SW is being considered under a separate study; please
2013 Comments onto MoPac from the south if they can't get through lights at Slaughter and La Crosse. ' visit www.sh45sw.com for more information. This comment
has been shared with the SH 45SW Study Team.
Comment noted.
Support for underpasses. | In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing
Oct. Comment Underpasses at these two intersections are what was originally planned. The noise of engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing
48 Hoover Susan B. 24, Form overpasses is not appropriate in this area. An overpass at Lacrosse would ruin the Concern about traffic on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La
2013 open vistas from the Wildflower Center. noise associated with Crosse Avenue.
overpasses.
A traffic noise analysis and consideration of potential impacts
to the Edwards Aquifer will be part of this environmental study.
Comment noted.
: An assessment of potential environmental impacts including
. . . Support.for No-Build land use, socio economics, parks, cultural resources, soils,
| am a 2.5 year resident of Circle C and am a strong opponent to the construction Alternative. hazardous materials. vegetation wildlife. threatened and
Oct.2 proposals in general. | have discussed with several neighbors and there is strong endanaered s ecies, wa%er reso'urces V\;ater uality (Edwards
49 Hughes Kevin 4, Web Malil agreement that the disruptive effects of sound, environmental impact, and devaluation | Concerns about traffic A uife?) roodeains ,traffic noise. air ,ualit \c/lisualyand
2013 of property values is something we feel is inevitable with the proposed construction. It | noise, environmental agstheti,cs resgurceé is included i,n thiqs stuc)i/'
is for these and other reasons we oppose construction. impacts and decreases in y
property values. 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 First .
# Date | Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response
Name Name
Comment noted.
SH 45SW is being considered under a separate study; please
Oct Please finish the studies sooner than 2-3 years. Expanded lanes along MoPac are Support for adding lanes | visit www.sh45sw.com for more information. This comment
. ' . needed right away. With SW45 coming soon, the increased lanes on MoPac will be on MoPac South, has been shared with the SH 45SW Study Team.
50 Jellison Jason 24, Web Malil : N ) C . : :
2013 vital. Four. to five 'free' lanes are needed in both directions with optional HOV and toll | especially due to SH
lanes available. 45SW. 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.
Oct Court A big traffic circle, can't say it any better than that. - All of these -- all of these thoughts Comment noted.
51 Johnson Russell 24, Reporter/ are just simple XY, you know, straight lines, a big trafﬂc circle. .They use them n Support for roundabouts. | Several options for both intersections are being studied to
Verbal Europe. It works every time, and they handle much bigger traffic loads than this. | ; ; : ) -
2013 ; . . o . provide operational improvements in addition to the grade
Comments | lived there for four years. They would never put stoplights at an intersection like this. separation
oct. Comment
52 Jones Cynthia 24, Form | support underpasses at both intersections Support for underpasses. | Comment noted.
2013
Oct. Comment As someone that commutes through both intersections and lives in Circle C, | would
53 Jones Dave 24, Form like the 20 plus minutes back | spend waiting for this light. Please build both Support for underpasses | Comment noted.
2013 underpasses. Thanks!
Comment noted.
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 In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing
60(?) MPH. Cars pass Slaughter and those going straight get into left lane to speed engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing
Oct. Comment up. Meanwhile, drivers who live in the Wildflower Park neighborhood of Circle C (and | Support for underpasses | on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La
54 Juettner Carie 24, Form those going to the Veloway or Wildflower Center) have to slow down (a lot) to make a | and extended turn lanes Crosse Avenue.
2013 90 left turn onto La Crosse. It has become a dangerous situation now that so much at La Crosse Avenue.
more traffic is suing that road. | think both plans to make MoPac go over/under La The Mobility Authority is considering improvements such as
Crosse would strongly alleviate this problem, but | still think a left turn lane would be signal timing, ramp reversals, restriping, turn lanes, etc. in
beneficial. And it needs to be a LONG lane/ Just a few yards will not fix the problem. conjunction with the grade separations at La Crosse Avenue
and Slaughter Lane.
Comment noted.
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing
Support for underoasses engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing
| was unable to attend the Meet and Greet event yesterday. Although | understand the P P " | on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La
need for expanded capacity on South MoPac, | oppose the construction of Crosse Avenue.
X . Support for safe
overpasses at Slaughter and La Crosse. | would like to see thoughtfully designed : .
Oct. L ) . : . bike/pedestrian access. . : ;
. : underpasses that minimize the traffic noise and visual obstructions for the many Pedestrian and bicycle access will be accommodated at each
55 Katz Erica 25, Web Mail . . . . ; . : o ) )
residences near these intersections. | would also like to see safe pedestrian and . intersection. Also, we are coordinating with the Hill Country
2013 ; ; ; . . Concerns about traffic ; : .
bicycle routes incorporated into the new intersections. If underpasses are noise and visual Conservancy regarding the Violet Crown Trail
environmentally feasible, | see no reason to construct loud and unsightly overpasses . (http://www.hillcountryconservancy.org/land-
) o . . ) : > obstructions related to ; ; ; ) . .
in what is primarily a residential area. Thank you for your consideration. projects/violetcrowntrail/) and the City of Austin regarding the
overpasses. : )
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 First .
# Date | Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response
Name Name
Comment noted.
Please consider bicycle commuting from the east side of MoPac to the Veloway. The
Oct only safe routes require riding on the sidewalk and very indirect routes. | would like to Pedestrian and bicycle access will be accommodated at each
" | Comment see a paved bicycle path along the east side of MoPac between Slaughter and La Support for safe bicycle intersection. Also, we are coordinating with the Hill Country
56 Klaes Leo 24, . T . ; ) .
Form Crosse. This would allow bicyclists a safe route from the east side. Also please access. Conservancy regarding the Violet Crown Trail
2013 L . C e i .
ensure that the design incorporates safe, improved shoulders for bicyclists to use (http://www.hillcountryconservancy.org/land-
along all of MoPac projects/violetcrowntrail/) and the City of Austin regarding the
Circle C Trail.
I guess the first thing | want to say is that | 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. Comment noted.
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 In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing
more acceptable to the communities around. I'm a cyclist, and I'm very concerned engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing
about bicycle safety and mobility in that area. Right now crossing MoPac on Slaughter on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La
; o ; Support for underpasses.
Court is very dangerous. There are no shoulders. Your only option is to ride on the Crosse Avenue.
Oct. Reporter/ sidewalk, and then crossing multiple lanes of MoPac is not safe even in the crosswalk Support for safe bicvcle
57 Klaes Leo 24, b areas. Because of that, | generally avoid riding through that area and take very bp Y Pedestrian and bicycle access will be accommodated at each
Verbal N . access. . ; A ) )
2013 indirect routes to try to get to The Veloway.-| come from the east side of MoPac, and intersection. Also, we are coordinating with the Hill Country
Comments \ . . . - . .
there's not a direct route there that's safe. There used to be an entrance behind No toll roads Conservancy regarding the Violet Crown Trail
Bowie High School to The Veloway, which allowed people on the east side to get to ' (http://www.hillcountryconservancy.org/land-
The Veloway, but they closed that, put a fence up. It would be nice if they'd reopen projects/violetcrowntrail/) and the City of Austin regarding the
that. If that's not an option, the other potential solution that could be incorporated in Circle C Trail.
this work is a bike path on the east side of MoPac that connects Slaughter to La Improvements to the MoPac intersections of Slaughter Lane
Crosse. That would allow people coming from the east side on the sidewalk of and La Crosse Avenue are not anticipated to be tolled.
Slaughter to get to The Veloway without going through the intersection at MoPac. |
guess that's all | wanted to say.
As a resident of Shady Hollow for the past 16 years, | 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 Comment noted
along Slaughter Lane to MoPac. The traffic tie-ups at MoPac and Slaughter are '
caused by the h!gh volume pf Hays' County residents needing to tur.n east on . SH 45SW is being considered under a separate study: please
Slaughter, creating an ever increasing bottleneck. Southbound traffic on Brodie near o : - .
. A . . . Support for SH 45SW. visit www.sh45sw.com for more information. This comment
Oct. the Slaughter intersection is usually at a standstill due to the single lane of traffic has been shared with the SH 45SW Study Team
58 Klampfl Werner 10, Web Mail towards 1626. By completing the SW IH45 extension, traffic on MoPac would be able . y '
. . Support for lengthening
2013 to move smoothly southbound at the Slaughter intersection because the volume of . . o S
d o . or adding turn lanes. The Mobility Authority is considering improvements such as
commuters needing to turn east at Slaughter would be reduced significantly. A simple . . 2. .
i - : signal timing, ramp reversals, restriping, turn lanes, etc. in
lengthening of the turn lane to accommodate additional cars turning at Slaughter . . . .
. . . . conjunction with the grade separations at La Crosse Avenue
would suffice. Likewise, adding a turn lane at La Crosse to accommodate southbound and Slauahter Lane
MoPac traffic to turn east onto La Crosse would free up the current left lane that sees 9 '
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.
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Last First .
# Date | Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response
Name Name
Comment noted.
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing
Support for overpasses. engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing
on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La
MoPac over Slaughter Extra turning Right lanes to Slaughter Support for extending Crosse Avenue.
Oct. Comment turn lanes at Slaughter
59 Krueger Adriana 24, Form Right turning lane further out MoPac to Slaughter. No build in La Crosse, don'’t see it Lane. T_he qu|I.|ty Authority is conS|der|n'g'|mprovements SUCh. as
2013 as an issue vet signal timing, ramp reversals, restriping, turn lanes, etc. in
yet Support for the No-Build conjunction with the grade separations at La Crosse Avenue
Alternative at La Crosse and Slaughter Lane.
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.
Comment noted.
Improvements to MoPac South from Cesar Chavez Street to
This project is badly needed today. MoPac should be 8 lanes from 45S to 45N. Short | Support for improvements Slaughter Lane are part of a separate study; pleqse visit
Oct. www.MoPacSouth.com for more information. This comment
. . Comment term help would be a double turn lane from Slaughter westbound to MoPac north. to MoPac South. .
60 Lewis Julie 24, . : ; ; has been shared with the MoPac South Study Team.
2013 Form 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 transit. 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.
Oct Support for underpasses. | Comment noted.
61 Lundauist Karen 24 ' Comment I’'m concerned about noise levels and views from the Wildflower Center if MoPac is
q 20’13 Form raised. | prefer it to go under to help preserve the beautiful resources at the Center. Concern about traffic A traffic noise analysis and consideration of potential impacts
noise. to the Edwards Aquifer will be part of this environmental study.
Comment noted.
Cost is one of several factors considered in the overall
decision-making process but is not the over-riding factor.
Okay.- I Jugt think - I th!nk it needs' to be done mainly for safety' and trafflc movgment, In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing
and to me it looks like either one will solve that problem.--The biggest thing, I think, is . . . . : X
Court s . . i . engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing
Oct. what's it cost and how quick can it be done?--And that's it, the cheapest one, | think, :
Reporter/ ; : ) ; ; Support for most cost- on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La
62 Lyle Bane 24, is the one they ought to select and do it. | mean, there's all kinds of other things you . .
Verbal RN effective option. Crosse Avenue.
2013 Comments | €&" 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 -- | . . .
S . . Pedestrian and bicycle access will be accommodated at each
think it should be. That's my suggestion. . ; A ) ;
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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Last First .
# Date | Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response
Name Name
Comment noted.
| am strongly opposed to the no build options for both Slaughter and Lacrosse. Traffic . . .
. . ) . ; Cost is one of several factors considered in the overall
is growing on MoPac south from new residential development, not to mention the - . . T
Oct. . . ; . : . decision-making process but is not the over-riding factor.
. strong potential that Texas 45 will be built to give relief to the poor residents of Shady | Support for most cost-
63 MacLeod Scott 29, Web Malil . ; . ) ) :
Hollow. | am ambivalent about the over or underpass alternatives, with a bias towards | effective option. . . . . -
2013 . : ) : In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing
the lower cost option. However, | do recognize the impact on residents near La ; . : ; : ;
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing
Crosse and MoPac from an overpass. .
on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La
Crosse Avenue.
Oct. I have no problems with the traffic flow in the MoPac, Slaughter Lane and La Crosse .
. Comment o L . . . i Support for the No-Build
64 Martone Jessica 24, Form Ave. area. ltis fine the way it is! The environmental impact that changing this area Alternative Comment noted.
2013 would be horrific! Keep our Hill Country views beautifull NO BRIDGES!!! '
| would support that whichever option (over/under) TxDOT do 2 things: Comment noted.
[\/I:glr;?ge rtg;?cféow during construction Traffic control during project construction would be in
P P Support for traffic accordance with the Texas Manual on Uniform Traffic Control
Oct. -construct @ non-peak hours . -
Comment . . management during Devices.
65 Mayberry Warren 24, -adjust light @ alternate routes :
2013 Form -suggest alternate routes for school busses construction and plan for , . : . . .
future growth. A full traffic analysis of the intersections is being conducted.
. . . . . Several alternatives are being studied to improve the
Secondly- put in adjacent improvement leaving up what we have & placing only 2 - ; ; : i
. . ) . efficiency of the intersections in addition to the grade
lanes is flawed & does little to remedy or relief current tension or manage for growth. separations
That is poor use of tax payer dollars at the best! P '
Comment noted.
. oct. Comment Just extending the turn lanes further would help, especially since people are doing Support for underpasses | The Mobility Authority is considering improvements such as
66 McGauley | Daniel 24, . L 2. .
2013 Form that anyways. Lanes under slaughter would be awesome though. and longer turn lanes. S|gqal 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 First .
# Date | Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response
Name Name
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the MoPac Intersection Study. |
support design and construction of new facilities to improve safety and congestion at
the Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Drive intersections. While | believe underpasses
would best serve pedestrian/bicycle and neighborhood-friendly safety/aesthetics, | Comment noted
also understand that hydro-geologic considerations may limit the feasibility of cutting '
too deeply below natural grade. Allowmg Slaughter Lane and La Crosse.to cross over In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing
MoPac through lanes would provide a superior human-scale experience; whereas . . : ; : .
. . AR . engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing
typical overpass designs are intimidating to the human-scale and often discourage :
: : L . on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La
pedestrian/bicycle connectivity from one side to the other. If overpasses present the
. . . L Crosse Avenue.
most feasible alternative, please place extra emphasis on retaining the parkway
cha_racter of MoPac and perhaps breaking away from the' typical pllllar & buttress _ Pedestrian and bicycle access will be accommodated at each
design. Considering the efforts that have gone into planning the Violet Crown Trail . : o ) :
. . > X . : intersection. Also, we are coordinating with the Hill Country
and previous open space set-asides that include trails, any design solution needs to Support for underpasses. ; : .
. . L . Conservancy regarding the Violet Crown Trail
enhance the pedestrian/bicycle connectivity between west and east neighborhoods. i .
Oct. . L : : (http://www.hillcountryconservancy.org/land-
. Due to the high number of families in the area and the location of neighborhood Concern for ; . X ) . .
67 McLean Jesse 29, Web Malil o ; o . . : . projects/violetcrowntrail/) and the City of Austin regarding the
amenities (Veloway & wildflower center on east side; pool, metro park, retail/eateries bike/pedestrian access, . :
2013 . . ) ; . . S ; Circle C Trail.
on west side) there is great potential for pedestrian/bicycle users to be in groups and lighting and aesthetics
to be less experienced at navigating complex intersections. related to overpasses. All highway illumination will be designed to conform with the
To the extent it can be provided in the design, softened material transitions (paint latest edltlon of the TxDOT Highway I!Iumlnat|on Manual.
. ; . Analyses will be conducted to determine the warrant and
schemes, landscaping, styled light standards, etc.) should be incorporated to help ; : o S
. ; . R . : extent of continuous illumination and safety lighting along
retain neighborhood aesthetics. +10'-wide natural surface trails (decomposed granite : . e )
I . ramps and at intersections. The decision-making procedures
or similar) that are separate from the adjacent lanes would help enhance the . ) S .
; : ; : L : . that govern highway illumination in Texas do contain
pedestrian/bicycle experience. Anything that simplifies the complexity of crossing 2 ) ) .
. " . ; provisions for addressing sky glow and light trespass issues,
MoPac and increases safety over current conditions will be an improvement. Thank ; . ; ; . L
) ; including consideration for alternative luminaires (e.g. LED)
you for consideration of my comments. .
and glare shields.
Oct Court
68 Menecee William 24, Reporter/ I would like to see it as soon as possm'le. Do it as :50(_)n as you possibly can. | want Support an expedited Comment noted.
2013 Verbal overpasses, underpasses. | really don't care, but I'd like to see changes made quickly. | solution.
Comments
| feel the over/underpass are part of a plan to build SH45SW and eventually connect . Comment noted.
: . Ce , Support for the No-Build
Oct. Comment to 135. This would vastly increase traffic in Circle C and along S MoPac. I'm opposed Alternative on MoPac
69 Miller Kathi 24, to SH45. | do not believe it will relieve traffic on Brodie. I'm also concerned that an : SH 45SW is being considered under a separate study; please
Form . . Intersections and SH . . - .
2013 overpass at La Crosse will harm the Wildflower Center, reduce property values, and A5SW visit www.sh45sw.com for more information. This comment
impact neighborhoods. Therefore, | oppose the overpasses. ) has been shared with the SH 45SW Study Team.
Oct Comment noted.
70 Moncrieff Bradford 24, Comment Mobility is fine. Don’t mess with it. No toll road! No toll road. . .
Form Improvements to the MoPac intersections of Slaughter Lane
2013 o
and La Crosse Avenue are not anticipated to be tolled.
Support for No-Build Comment noted.
Oct Alternative.
71 Moncrieff Will 24, Comment No need to improve this intersection. Once the Oak Hill Y is improved all will be well g Imprgvements to the "¥" or Oak Hil Parkway are being
Form Improvements to the “Y considered under a separate study, please visit
2013 : . ! . :
will solve the problems at | www.oakhillparkway.com for more information. This comment
these intersections. has been shared with the Oak Hill Parkway Team.
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Last First .
# Date | Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response
Name Name
Support No-Build Comment noted.
Oct. Court | feel there's no need to improve the intersection of Slaughter and MoPac because Alternative. o . .
. . Reporter/ C - . . Improvements to the "Y" or Oak Hill Parkway are being
72 Moncrieff Will 24, bal once 290 is improved at the Y at Oak Hill, people will stop using Slaughter as a cut- Imorovements to the “Y” considered under a separate studv. please visit
2013 Verba through to the cities, and the congestion will ease at that point. prov . P y.p . :
Comments will solve the problems at | www.oakhillparkway.com for more information. This comment
these intersections. has been shared with the Oak Hill Parkway Team.
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
Underpasses at Slaughter are preferable to overpasses if the environmental impact is | Support for underpass Crosse Avenue.
not too great. There is absolutely no need for overpasses/ underpasses at La Crosse | and safe access for
o Ave. pedestrians and bikes at | Pedestrian and bicycle access will be accommodated at each
ct. . - L ) .
73 Moorefield | Newland o4 Comment N . . ' ' Slaughter Lane. intersection. Also, we are coo.rdlnatmg with the Hill Country
20'13 Form Absolutely must add safer mobility options for pedestrian and bikers. The Veloway is Conservancy regarding the Violet Crown Trail
a precious place and bikers who ride, risk their lives to get there. Support for the No-Build (http://www.hillcountryconservancy.org/land-
Re: La Crosse: Build with the consideration that you are dividing a neighborhood. Alternative at La Crosse projects/violetcrowntrail/) and the City of Austin regarding the
Wildflower park is east Circle C. A No-Build there must be the only option. Avenue. 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.
| am happy these projects are finally gaining steam. | have lived in Wildflower Park Comment noted.
section of Circle C for over three years. My neighborhood is at the Northeast corner of
the MoPac/La Crosse intersection. | would like to recommend that underpasses at Support for underpasses. | In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing
Nov. both locations be built, especially at the La Crosse intersection. | can already slightly engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing
74 Morgan Craig 4, Web Malil hear traffic on MoPac, but it is not very loud. If an overpass is built, the noise from Concern about traffic on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La
2013 cars passing over the elevated structure would become much louder than what we noise associated with Crosse Avenue.
currently hear. An underpass would be much quieter. Again, | prefer the underpass overpasses.
condition. The overpass option would be met with a lot of resistance. | would prefer a A traffic noise analysis and consideration of potential impacts
'no build' option to an overpass option. Thank you. to the Edwards Aquifer will be part of this environmental study.
| 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 | 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 Comment noted.
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 In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing
. : . . Support for overpasses. . : . ; : ,
depressing. Please find a way to expedite all of the processes between now and final engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing
Oct. construction of some solutions to these bottlenecks. Is there anything that can be Sugaest optimizing liaht on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La
75 Muehr Paul 27, Web Mail done to the light cycles to optimize traffic throughput in the years that we will be %g dp ddi gl fg Crosse Avenue.
2013 waiting for the real solution? Suggestions: Analyzing the current light cycles for cycles and adding left
: : . : turn lanes at Slaughter . i S
MoPac traffic at Slaughter Lane to see if a more optimized solution or more Lane The Mobility Authority is considering improvements such as
sophisticated controller/programming could provide some temporary relief. The light ' signal timing, ramp reversals, restriping, turn lanes, etc. in
cycles have had a couple of sudden changes for the worse over the past 2 years, i.e. conjunction with the grade separations at La Crosse Avenue
someone touched the light cycle and made it worse, literally overnight. This suggests and Slaughter Lane.
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.
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# Date | Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response
Name Name
Comment noted.
| want my questioner to count has my feedback. This will ruin CCR and surrounding
neighborhoods. Pedestrian and bicycle access will be accommodated at each
intersection. Also, we are coordinating with the Hill Country
Car running lights and speeding, BUT that happens all over Austin!!! Conservancy regarding the Violet Crown Trall
Support for No-Build (http://www.hillcountryconservancy.org/land-
CCR is VERY active. If you build the new roads that will shut down all activity, ie: pport projects/violetcrowntrail/) and the City of Austin regarding the
. . . Alternative. . :
bikers, runners, walkers. It will not be safe for them to be in the roads anymore! Circle C Trail.
Oct. . . - : .| Concern for . . . : .
. . If this happens, you will be ruining thousands of homes values, water, polluting the air g . An assessment of potential environmental impacts including
76 Nalle Camille 25, Web Malil . . ; . bike/pedestrian safety, . . X
and water source. Raping the hill country land!! That's why we moved to CCR is for land use, socio economics, parks, cultural resources, soils,
2013 . home values, water . . -
the land that surrounds the area. If Hays wants a lesser commute to Austin, then : ; . hazardous materials, vegetation, wildlife, threatened and
; . . o . guality and air quality. . :
move to Austin and pay our city taxes! Not to mention all your proposing is moving endangered species, water resources, water quality (Edwards
traffic from 35 to MoPac. MoPac can't handle that increase. That's think about this for . Aquifer), floodplains, traffic noise, air quality, visual and
: Support for rail. . o A
a minute... aesthetics resources is included in this study.
Homeowners. We are the only ones being affected by this. Not stockholders. Regional commuter rail, bus rapid transit, urban rail and transit
express lanes are being studied under a separate project
Not building... What about a metro rail? called Project Connect; please visit www.projectconnect.com/
for more information.
Comment noted.
Oct. Comment Finish the 45 expansion (will reduce traffic on Slaughter Ln!). Finish south Bay to Support for SH 45SW.
77 Nance Patrice 24, MoPac expansion to decrease traffic through the neighborhood and past Kiker! Install I SH 45SW is being considered under a separate study; please
Form o o . Need traffic light at South - : ; :
2013 a traffic light at this intersection (So Bay/MoPac) for safety. Bav and MoPac visit www.sh45sw.com for more information. This comment
Y ' has been shared with the SH 45SW Study Team.
Comment noted.
In regards to MoPac/Slaughter Intersection, issues are the following: In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing
- When travelling NB on MoPac between 5-7pm, only 2-3 cars are able to proceed engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing
during each green light, before it turns red again. Typically takes at least 3 lights on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La
before you get through that intersection Crosse Avenue.
- Turn lane from NB MoPac to EB Slaughter is too short, and cars pass you on the
breakdown lane Support for underpasses | Pedestrian and bicycle access will be accommodated at each
- SB MoPac traffic, turning WB on Slaughter drive way too fast in the breakdown lane, | and safe bike/pedestrian | intersection. Also, we are coordinating with the Hill Country
Oct. even with the turn lane extension access. Conservancy regarding the Violet Crown Trail
78 Nebhut Patricia 29, Web Malil PREFERRED FIX - ROUTE MOPAC UNDER SLAUGHTER (minimize noise) (http://www.hillcountryconservancy.org/land-
2013 In regards to MoPac/La Crosse Intersection, issues are the following: Concerns about signal projects/violetcrowntrail/) and the City of Austin regarding the
- SB MoPac traffic, turning EB on La Crosse have no lane to the left to get out of the timing, length of turn Circle C Trail.
way to make the turn, slowing down traffic. lanes, and traffic noise.
PREFERRED FIX - ROUTE MOPAC UNDER La Crosse (minimize noise) Not Asked, The Mobility Authority is considering improvements such as
but HWY 45 needs to be repainted to better accommodate bicyclists. In many spots, signal timing, ramp reversals, restriping, turn lanes, etc. in
the bike lane on the right disappears to make a left turn lane, which is very very very conjunction with the grade separations at La Crosse Avenue
dangerous for the bicyclists. There needs to be more separation between cars and and Slaughter Lane.
bicycles.
A traffic noise analysis and consideration of potential impacts
to the Edwards Aquifer will be part of this environmental study.
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Name Name
Comment noted.
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing
For what it's worth, as a commuter from the Meridian neighborhood, | would certainly engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing
. L . on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La
like to see overpasses or underpasses added at La Crosse and Slaughter to eliminate | Support for Build Crosse Avenue
the need to stop at those cross streets. With MoPac's speed limit at 65mph going Alternative (overpasses '
through both intersections, and given the number of bicyclists around La Crosse and or underpasses) and SH . . . i
Nov. . . . ) . . SH 45SW is being considered under a separate study; please
. . the number of vehicles coming from Slaughter, the intersections seem increasingly 45SW. - . ; ,
79 Nelson Christopher| 1, Web Malil . : : 4 visit www.sh45sw.com for more information. This comment
dangerous as well. Lastly, if the extension of 45 to 1626 is ever completed (and I'm -
2013 o ; . R . , has been shared with the SH 45SW Study Team.
certainly in favor of it), the amount of traffic moving *through* the Slaughter and La Intersections are
Crosse intersections will certainly increase--making the existing delays and danger dangerous for bicyclists : . .
. : : Pedestrian and bicycle access will be accommodated at each
even worse if overpasses/underpasses are not put into place. Thanks for the and vehicles. . X o . .
. intersection. Also, we are coordinating with the Hill Country
opportunity to comment. - . .
Conservancy regarding the Violet Crown Trail
(http://www.hillcountryconservancy.org/land-
projects/violetcrowntrail/) and the City of Austin regarding the
Circle C Trail.
1) Comment noted.
. . . : ; Concern about traffic 2) Improvements to MoPac South from Cesar Chavez
Oct. 1 East west on slaughter is the major problem during rush hour times (growing .
, . Comment traveling east-west on Street to Slaughter Lane are part of a separate study,
80 Not given Not given | 24, problem between MoPac & 1-35) o
Form , . Slaughter Lane and north please visit www.MoPacSouth.com for more
2013 2 Northbound on MoPac from Slaughter is also a major challenge ; . . .
on MoPac. information. This comment has been shared with the
MoPac South Study Team.
Comment noted.
Oct. -Extend left turn lane eastbound slaughter to northbound MoPac . I S
81 Not given Not given | 24, Comment -Extend left turn lane southbound MoPac to eastbound Slaughter Support for extended turn T.he qu|I.|ty Authority is conS|der|n.g.|mprovements SUCh. as
Form ; lanes. signal timing, ramp reversals, restriping, turn lanes, etc. in
2013 -Extend right turn lane southbound MoPac to westbound Slaughter . . . .
conjunction with the grade separations at La Crosse Avenue
and Slaughter Lane.
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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.) Comment noted.
-Provide a dedicated left turn lane, in addition to the current option lane.
Southbound MoPac at Slaughter: The Mobility Authority is considering improvements such as
-restripe to provide a much longer right turn lane at Slaughter. signal timing, ramp reversals, restriping, turn lanes, etc. in
-Provide a second left turn lane. conjunction with the grade separations at La Crosse Avenue
Southbound MoPac at La Crosse: and Slaughter Lane.
: . Support for short term
-restripe to make a right turn lane. and low cost solutions
Oct (none there now, but drivers use shoulder on their own because it makes sense, and ' In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing
: . " | Comment enables them to get out of the way of 65 mile an hour traffic wanting to continue on engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing
82 Not given Not given | 24, Support for overpasses. >
2013 Form down MoPac. _ on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La
Long term, major changes: . Crosse Avenue.
Too much money is spent
-overpass, Slaughter at MoPac on bicvcle access
-Overpass, La Crosse at MoPac Y ' Pedestrian and bicycle access will be accommodated at each
-Widen MoPac to 3 lanes, as it is from Wm. Cannon on north. intersection. Also, we are coordinating with the Hill Country
Other thoughts: If the project to connect South MoPac further and to 1-35 goes Conservancy regarding the Violet Crown Trail
forward, South MoPac will become an extremely crowded road, with gridlock worse (http://www.hillcountryconservancy.org/land-
than I-35. projects/violetcrowntrail/) and the City of Austin regarding the
Bicycles provide enjoyable pastimes. They are, however, not the solution to our Circle C Trail.
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.
Comment noted.
Oct. Please think of cyclist and walking pedestrians. Hundreds of cyclists call this area Support safe. .Pedes”"?‘” and bicycle access V.V'” t.)e acpommodgted at each
. Comment . o & . \ o accommodation for intersection. Also, we are coordinating with the Hill Country
83 Not given Matt 24, their home. Please be aware of limited sight distances when designing turn lanes and | .~ . ; : .
Form bicyclists and Conservancy regarding the Violet Crown Trail
2013 ground cover. . i .
pedestrians. (http://www.hillcountryconservancy.org/land-
projects/violetcrowntrail/) and the City of Austin regarding the
Circle C Trail.
Oct S. MoPac is a high speed roadway that should not have traffic lights. It should be free
. . ' Comment flowing with no stops. Whether it should go under or over the intersections should be | Support for Build
84 Not given Mike 24, . ) . A . . . Comment noted.
2013 Form determl_ned by engineers. Either way traffic will continue to get worse with the Alternative.
population growth in the city.
Comment noted.
. : oct. Comment Slaughter lane has become tgrnbly busy at the Bgckett Intersection. Alam.o In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing
85 Not given Tariq 24, Drafthouse does not have exit on MoPac increasing traffic at this intersection. Support for overpasses. ; . . . : )
Form . engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing
2013 Overpass for Slaughter & Lacrosse should be pursued simultaneously. .
on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La
Crosse Avenue.
Comment noted.
Oct. Comment Please do not build SW Hwy 45 the runoff water will present an environmental hazard Support for No-Build
86 Otsroot Aaron 24, to the underground water supply, the additional traffic on MoPac from 45 will only bport SH 45SW is being considered under a separate study; please
Form Alternative on SH 45SW. - . ; .
2013 serve to make MoPac worse. visit www.sh45sw.com for more information. This comment
has been shared with the SH 45SW Study Team.
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Last First .
# Date | Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response
Name Name
I would like to suggest that South MoPac go over Slaughter and La Crosse. Also, Comment noted.
Oct. PLEASE build SH 45SW already. The excessive traffic on Brodie Lane b/w Slaughter SUDDOTt for OVErnasses
87 Patek Paul 28, Web Malil and 1626 during rush periods of the day affect our neighborhood negatively by bp P SH 45SW is being considered under a separate study; please
A . , ) ; . : and SH 45SW. - . - .
2013 diminishing Air quality, excessive traffic noise, decreased safety for children, and visit www.sh45sw.com for more information. This comment
makes emergency access difficult. has been shared with the SH 45SW Study Team.
| take slaughter to MoPac northbound every day. There is a daily traffic back up of at Comment noted.
Oct 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 Support for two right turn | The Mobility Authority is considering improvements such as
88 Pavlinik Caroline 11, Web Malil . . . L e .
2013 Ianes. for cars entering MoPac nprthbound from the west side of slaugh_ter but only lanes at Slaughter Lane. S|gn_al timing, ramp reversals, restriping, turn lanes, etc. in
one right turn lane for cars entering MoPac northbound from the East side of conjunction with the grade separations at La Crosse Avenue
slaughter. This is a daily traffic nightmare! Please consider two right turn lanes!!! and Slaughter Lane.
Comment noted.
Oct | think both of the projects are badly needed. The future growth of this area and traffic | Support for both projects. | This study focuses on improvements at the Mopac
89 Perkins Rick o4 ' Comment fleeing the problems at HWY 290 require expansion. The time frame should be intersections of Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue. There
20’13 Form expedited. Also the underpass/overpass should be built to accommodate the HOV Support for adding lanes | are other studies underway to address additional
lanes. Please also consider building express, tolled, lanes to FM 1826 to FM 1826. transportation improvements in the area. This study will take
future growth into consideration in determining the need for
improvements.
Support for underpasses. Comment noted
Oct. I really don’t want the roadway changed but | am sick to death of waiting in traffic. If it '
. Comment . ; . .
90 Peterson Kristina 24, has to be done an underpass is the way to go to keep noise down in the Concern for impacts to , . . . . -
Form ; . ) . A traffic noise analysis and consideration of potential impacts
2013 neighborhood. Not sure what effect that will have on aquifer. Edwards Aquifer and he Ed " il b f thi . |
traffic noise. to the Edwards Aquifer will be part of this environmental study.
Comment noted.
Supportl for the No-Build An assessment of potential environmental impacts including
Oct. . . —— Alternative. : . X
Comment Completely against construction of any overpass in this area. Concerned for the land use, socio economics, parks, cultural resources, soils,
91 Pogonat Teodora 24, : . : ; . o S ) . o
Form environmental impacts of noise and air pollution that will increase in this area. hazardous materials, vegetation, wildlife, threatened and
2013 Concerns about . .
. . endangered species, water resources, water quality (Edwards
environmental impacts. ; . . ; . . :
Aquifer), floodplains, traffic noise, air quality, visual and
aesthetics resources is included in this study.
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Name Name
Okay. So basically I'm an architect, and | 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
, ) : . ; Comment noted.
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 . . . . -
. n i ; In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing
good, sometimes it's bad. With all the school zones as well, it gets really ; . : ; : ;
. : . . engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing
bottlenecked. And a few things that they are proposing to do is | would think the .
i ; X . on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La
Court underpass is a better idea, but I'm not sure about how the creek floods. So I'm not Support for underpasses.
Oct. . . . . Crosse Avenue.
Reporter/ aware of those things. But | think an underpass with a La Crosse and Slaughter exit
92 Prakash Ramya 24, ! . . : . X L
Verbal like how up on 35 | know there are like two roads with exits. I've seen like similar Support for HOV lanes on
2013 ) : Improvements to MoPac South from Cesar Chavez Street to
Comments | examples in a lot of places. So apart from that, | think whatever they do, they should MoPac South. S
. . . Slaughter Lane are part of a separate study, please visit
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 www.MoPacSouth._com for more information. This comment
lot more ' has been shared with the MoPac South Study Team.
And another thing | 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, | 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.
Comment noted.
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing
Support for underoasses. | " the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La
| would like to see a safe crossover for pedestrians when going to/from The bp P " | Crosse Avenue.
Wildflower Center and the west side of MoPac. Pedestrians and cyclist want to get
Nov. f ighborhood to the other and ly there isn’ idewalk Support for safe destrian and bicycl il b dated h
93 Prieto Hillary 4 Web Mail rom one neighborhood to the other and currently there isn't even a sidewalk. A bike/pedestrian access Pedestrian and bicycle access will be accommodated at eac
2613 dedicated passage/bridge would be ideal. | live in the Wildflower section of Circle C ' intersection. Also, we are coordinating with the Hill Country
and want to keep the noise level low. Would like to have La Crosse go OVER MoPac. ' Conservancy regarding the Violet Crown Trail
. . . . . Concerns about traffic i .
Please be creative, keep it beautiful and have an open mind. Thanks for your time! . (http://www.hillcountryconservancy.org/land-
noise. ; ; : ) . .
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.
Oct. Comment | absolutely support this. The slowdown and idling of cars is way more Support for Build
94 Randall Evan 24, environmentally dangerous than building a road. | want to get home 15 minutes pport Comment noted.
Form Alternative.
2013 faster as well.
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| 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 Comment noted.
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 - In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing
i . . Support for underpasses. . . . ; : ;
Oct. also at full speed. These intersections are extremely unsafe for the highway speeds engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing
95 Ravnsborg | Shana 25, Web Malil involved. They need to be made into over/underpasses for the safety of all of us who ' on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La
X Concern about traffic
2013 drive these roads every day. | also would strongly argue for MoPac to go UNDER noise Crosse Avenue.
Slaughter and La Crosse. That will allow the traffic noise to be minimized in the ‘
neighborhoods and retain some semblance of the natural landscape. | understand A traffic noise analysis and consideration of potential impacts
that further development is necessary and important and look forward to the to the Edwards Aquifer will be part of this environmental study.
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.
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 Comment noted.
Oct 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 Support for overpasses. In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing
96 Reesor Rob 27, Web Mail . ; X > . . i . :
2013 like Wm. Cannon.. Years ago, the problem mtersec'qon was Wm. Cannon, then the engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing
overpass was built there and all was good for a while. Now the problem has moved on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La
south to Slaughter. They solution is obvious. Of course, La Crosse will be the next Crosse Avenue.
problem. Just run frontage lanes from Slaughter to La Crosse so people can use that
exit. | lived for several years in Silicon Valley. They managed to stay ahead of
highway needs. We should follow their lead.
Comment noted.
Oct. . . .
97 Rigsbee Ken 24, Comment Thg best help would be the construction of SH45SW to take Hays Co. traffic off of Support completion of SH SH 45SW is being considered under a separate study: please
Form neighborhood streets and onto a limited access expressway. 45SW. o . - .
2013 visit www.sh45sw.com for more information. This comment
has been shared with the SH 45SW Study Team.
Comment noted.
Oct. This is a follow-up question (I gave comments at the open house): I'm not sure of the
98 Rigsbee Ken 27, Web Malil relative elevations, but what size pump would be required to drain an underpass at La | Concern about drainage. | A comprehensive drainage analysis is being performed.
2013 Crosse and MoPac to get the water up to Slaughter Creek? Designing for proper drainage will be an integral part of either
option.
Comment noted.
oct. Comment Support for most cost-
99 | Ritea Neal 24, WHAT EVER IS CHEAPER. PR . . . .
2013 Form effective alternative. Cost is one of several factors considered in the overall
decision-making process but is not the over-riding factor.
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Name Name
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
Support for underpasses. | Crosse Avenue.
Oct. C Pltalaze do;nde_rpasseii to n/1ininhwize ntlnise EOIIl/Jting and aehsthet.ic rellaso??. Plea}?_e Support for Pedestrian and bicycle access will be accommodated at each
100 Rivera Jorge E. 24, omment ";C ude ple estrlar|1 walkway/pat QI? Slaug ]:[er MoPac. There is a ot c;] (.JI?t traﬁl'c bike/pedestrian access. intersection. Also, we are coordinating with the Hill Country
2013 Form there. Please include protected bike lanes for La Crosse/ MoPac. High bike traffic Conservancy regarding the Violet Crown Trail
there due to Veloway . i ;
Concerns about traffic (http://www.hillcountryconservancy.org/land-
noise. 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
Comment noted.
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing
. . engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing
Oct. Need a northbound exit t.o Davis . Support for underpasses. on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La
101 Schwartz Tracey 24, Comment MoPac under Slaughter is better option ' Crosse Avenue.
2013 Form DO ’NOT GO OVER SLAUGHTER & LA CROSSE! My house overlooks MoPac & Nee_d a northbound exit to
don’t want to see trucks cars higher than current levels. Davis Lane. 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.
MoPac underpassing Slaughter would materially reduce my current commute time,
Oct. and would appropriately anticipate future growth of the region. | feel that too many
102 Semple Chas 29, Web Malil people are espousing concern about growing pains, and | don't feel that enough Support for underpasses. | Comment noted.
2013 concern is being voiced about the pains that will come from being inadequately
prepared for growth.
Comment noted.
Oct. . : . . - . . Several innovative, alternative intersection configurations are
103 Shults Richard 24, I(:2(())rnr:1ment P;eaesrg Cﬁ?;;?g traffic flow without traffic lights as | have indicated with the attached iﬁﬁgﬁ{ttﬁgf;?ﬁrﬁ;/sements being evaluated for both Slaughter Lane and La Crosse
2013 Papers. ' ghts. Avenue. These include traffic circles, diverging diamonds, and
single-point urban interchange configurations, in addition to
standard diamond interchanges.
104 Simmons Steve (2)4? Comment These overpasses are long overdue. Wi'th all commgrcia} and residential growth that Support for overpasses. Comment noted.
2013 Form has occurred and will occur the community needs this relief.
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In the examples shown there are underpasses and overpasses for Slaughter Ln. but Comment noted.
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? In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing
Oct. g=diverging+diamond+interchange&espv=210&es_sm=119&source=Inms&tbm=isch& Support for diverain engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing
105 Sinton Alan 31, Web Malil sa=X&ei=31xyUtzIABNNsASRyIDgAw&ved=0CAkQ AU0AQ&biw=1018&bih=626. dia?r?ond coni u?atign on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La
2013 I think that such a solution would enable higher through put for East bound traffic on 9 ' Crosse Avenue
Slaughter to enter the North bound MoPac traffic lanes. Per the below mentioned
code 8201.811(a)(5), my wife is an employee of TXDOT but | send this message Several intersection configurations are under consideration
independently. including a diverging diamond.
| 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.
: : ’ ; : : Comment noted.
It is also a major road with commerce all over it already....so going up over it would
e e e e et v | okt o e | gt of e publc it received in 2013 and contiring
106 | Smith Stephen 29, Web Mail rag . pel L , g engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing
day, traveling back to the burbs from in town on MoPac is just ludicrous when it gets overpass at La Crosse .
2013 , . on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La
to the long stops and traffic at Slaughter. An overpass or underpass, either one would | Avenue.
X ! Lo Crosse Avenue.
be great for the traffic movements around there. The La Cross intersection justis 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.
Comment noted.
Oct. . . . .
107 Smithson Will 24, Comment These two intersections need to be convgrteq to interchanges befo're SH455W Complete improvements SH 45SW is being considered under a separate study: please
Form connects to MoPac to the south — otherwise just longer queues at lights before SH 45SW. - : ; :
2013 visit www.sh45sw.com for more information. This comment
has been shared with the SH 45SW Study Team.
Comment noted.
Twenty-five years ago | was the chairperson of the Shady Hollow committee opposed | Support for underpasses.
to the intersection of Brodie lane to FM1326 and no public officials listened to our The potential for direct, indirect and/or cumulative adverse
Oct. Comment concerns. | am very concerned that every possible aspect of a solution for MoPac Concerns for long-term community impacts will be evaluated with all alternatives being
108 Sneed Janice M. | 24, and Slaughter/ La Crosse be examined for long term effect to the surrounding effects. considered.
Form ; . .
2013 community. The wildflower center will likely be adversely affected by an overpass
and increase in traffic if the 45 extension east is built. | am very concerned that the Build intersections before | SH 45SW is being considered under a separate study; please
underpasses be funded before the 45 extension is built. SH 45SW. visit www.sh45sw.com for more information. This comment
has been shared with the SH 45SW Study Team.
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| 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, | 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 Comment noted
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 . . . . N
; : X . In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing
drive straight at the Slaughter Lane intersection and take the U-turn at La Crosse. . : vsis. MoPac | : T o f ,
Travel MoPac northbound and take a right onto Slaughter eastbound. Another Support for underpasses engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team Is focusing
Oct. . o ) ; " | on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La
. . example: Assume you were driving eastbound on Slaughter Lane and wanting to go
109 Southers Eric 28, Web Mall ; . : : Crosse Avenue.
2013 MoPac r_10rth again during a restr_lcted left turn_ t|me: Therefore you would take MoPac Sugggst super street
south (via a right turn "keep moving" lane or yield sign to merge onto MoPac south). style improvements. . o o
. . X The Mobility Authority is considering improvements such as
Upon approaching the La Crosse intersection, you would then take the new U-turn . L 2. .
signal timing, ramp reversals, restriping, turn lanes, etc. in
lane and proceed MoPac north back toward and through the Slaughter Ln . . X .
. . conjunction with the grade separations at La Crosse Avenue
intersection.
and Slaughter Lane.
[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.
Comment noted.
Oct | vote for No Change — or just a turnaround lane @ Slaughter for southbound going Support for No-Build
' Comment back to northbound. Putting an over/underpass @ slaughter will cause more cars to Alternative or just a U- The Mobility Authority is considering improvements such as
110 Stelzer Jeanne 24, . - : ! . . . . L 2. .
2013 Form take the La Crosse exit, which will mean much more trafflg going by Kiker, and will turn lane at Slaughter 5|gr!al tlmmg, ramp reversals, restr'lplng, turn lanes, etc. in
cause worse backups at La Crosse/ Escarpment intersection. Lane. conjunction with the grade separations at La Crosse Avenue
and Slaughter Lane.
First, I'd like to say | 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 | Support for adding right Comment noted.
Oct Court | believe the biggest problem is Slaughter. | believe there's very little problem at La turn lanes.
' Reporter/ Crosse and MoPac.--And | wonder if -- if it's feasible to fix all of the issues at The Mobility Authority is considering improvements such as
111 Stephensen | Becky 24, b o . . . . L 2. .
2013 Verbal Slaughter before even considering .tackllng La Crosse. The only issue | see as far as Support.for the No-Build S|gn_al timing, ramp reversals, restriping, turn lanes, etc. in
Comments | between Slaughter and La Crosse is heading north on MoPac from La Crosse, the Alternative at La Crosse conjunction with the grade separations at La Crosse Avenue
right-hand turn lane onto Slaughter, is nonexistent, and there's huge traffic issues in Avenue. and Slaughter Lane.
the morning getting to Bowie High School. So that's it.
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Comment noted.
Support for Build In I|ght of_ the pult)l|g input received in fgll 2013 anq cfontmglng
o . Alternative engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing
Oct. c Under or over doesn’t matter — it is just important that a crossover be built at slaughter ' on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La
: omment o . )
112 Strickel Joahn 24, and la cross, especially if 45 is built. Also, an entrance onto the MoPac feeder from . Crosse Avenue.
Form . : . ) Consider entrance to
2013 business in shopping center (Alamo Drafthouse, etc.) will be helpful
feeder road from . Lo S
. The Mobility Authority is considering improvements such as
shopping center. . L 2. .
signal timing, ramp reversals, restriping, turn lanes, etc. in
conjunction with the grade separations at La Crosse Avenue
and Slaughter Lane.
Support for Build Comment noted.
Oct. Comment The work to connect MoPac to 45 is a must. However, putting over or underpasses at | Alternative.
113 Strickel Ray 24, slaughter and la cross is also a must. It doesn’t matter to me if they go over or under. SH 45SW is being considered under a separate study; please
Form . . - . . .
2013 It will to some folks. Support for connecting visit www.sh45sw.com for more information. This comment
MoPac to SH 45SW. has been shared with the SH 45SW Study Team.
Oct. .
114 Suiter James 26, Web Mail South MoPac project..... Pre.fer.for MoPac to run underneath both Slaughter and La Support for underpasses. | Comment noted.
2013 Crosse to keep the aesthetics intact by not having huge overpasses.
Comment noted.
| 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 Support for No-Build The Mobility Authority is considering improvements such as
environment, the water table and create unwanted noise. It would also detract from Alternative. signal timing, ramp reversals, restriping, turn lanes, etc. in
the neighborhood and not make our streets any safer. While we do need to improve conjunction with the grade separations at La Crosse Avenue
Oct. the congestion that builds at Slaughter/MoPac, this could be done without taking on Support for dedicated left- | and Slaughter Lane.
115 Taylor Jay 24, Web Malil such an expensive and environmentally destructive project. The addition of dedicated | turn lanes and extended
2013 left turn lanes at Slaughter/MoPac and extending the right turn lane would meet the right turn lanes. An assessment of potential environmental impacts including
needs of the drivers. It is easy to see that during rush hour, most traffic is turning left land use, socio economics, parks, cultural resources, soils,
to go over to Shady Hollow and Sendera neighborhoods. The amount of traffic that Concern for hazardous materials, vegetation, wildlife, threatened and
continues south on MoPac to 45 is minimal in comparison. Therefore, construction of | environmental impacts. endangered species, water resources, water quality (Edwards
an over/underpass at La Crosse is not needed nor warranted. Aquifer), floodplains, traffic noise, air quality, visual and
aesthetics resources is included in this study.
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Comment noted.
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing
| am against the overpasses at La Crosse and Slaughter. The underpasses are not Support underpass at on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La
necessary and will cause the neighbors who live very near La Crosse and Slaughter Slapup hter Lang Crosse Avenue.
to lose value in their homes, it will create more light and noise pollution, more 9 ‘
pollution and it is only being built in anticipation of a SH45 expansion, which may or . This environmental study is planning for long-term needs. The
. Support No-Build . . .
Oct may not happen - as SHA45 has not been cl'ear.ed by a'FederaI gnwronmental study Alternative at La Crosse need for |mprovements atLa Crosse Avg:nue will consider
116 Tavior Jennifer o5 ' Web Mail (and due to the delicate nature of the land it will be built over will probably NOT be Avenue future traffic levels and operational requirements.
Y : cleared for construction). The ONLY POSSIBLE underpass (Yes UNDERPASS) may ‘
2013 X . . : . ) . .
be at Slaughter, totally not needed at La Crosse as that intersection goes directly Concern for noise and An assessment of potential environmental impacts including
through the Circle C neighborhood with houses backing up to MoPac. You need to liaht oollution land use, socio economics, parks, cultural resources, soils,
take the concerns of the people who will be directly impacted by this construction, not gntp ' hazardous materials, vegetation, wildlife, threatened and
the commuters who will pass through but not have to deal with the negative impacts No toll roads endangered species, water resources, water quality (Edwards
of the overpasses. Also, these are TOLLED projects - I'm against tolls. ' 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.
Comment noted.
Support for No-Build Improvements to the "Y" or Oak Hill Parkway are being
. . : . pport considered under a separate study, please visit
I'm against any expansion of MoPac's southern end. Overpasses at Slaughter & La Alternative. . ! : :
) . : : ; . www.oakhillparkway.com for more information. This comment
Crosse stand to ruin that section of SW Travis County & the residential areas of Circle - :
Oct. . : e : : . has been shared with the Oak Hill Parkway Team.
117 Tavior Mike o5 Web Mail C. As an expansion of 290/71 through the Y in Oak Hill is the more pressing project - Support for Oak Hill
Y : through more of a commercial and not residential, area - let's focus efforts on Parkway project. : . . . .
2013 o . . ) . . o An assessment of potential environmental impacts including
directing traffic that way without disrupting the environmentally sensitive Edwards . . X
) ) ) land use, socio economics, parks, cultural resources, soils,
aquifer and the Circle C neighborhood. Concerns about the ) . -
Edwards Aquifer hazardous materials, vegetation, wildlife, threatened and
q ' 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

itself to an underpass for MoPac. Accordingly, an overpass fits to land @ Slaughter

intersection.

noise.

# P AlEt Date | Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response
Name Name
Comment noted.
Highway expansion is a must. The area is growing at a fast pace. The light situation In liaht of the public inout received in fall 2013 and continuin
Oct at Slaughter and La Crosse must be rectified. As a homeowner @ La Crosse Support for underpasses. en ?neerin aﬁal Sis E/IoPac Intersections Team is focusin 9
' Comment | intersection | have strong opinions about the noise levels being increased. 9 9 YSIS, 9
118 Taylor Sue 24, d Id helo miti hi bl h hv lend . on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La
2013 Form An underpass at La Crosse would help mitigate this problem. The topography lends Concerns about traffic 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 First .
# Date | Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response
Name Name
| 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 ¥
years | 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. | 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 % 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 Comment noted
coming WB down Davis Lane to get on MoPac. See one of the e-mails | sent almost 2 '
N .
Nov. . yrs. ago. | was told over 2 %2 years ago thgt an Environmental Study would have to Support of improvements | Improvements to MoPac South from Cesar Chavez Street to
119 Thormabhlen | Barry 4, Web Malil be done before these lanes could be re-stripped. s
. . . . to MoPac South. Slaughter Lane are part of a separate study, please visit
2013 How long does it take to complete this type of study? Has it even begin. : . )
J . www.MoPacSouth.com for more information. This comment
My other suggestion: was for SBL1 to extend the 3 lanes another % mile past has been shared with the MoPac South Study Team
where the SB William Canyon on ramp where it merges onto SBL1. Note: SBL1 y '
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.
Comment noted.
oct. Comment Longer turn lanes Support for longer turn The Mobility Authority is considering improvements such as
120 Truesdale Lynne 24, . L 2. .
Form More lanes on MoPac lanes. signal timing, ramp reversals, restriping, turn lanes, etc. in
2013 . . ; .
conjunction with the grade separations at La Crosse Avenue
and Slaughter Lane.
oct. Comment No overpasses near
121 VanLeeuwen Leslie 24, No overpasses should be built anywhere near the Wildflower Center. Il P Comment noted.
2013 Form Wildflower Center.
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
. Oct. : roadway and there won't be room to expand Support for Build
122 Vranes Nick 31, Web Malil ' Alternative Comment noted.
2013 South Austin is booming and more homes equals more demand for the road. | care
absolutely nothing about an environmental impact. Build the road now! Tax me if you
need to! Toll it if you need to!
Comment noted.
Nov. For the intersection at MoPac and Slaughter, please do an underpass vs. an In liaht of the public inout received in fall 2013 and continuin
123 Wallace Marian 2, Web Malil overpass and use standard intersection lights for the frontage road. Do NOT use Support for underpasses. g : P Vs b : o £ 1ing
2013 circles or any goofy traffic patterns! Thank you - 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 First .
# Date | Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response
Name Name
I use the La Crosse/MoPac intersection multiple times a day as it is the only way out Comment noted.
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 In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing
Nov. usage. In particular the geometrics, sight distance, proximity higher speed south of Support for underpasses. | engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing
124 Wallace Scott 3, Web Malil the intersection, etc. on the NB side make it a dangerous intersection. An interchange on the design of an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La
2013 is needed for safety and to accommodate future traffic. Due to the crest in MoPac and | Concerns for traffic noise. | Crosse Avenue.
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 A traffic noise analysis and consideration of potential impacts
would be greatly increased by an overpass. to the Edwards Aquifer will be part of this environmental study.
Comment noted.
In light of the public input received in fall 2013 and continuing
engineering analysis, MoPac Intersections Team is focusing
| prefer overpasses at both Slaughter and La Crosse. (é?;gseedAeslegnnugf an underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La
-An underpass could flood, with Slaughter Creek right there. Especially with a flash '
flood. Support for overpasses. A comprehensive drainage analysis is being performed
Oct. Comment -Digging an underpass could create a great deal of dust and noise. Dust (as with St. Desi n?n for proper dra?na e w)illl be an intg pral art of'either
125 Williams Ellen 24, Form Augustine build) could impact resident’s health. Concern about drainage o tiogn g for prop 9 graip
2013 -Overpass is probably cheaper and faster with less impact on temporary traffic and construction impacts ption.
patterns. (traffic, dust, and noise). Traffic control during project construction would be in
-Not bwldmg.at la cross, but widening and adding turn lanes might work, but not sure accordance with the Texas Manual on Uniform Traffic Control
of long-term impact Devi
evices.
An assessment of potential impacts during construction and
measures to minimize these impacts will be conducted as part
of this study.
Comment noted.
illigrpnoar:i\f/zr No-Build Pedestrian and bicycle access will be accommodated at each
' intersection. Also, we are coordinating with the Hill Country
The right-turn only lane could begin further back. A U-turn only lane could be created Conservancy regarding the Violet Crown Trail
Oct. . Support for extended turn i .
- . Comment for turn-arounds! No overpasses or underpasses would be needed. This would be (http://www.hillcountryconservancy.org/land-
126 Williams Lisa 24, ' . . . lanes, added U-turn lanes : . X . . .
Form much cheaper and would not make our neighborhood intersections look like Houston. projects/violetcrowntrail/) and the City of Austin regarding the
2013 N . . and four-way stop at La : )
Four-way stop at La Crosse with bike lanes for bikers going to La Crosse. Thanks Circle C Trail.
Crosse Avenue.
: Several options for both intersections are being studied to
Support for bike lanes. ; : : ) i
provide operational improvements in addition to the grade
separation.
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary

proposed expansion of 45. The underpasses should match those projects in

capacity.

MoPac Intersections,
MoPac South and SH
45SW should be a
coordinated effort.

# . ! Date | Method Comment (verbatim) Comment (Summary) Response
Name Name
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
Support for underpasses. | Crosse Avenue.
Build SH 45SW before SH 45SW is being considered under a separate study; please
Must be done before 45. . . - h f inf : hi
Underpasses would probably be quieter intersections. visit www.sh45sw.com for more information. This comment
. . ' has been shared with the SH 45SW Study Team.
Oct. Consider flooding. .
Comment : Concerns about flooding
127 Wymen Cary 24, Form Northbound light currently much too short, and traffic noise A comprehensive drainage analysis is being performed
2013 The intersections should be coordinated with the Chavez to Slaughter work and any ' P g y gp '

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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NOTICE OF PUBLIC MEET
AND GREET EVENT
OPEN HOUSE MOPAC INTERSECTIONS
ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY
Loop 1 South at Slaughter Lane
and La Crosse Avenue
The Central Texas Regional Mobility
Authority (Mobility Authority), in con-
junction with the Texas Department of
Transportation (TxDOT) will hold an in-
formal meet and greet open house to
introduce the MoPac Intersections Envi-
ronmental Study. This study will consid-
er possible improvements on MoPac at
the intersections of Slaughter Lane and
La Crosse Avenue. Proposed improve-
ments could include an overpass, under-
pass, or other intersection concepts.

Project team representatives will be on
hand to answer questions 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 Dentist-
ry). Displays of the project location and
preliminary options will be available
for review. Study team members will
be available to answer questions. There
will be no formal presentation.

Persons interested in stopping by who
require auxiliary aids or services, or who
do not speak English, are requested to
contact Melissa Hurst, Community Out-
reach Manager at the Mobility Author-
ity at 512.996.9778 or mhurst@ctrma.
org, by October 17, 2013 so that ap-
propriate arrangements may be made.
The Mobility Authority and TxDOT will
make every reasonable effort to accom-
modate communication or accessibility
needs.

All interested citizens are encouraged
to stop by to learn more about the
study. Written and verbal comments
may be provided in person at the Meet
and Greet Open House. Written com-
ments not submitted at the event may
be mailed to: Central Texas Regional
Mobility Authority, /O Mopac Intersec-
tions Environmental Study, 3300 North
IH-35, Suite 300, Austin, Texas 78705,
at www.MopacSouth.com, or emailed
to mhurst@ctrma.org. All comments
received by Monday, November 4, 2013,
will be included in the official event re-

cord.
M\
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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. R

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

PRESRT STD
ECRWSS

U.S. POSTAGE
PAID

Do you drive on the MoPac Expressway ST TX
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!

*****************ECRWSSEDDM****

Postal Customer

Www.MoPACS0UTH.COM
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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 an Open House
"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 and have special communication or accommodation needs, please

@ g

P airial Ml g dedPuir dp

contact Melissa Hurst at (512) 996-9778.

Forward this email

;:r Trusted Emall from
4’ SafeUnsubscaibe Constant Contact
Try it FREE today.

This email was sent to grpsltns@groupsolutionsrjw.com by grpsltns@groupsolutionsrw.com
Update Profile/Email Address = Instant removal with Safelnsubscribe™  Privacy Policy.

Mopac Intersections Environmental Study | Community Outreach Office | 3300 Morth IH-35 | Austin | TX | 78705

| Close |
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N\ —f
MOPAC SOUTH

EMVIRONMEMTAL STUDY

— Y 3 | Join Us for the MoPac
| South Environmental
Study Open House

The Central Texas FReponal Mobility Authonty and the
Texas Department of Transportation want to hear from

vou!

WWHAT : Open House

WHEN : Thursday, November 7, 2013

5:00 p.m.— 8:00 p.m.

HWHERE : James Bowie High School — Cafeteria
4103 Slaughter Lane, Austin, TX 73749

Quality of Life Through Better Mobility

UNDERWAY

At the same time the MoPac South
Environmental Study is underway, a separate

We have launched a study to evaluate potential safety
and mobility improvements along MoPac. The limits of

the improvements would extend from Cesar Chavez Strest study iz being conducted. The MoPac
to Slaughter Lane. We are holding an Open House to gather Expressway intersections at Slaughter Lane
public input. Study team members will be on hand to and La Crosse Avenue in southwest Austin

were originally constructed in 1952 and have
grown increasinghy congested over the vears.
Traffic congestion at these intersections has
created operational problems, causing travel

answer questions and provide information. No formal
presentation will be griven. Attendees are mnvited to come
and go at their convenience.
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Click here for more information about the Open House.

Starting November 8th, a Virtual Open House will be
available on the project website (worw MoPacSouth.com).
At the Virtual Open House, you can review exhibits, fill
out a community survey and submit official comments fill
Movember 18th, 2013,

MoPac south of Lady Bird Lake 15 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 130,000 cars and trucks
per day. The cornidor provides access to neighborhoods.
schools, businesses, parks and trails, and recreational
centers, all of which would benefit from enhanced mobility
and safety.

Ranked #27 in the 2013 Most Congested Roadways in
Texas, the hMoPac Expressway from US 183 to US 200
West experienced over 282,000 annual hours of delay per
mile, costing drivers 564 million annual cost of delay.
(Source: Mozt Congezted Roadways in Texas Texas

Department of Transportation. 2013.)

delays and adversely affecting access and
mebility. The Central Texas Regional Mobility
Authority (Mobility Authority) and the Texas
Department of Transportation (TxDOT) are
working with local partners to study possible
mobility and =afety improvements on MoPac at
the interzsections of Slaughter Lane and La
Crosse Avenue. Proposed improvements could
include an overpass, underpass or other
interzection concepts.

FPhoto sbove is from the October 24 Meet and
Grest

The study team will work together with the
community to develop a =olution that improves
mokbility, safety and connectivity while being
sensitive to public and environmental concerns.
Any proposed improvements will take into
account the needs of drivers, transit riders,
bicyclistz and pedestrians, surrounding
businesses, neighborhoods and the
environment.

Visit the MoPac Intersections Environmental
Study page on www . MoPacSouth.com to learn
mere and to see the exhibits shown at the
October 24, 2013 MoPac Intersections Meet and
Greet.
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This congestion problem negatively impacts mobility,
safety and quality of life for the traveling public and
adjacent neighborhoods. If no improvements are made, the
congestion, travel delays and unreliable travel times will
only continue to get worse for residents of southwest
Austin as additional population and employment growth
OCCUMS.

The goal of the MoPac South Environmental Study is
to determine the best alternatives for improving
mobility and safety along the corridor. To accomplish
this, the study team will take into account the needs of
drivers, transit vsers, bicyclists and pedestrians, including
possible impacts on cultural resources, traffic noise, air
quality, community cohesion and aesthetic qualities. The
team will also examine possible impacts of those
alternatives on the physical environment, including
endangered species and wildlife, vegetation—especially
trees, the Barton Creek Greenbelt, Barton Springs, the
Edwards Aquifer recharge zone and water quahity.

STAY IN TOUCH

We encourage you to contact us with guestions
or to reguest a meeting or presentation.

The MoPac South Environmental Study
team members are available to speak to your
neighborhood or organization. Contact Meliszsa
Hurst, Mebility Authority Community Outreach
Manager at 512-995-5773 or at
mhursti@ctrma.org.

Visit our website at www MoPacSouth.com for
more information.

CONTACT U5

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

T: (512) 996-9778

F: (512) 995-0724

Click here to send us an email

="
2=

Copynght © 2013 Central Texas Regional Mobility Authornity, All nghts reserved.

You received this email because you are on our mailing list or a friend has forwarded
this email to you.

Our mailing address is:
3300 N. IH-35, Suite 300, Austin, Texas 78705

unsubscribe from this list | update subscripktion preferences
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Eventbrite Create an event Find events Questions? Contact the org
o L. TAL

@

Thursday, October 24, 2013 from 10:00 AM to 7:00 PM (CDT)
Austin, TX

CED CEZI £ ¢ QO0gle i det 2013 Gaoge - Tarms

Parkside Village

5701 West Slaughter Lane
Austin, TX 78749

Thursday, October 24, 2013
_ from 10:00 AM to 7:00 PM (CDT)
Add to my calendar
Bummer! Sales have ended.

Unfortunately, tickets for this event are no longer on sale.

| View upcoming events | Create an event e aweneec DY
CTRMA/TxDOT

Contact the event organizer

- View other events by this
Event Details organizer

The Central Texas Regional Mohilitly Authority and the Texas Department of
Transportation have launched an environmental study to consider mobility and
safety improvements on MoPac at the intersections of Slaughter Lane and La
Crosse Avenue.

They are holding an informal meet and greet cpen house to gather public input.
Displays of the project location and preliminary options will be available for
review. Study team members will be available to answer questions. There will
be no formal presentation.

Wiritten and verbal comments may be provided in person at the open house.
Wiritten comments not submitted at the event may be mailed to: Central Texas
Regional Mobility Authority, C/O MoPac Intersections Environmental Study,
3300 Morth IH-35, Suite 300, Austin, TX, 78705, at www.MoPacSouth.com, or
emailed to mhurst@ctrma.org. All comments received by Monday, November
4, 2013, will be included in the official event record.
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From: MoPac Intersections Environmental Study Team <grpsltns@groupsolutionsrw.com=
Subject: MoPac Intersections Environmental Study Open House Meet and Greet Invitation
Reply: grpsltns@groupsolutionsrjw.com

MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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 an Open House
"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 and have special communication or accommodation needs, please

contact Melissa Hurst at (512) 996-9778.
: y A%

EESTEAL PELLL
Fagura’ Mude! p b Pur Iy

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

Forward this email

,,'-r Trusted Emaill from
4 SafeUnsubscribe Constant Contact
Try it FREE today

This email was sent to grpsltns@groupsolutionsrjw.com by grpsltns@groupsol utionsrjw.com
Update Profile/Email Address Instant removal with SafelUnsubscribe™  Privacy Policy.

Mopac Intersections Environmental Study | Community Outreach Office | 3300 North IH-35 | Austin | TX | 78705

Close
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BIKE "

SUPPORT US OUR WORK EDUCATION GET INVOLVED EVENTS

MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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 safery on MoPac
atthe intersections of Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue. We are holding an Open

House "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 and have special communication or accommodation needs,
please contact Melissa Hurst at (512) 996-9778.

Visit the MoPac Intersections Environmental Study page at www.MoFacSouth.com for
more information.

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 &:00 p.m. to gather input on options for
improving MoPac. These are separate environmental studies.

Recent Blog Posts

Last chane eak up before the trails close

p
to nighttime bicycle traffic October 23, 2013

Keeping bike trails open overnight requires

compromise October 22, 2013

sclists participate in Team LIVESTRONG

Challenge October 21, 2013
Oak Hill Parkway Open House October 18, 2013

Cycle track opens today on “The Drag” October

17,2013

Austin Parks and Recreation Department
reopens the trails [after storms] October 17,

2013

Ocrober 16, 2013

Austin's bicycle officers receive donation of light

October 16, 2013

Blog Archives

MoPac Intersections Environmental Study
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\ Austin
Chamber

OPPORTUNITY AUSTIN

Transportation Advocacy Opportunities — Become Engaged!

Oak Hill Parkway Open House
Tuesday, October 22, 6pm = 8pm
Covington Middle School

3700 Convict Hill Rd

Austin, TX 78749
http://www.oakhillparkway.com

MoPac Intersections Environmental Study Store Front Hours “Meet and Greet”
Thursday, October 24; 10am —7pm

Parkside Village

5701 Slaughter Lane

Austin TX 78749

http:/fwww.mopacsouth.com/

Texas-Oklahoma Passenger Rail Study Public Meeting

Tuesday, October 29 & Wednesday October 30; 5:30pm = 7:30pm

Taylor Public Library

801 Vance Street

Taylor, TX 76574
http://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/projects/studies/statewide/texas-oklahoma-rail.html

Project Connect Central Corridor Public Waorkshops (Select Priority Corridor)
http://www.connectcentraltexas.com/connect/central-corridor

Tuesday, November 5; 5:00pm — 8:00pm
Location: TBD

Wednesday, November 6; 12:00pm = 1:30pm (OMNLINE]

Wednesday, November &; 5:00 — 8:00pm
Location: TED

Thursday, Movember 7; 11:30am — 1:00pm
Location: TBD

Thursday, Movember 7; 5:00pm = 8:00pm
Location: TED

MoPac Intersections Environmental Study cC -8 Attachment C



CCHOA News

CCHOA ANNOUNCEMENTS

Submitted ﬁ:y Karen H.l'.{:'ps.ﬁmazn. HOA ."rfm:.rz'_grr

HOLIDAY LIGHTING RECOMMEMNDATIONS

As the neighborhood prepares of the fun and festivities of upcoming
holidays of Halloween, Thankspiving, Hanukkah, and Christmas, many
residents love to decorate the exterior of their homes with lights, blow-ups,
and other seasonal décor. In the spint of our Covenants, Conditions, and
not more than FOUR weeks before cach holiday and all lights and decor
should be removed o later than 15 days following the holiday:

Secton 5. Eerior Lighting. Any Oumer or builder desiring ederior
sputcing, standard types and light type and sizes for approval by the Architectsmal
Carevol Cormmittee, provided thar Christmts lights shall be pevmitted withour
priar approval during the month of December each year, and provided fierther
that such lights must be removed by January 15 of edch year. No ederior
light shall be insalled or maintained widhin the Property that i found o be
Committee that any exterior light i oljecionable, the Owmer of the Property
an muﬁu‘ﬁﬂmufom‘#ﬂ'mﬂrmmx# msﬂ'ﬂdﬁgﬁfﬂrn‘?ﬂﬂtﬁrﬂw
in much a way that it i no longer objectionable.

We would greatly approciate the cooperation of all Cirde C homeowners
in following the spirit of the COCR

TREE AND SHRUETRIMMING

As we are driving the neaghborhood, we are noticing more and more
residents who need to trim their shrubbery and trees out of the City of
Austin public right of way. This dght of way is the first 107 back from
the face of the curb line. All shrubbery should be cut back out of this 10°
right of way if it interferes with the City of Austin public sidewallk. Trees
that overhang in the 10 casement should be pruned to a height of 147
“This rimming allows for dear passage of pedestrians, bikers, antomaobiles,
and trash and recyde trucks. Both of these are City of Austin Code, and
roquired of all property owners. Compliance also greatly improves the
look of our neighborhood. Please do your part as a responsible Cirde C
and City of Austin resident.

AREYOU A NEW HOMEOVYYIMNER?

If you have recently moved into a new home, please be aware of the
following:

* Mew troes will need oxtra water, You are allowsd to water by hand.
Donit let them dry out, or they will did! If trees on your property die, you
are responsible for replacing them.

* Remove tree stakes after one year.

# Please place your trash can and recyding bin out of sight on every day
except your trash day. Do not store them in the ddveway: Carts must be
stored in your garage, behind your fence, or on the side of your home if

* Anything other than a standard vehide, such as an BV, trailer, boat,
polf care, etc., is not allowed to be parked in your divewsy at any time.

* If you are planning an improvement, please visic the Architecoural
Control page of the website to get instructions on how to submit plans,

# Mease plant your badoand within 90 days, per the CCHOA deed

. s

CIRCLE C SWIM CENTER'S NEW TEXT/EMAIL
NOTIFICATION SYSTEM

We are now offering residents and program partidipants the ability o
sign up for text or email alert notfications.

You will have the option to subscribe to varous groups:

General Information: Receive notifications regarding general Cirde C
Aquatics Information induding pool dosures, spedal events, et

Select Swim Team: Rncﬂv:mhﬁcﬂ:mtsm:dmgﬂ:ln:t&nm-rm
including practice cancellations, reschedules, meet repistration info, etc.

Swim Lessons: Receive notifications reparding private and group swim
lessons, induding delays, cancellations, reschedules, eic.

RainedChat has a strice Anti-Spam policy. There is also the ability to
“opt-out” and unsubscribe to any and all groups.

Clidk on dhe "Rained Ohat" inunl::ln‘wmlxg;ln&mmgisu'aﬁonprm
(https{fewwminedout. net/team_page. php?a=27ace2 55448ed6e170c)

#novi before vou go

'R WRAinedo;

COMMUNITY INVITED TC PROVIDE INPUT ON
MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIROMMENTAL
STUDY OCT. 24
and the Tewas Department of Transporadon (1< T) are hosting 2 Seore
Front “Meet and Greet™ for anyone who wants to provide input and leam

more about the MolPac Intersections Environmental Study

'Tfh:mwdlbcl'bdd'nnusdaﬁﬂcmbﬂ% from 10 am to 7 pm at
Parkside Village, 5701 Slaughter Lane in front of Suite B between Burperki
and Matthew Home Dentistry: Residents are invited to come and go at
their convenience.

Displays of the project location and preliminary options for mobili
improvernenis at the intersections of Slaughter Lane and 1a Crosse Avenue
will be available for review. Sudy team members will answer questions.
There will be no formal presentation.

Fﬂ'rus:wihqlmhmarspada]rm:ds are invited to contact Melissa
996-9778, or mhurst@ctrmaorg.

DEED RESTRICTIONS

As reported in cach month’s newsletter, the HOA seaff drives at
least two sections of the ncighbarl'nod per month to note violations
of the Declaration of Covenants, Conditions and Restrictions. These
commonly include: front yard landscape maintenance (mowing,
edging, free of weeds), home maintenance (paint, screens, siding)
and recreational vehicles (boats, RV's, trailers) parked in the driveway.
The HOA is required by state law to notify owners in writing via
certified mail and allow for the homeowner to request a hearing
before the board of directors. 1f you receive a letter, please contace
us at the HOA office and let us know your individual sieuation. We
would like to work with you to bring your home into compliance.
Ifyou would like to report a violation, you can do so via our website
at www.circlecranch.info.

6 drole C Ronch Newsietter - October 2013

Copyright © 2013 Peel, Inc.
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il South Mopac Overpasses and Underpasses: CTRMA Meet and Greet Q -

bouth Mopac Overpasses and Underpasses: CTRMA Meet

and Greet
% Public - By South Mopac Neighbors' Alliance

Today 10:00am until 7:00pm
Export - Share - Report

Parkside Village, 5701 W. Slaughter Lane

MoPac Intersections Environmental Study Store Front "Meet and Greet"
October 24, 2013

Parkside Village

5701 W. Slaughter Lane

10 a.m. To 7 p.m.

This meet and greet is for the overpasses and underpasses at Slaughter
Lane/South Mopac and at LaCrosse Avenue/SouthMopac.
http://www.mobilityauthority.com/news/events.php

RECENT POSTS

‘,y', South Mopac Neighbors' Alliance created the event.
t.tu.uut Like - Comment - Follow Post - October 9 at 2:24pm

g5 Dave Fowler likes this.

H Write a comment...

MoPac Intersections Environmental Study c -1 Attachment C



Concerts Family Mightlite Performing Arts Las Vegas

HOME / AUSTIN EVENTS / NIGHTLIFE / MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY OPEN HOUSE MEET AND GH

MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY OP...

Flike < 0 || E)Send | F +1 < 0

October 24, 2013
Thursday 10:00 AM

Parkside Village

5701 West Slaughter Lane
Austing Texas TE749
Map

PERFORMERS:

0 people like this event

RSVP TO THIS EVENT

Are You Going to MoPac
Intersections Environmental Study
Open House Meet and Greet
Invitation in Austin?

EVENT DETAILS

MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY OPEN HOUSE MEET AND GREET INVITATION
The Central Texas Regional Mobility Authority and the Texas Department of Transportation want to hear from you.

Cost: 0.00 MoPac Intersections Meet and Greet 0.00

MoPac Intersections Environmental Study C - 12 Attachment C



JAMES BOWIE HIGH SCHOOL

4103 Slaughter Ln., Austin, TX 78749 Phone: (512) 414-5247 | Fax: (512) 292-0527

Tenative MoPac South and MoPac Intersections Environmental Study- Subject to change
What: Tenative MoPac South and MoPac Intersections Environmental Study- Subject to change
When: 11/7/2013

Crispin Ruiz <cr@groupsolutionsrjw.com=

School Event Calendar

«— Back to events list + Open calendar grid

4103 Slaughter Ln., Austin, TX 78749 %‘&"h " Phone: (512) 414-5247 | Fax: (512) 292-0527
\ ]

> vered by Gnedlio
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Barton Springs/Edwards Aquifer
CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Home About Us

isc

and pfeventing waste

allaquifets in the Districtog®

Th?ﬂ'm‘@on S p}ihgs/EdwardsA&uifer Conservation District (< N
imitted to conserving, protecting, recharging, X
ofgrouhdwbter and preserving X\

Maps
Newsletters
Press Releases

Scientific Reports

Find us on

Facebook

uifer Science Regulatory Program Education Projects Publications Records

r

‘,.’

=

\

Local Transportation Projects

Posted on October 18, 2013

L i ”~
Texas |
Department b <
of Transportation Op T Ab

Regional transportation authorities are collaborating on a number of transportation improvement projects in the greater Austin metroplex.
Within the district's contributing and recharge zones there are specific projects that may be of interest to local citizens. The Barton
Springs/Edwards Aquifer District provides the following information as resources if you would like to follow these projects or participate in
the public input aspects of each project.

CENTRAL TEXAS
Regional Mobility Authority

Our role as a District is to serve as a key stakeholder on the project technical working groups during the environmental review and
design phases of each project. With these projects being located over an environmentally sensitive area, we place a strong emphasis
on encouraging local transportation authorities to construct all highways and roadways in an environmentally and prudent fashion. It is
important that these roadway projects be designed to protect the aquifer from potential effects of the highway construction and
subsequent use.

Upcoming Event Highway Project

Public Open House

Tuesday October 22, 2013 5p-8p

Covington Middle School Qak Hill Parkway
3700 Convict Hill Rd.

Public Open House

Thursday October 24, 2013 10a-7p

Parkside Village Suite B (between BurgerFi and Matthew Horne
Dentistry)

5701 Slaughter Ln

Austin, TX 78749

MoPac
Intersections

Public Open House

Thursday November 7, 2013 §p-8p
Bowie High School

4103 W Slaughter Ln

Austin, TX 78748

MoPac South

Public Open House
December 2013 TBA SH 45 SW

MoPac Intersections ( Loop 1/ Slaughter & Loop 1/LaCrosse)
Public Open House ~ Thursday October 24, 2013 10a-7p

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 v

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 M F 5

together with the community to develop a solution that improves mobility, safety and connectivity n l c n uT H

EN IRONMENTA STuDY
while being sensitive to public and environmental concerns. o g

Mopac South
Public Open House ~ Thursday November 7, 2013 5p-8p

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. Extensive 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 solution.

Q

MoPac Intersections Environmental Study CcC - 14
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September 27, 2013

The Hgngrable Clara Beckett CENTRAL TEXAS
Commissioner, Pct 2

Bastrop County Regional Mobility Authority

804 Pecan Street
Bastrop, TX 78602

Re: MoPac Intersections Environmental Study
& MoPac South Environmental Study

Dear Commissioner Beckett:

The Central Texas Regional Mobility Authority (Mobility Authority), in partnership with the Texas
Department of Transportation, has launched two environmental studies this spring: the MoPac
Intersections and the MoPac South Environmental Studies. These two studies have kicked off the project
development process and will aim to identify mobility and safety needs in the MoPac Corridor south of
Lady Bird Lake as well as take into account potential social, economic and environmental impacts of any
proposed improvements.

The Mobility Authority has scheduled two public events for these studies. At both events, study
information will be presented, and the Mobility Authority will solicit comments from the public, Other
events will be held throughout the life of the two studies in order to maintain two-way communication
and engagement as well as to solicit further public comment.

MoPac Intersections Environmental Study
The Mobility Authority is working on a study that will identify possible mobility and safety

improvements on MoPac at the intersections of Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue, The
improvements could include an overpass, underpass or other intersection concepts. A fact sheet for the
MoPac Intersections Environmental Study is enclosed.

A Store Front “Meet and Greet” event will be held on Thursday, October 24, 2013 from 10 a.nm. to

7 p.m. The event will take place at Parkside Village, located at 5701 Slaughter Lane in Austin, Texas,
78749 (Suite B between BurgerFi and Matthew Horne Dentistry). 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.

MoPac South Environmental Study
A separate and concurrent study is being carried out for MoPac South, which aims to identify mobility

and safety improvements on approximately eight miles of MoPac from Cesar Chavez Street to the
Slaughter Lane area. This will allow a full range of alternatives to be developed, A fact sheet for the
MoPac South Environmental Study is enclosed.

An Open House for the MoPac South Environmental Study will be held on Thursday, November 7,
2013 from 5 p.m. to 8 p.m. at Bowie High School on 4103 West Slaughter Lane in Austin, Texas 78749.
The Open House will utilize a come-and-go format to allow attendees to review the materials at their
convenience. Study team members will be available to answer questions. No formal presentation will

be given.

3300 N IH-35, Suite 300, Austin, Texas 78705
Telephone: (512) 996-9778 / Fax: (512) 996-9784 [ www.MobllityAuthority.com

Ray A. Wilkerson, Chalrman + James H. Mills, Jr., Vice-Chalrman + Robert L. Bennett, Jr., Treasurer
David B. Armbrust « David Singleton « Nikslie S, Meade + Charles Helmsath » Mike Helligensteln, Exacutive Director

Sample letter that went
out to 98 elected officials

Sincerely,

Sean Beal, P.E. \

Engineering Manager
Central Texas Regional Mobility Authority

CC:  Melissa Hurst
Mario Espinoza

You are cordially invited to attend both everits. Please forward this invitation to any staff members or
individuals who may have an interest in these projects,

Please visit us at www.MoPacSouth.com for more information on both studies. If you need additional
information, please contact myself or Melissa Hurst, Community Outreach Manager, at (512) 996-9778.

MoPac Intersections Environmental Study
MoPac South Environmental Study
Page 2
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LR Home | FAQs | Google Translate Q. Search

MoPac SouTH
(LSS MULTIMEDIA — LATEST
THE PROJECT MAPS, MEDIA, & MORE NEWS & UPDATES
ENVIRONMENTAL ~ CONTACTUS
STUDY, PUBLIC INPUT, & MORE FOR MORE INFO
About The

Project MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL
Project Overview ETUI]Y

Project Histo . .
J v At the same time the MoPac South study is underway, a

separate study is being conducted to evaluate potential
FAQs mobility improvements at MoPac's intersections with Slaughter
Lane and La Crosse Avenue.

MoPac
y Intersections
S 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
Latest Tweet MoPac at the intersections of Slaughter Lane and La Crosse
Avenue.
= MopacSouth 25 Oct
= @MopacSouth A Meet and Greet Event for the study was held on Thursday,

\V/Vjt ”'Tj;’ W“;i”p““f‘”st‘; L1 October 24, 2013, from 10:00 AM to 7:00 PM, at Parkside Village,
Mobae e o e rhe 5701 Slaughter Lane, Austin TX 78749 (Suite B between
Environmental Study BurgerFi and Matthew Horne Dentistry). The event was attended

mopacsouth.com/aboutmopac by over 150 citizens.
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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:

oMl WELCOME

Environmental Study ExPIOI'e the exhibits
berss it Fill out the survey
oot oo Submit a comment

b, avilable
m-mm s o

& o

=

Download and view EXHIBIT 1: Welcome

WHAT IS THE
PROBLEM?

Download and view EXHIBIT 2: What is the Problem?

MoPac Intersections Environmental Study Cc - 17 Attachment C



" CONSTRAINTS MAP

Did we miss anything?

WHAT OPTIONS
BEST MEET

YOUR NEEDS FOR
SLAUGHTER LANE?

WHAT OPTIONS

, BEST MEET
= s YOUR NEEDS FOR
B4 LA CROSSE AVENUE?

HOW TO SUBMIT
COMMENTS

We need your input!

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:
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MoPac Intersections
Environmental Study

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

ENVIRONMENTAL
Overview
Public Input

Green Mobility
Challenge

MULTIMEDIA
Maps
Videos

PN
N

Copyright ©
CTRMA 2013

LATEST NEWS . . .
Disclaimer | Site

Upcoming Events
E-Newsletters
Publications &

Context Sensitive
Solutions

Timeline
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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.
WHAT IS 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
MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUD 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

MoPac Intersections Environmental Study D -2 Attachment D



CONSTRAINTS MAP DID WE MISS

ANYTHING?

Legend
= MoPac Right of Way
Streams
Trails
Proposed Violet Crown Trail

PLACE YOUR .
STICKY NOTES
HERE

= Texas
CENTRAL TEXAS Department
Regional Mobility Authority of Transportation
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WHAT OPTIONS BEST MEET YOUR NEEDS?
LA CROSSE AVENUE

PLACE YOUR
STICKY NOTES IN

THE BOXES BELOW

:)Pac Goes Over Slaughter Lane
Sy N ¢ o

MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENT B2

BPac Goes Under Slaughter Lane

/4

NO BUILD |

14
AL,

PLACE YOUR
STICKY NOTES IN
THE BOXES BELOW

OTHER IDEAS

7
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PLACE YOUR

SURVEY HERE

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

3 Send a fax to 512-996-9784

Mail:
Central Texas Regional Mobility Authority R |

c/o MoPac Intersections Environmental Study

3300 North IH-35, Suite 300
Austin, Texas 78705 P O RT E R

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

MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STIJI]Y

MoPac Intersections Environmental Study D
-5
Attachment D



MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY
October 24, 2013 Meet & Greet/Open House
Input from Interactive Exhibits

What is the Problem?
(sticky notes) - verbatim

Mobility here is fine. | live, drive and work here and have no problems. Don’t mess with it!
NE corner heavy traffic turning right north onto MoPac.
- Traffic congestion on MoPac southbound and Slaughter eastbound.
- Safety issues turning right onto Slaughter from MoPac southbound.
- Safety issues turning left onto La Crosse from MoPac southbound, crossing MoPac northbound.
Nothing has been done to decrease traffic on roads intersecting Kiker Elementary School. Finish the
extension from South Bay to MoPac. This would alleviate a lot of the traffic by Kiker and the neighborhood in
general.
Long overdue! Would really help traffic flow and save about 15 minutes (or more) trying to get through this
intersection. (can't wait)
Big build up NB and SB MoPac trying to cross Slaughter.
Slaughter east from 3 — 6 is backed up.
Mass transit is sorely needed to ease current and future congestion — especially from Slaughter to downtown
Austin. Start with more buses!
| exit at Davis coming south. Traffic slows at William Cannon with those expecting the light at Slaughter.
MoPac at William Cannon is a huge problem. Mobility at MoPac and Slaughter and La Crosse areas is fine
but just needs light timings adjusted for peak hours.
It can take as long to get through this intersection as the rest of the way to the river!
Most of the traffic problems stem from traffic going into Hays County. | don't feel it's okay for my tax dollars to
primarily benefit Hays County residents.
Have long delays at MoPac and Slaughter during peak hours. The timing of lights needs to be tweaked and
options to bypass the main lights would help. Glad this is being addressed.
Traffic delays are constant. Sometimes MoPac N/Slaughter lane only allows for 2 cars to pass before the light
changes! Two potential problems/questions: 1) If 45 is completed; does Hays County contribute to the cost?
2) If 45 is completed with a toll road on MoPac, we need a freeway!
| have had a difficult time getting across MoPac using Slaughter via my bike. Also, turning R onto Slaughter
both northbound and southbound lanes of MoPac is difficult (no dedicated lanes).
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WIOrac Inersections environmentdal swuay
October 24, 2013 Open House Neet & Greet
Input from Interactive Exhibits

Page 2

What is the Problem?
(sticky notes) - verbatim

The #1 best way to reduce further traffic is to not build south Hwy 45.
Extend Loop 1 to FM 967.
Too much congestion north of these intersections. If flyovers/underpasses built before other problems north of
MoPac addressed then these will not help.
The biggest problem is safety. | know someone that was killed at La Crosse. Please do something to address
the safety.
Mobility issues during peak hours hence that needs to be dealt with which can help when MoPac goes under
Slaughter La Crosse Avenue.
Light at northbound MoPac and Slaughter is way too short after 3 pm or so. Only 1 or 2 cars can get thru after
long waits. All the time is given to SB turning east.
One problem: even with 2 left turn lanes turning from South MoPac east on to Slaughter, sometimes cars
can't turn left because there’s no room on Slaughter before the N bound side of MoPac and we miss yet
another light.
2" can’t make L into this shopping center at rush hour.
Alamo Drafthouse should have entrance and exit on MoPac. Beckett and Slaughter intersection is horribly
busy because of movie theater, etc.
Need right turn lanes at Slaughter going east and at La Crosse going west.
Wider/more lanes needed at Slaughter and through La Crosse.
Inappropriate light timing during rush hour. Turning from traffic lanes on a roadway with posted 65 mph.
Double turn lane needed Slaughter W to 1 N. We need rail connections!
Double turn left lanes on La Crosse going east to turn onto MoPac!
- Either over or under would be wonderful to reduce traffic but | vote or am leaning more toward underpass for
the silence of the highway for the neighborhoods! - Either way, thank you!
- | would also ask for a safer bike route and a walk-way to the Alamo Drafthouse from across the way from the
park — Wildflower.
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MoPac Intersections Environmental Study
October 24, 2013 Open House Meet & Greet
Input from Interactive Exhibits

Page 3

Constraints Map

(sticky notes) - verbatim
Overpasses would be very unpleasant for houses — unsightly and ne real need right now.
The speed limit of 50 mph on Slaughter west of MoPac is unsafe for pedestrians and kids.
Add wider bike lanes on MoPac and 45.
My house backs up to MoPac and La Crosse. | do not want an overpass directly behind my house.
-Karst features, -Edwards Aquifer, -Cultural resources, -Balcones Canyonlands Conservation Plan (BCCP)
fee zone mapping for endangered species, -Oak Wilt Centers (TX Forest Service), -water quality
There needs to be an entrance into shopping area by Alamo Drafthouse off of MoPac Yes! | agree!
You need to consider views from existing houses. Overpasses would be unsightly and create more noise for
these residences.
On Slaughter Middle School and proposed rehabilitation center.
Scale is too narrow. Scope of constraints needs to include water quantity and quality feeding into the Edwards
Aquifer. Increasing mobility south will push development south which will also impact these residents and
alter the rural nature of the landscape.
Existing La Crosse intersection is a danger to motorists, bicyclists and pedestrians — not enough site distance
to La Crosse light to allow motorists on MoPac to slow or stop.
There seems to be enough room at each intersection to have MoPac pass underneath Slaughter and La
Crosse without encroaching on green space.
Kids and families on bikes need safe access to the Veloway.
Keep light pollution at a minimum. No lights even better.
Right turn needed from MoPac to Escarpment. Safety issue as traffic is at 70.
Traffic light need at MoPac and Escarpment because of new homes on Avena Property.
Maybe better bike safety routes to SH to Violet Crown.
Take into consideration the traffic in south is increasing the 2 lane road needs to be widened as well into a 3
lane road and make a Hoover lane.
1) Need more lights perhaps for safety turns from HEB at Escarpment Village (Slaughter & Escarpment). 2)
Bikers waiting for light on MoPac S/La Crosse need a more safe lane (sharp turn off MoPac)
Need safe way for people to get from Circle C @ Wildflower park to Alamo theater area by foot.
Manage construction during non-peak hours (i.e. good times 10 — 3 pm 10—6 am)
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NMokFac Intersections Environmental study
October 24, 2013 Open House Meet & Greet
Input from Interactive Exhibits

Page 4

La Crosse Ave. Preferences Indicated using
Options Green Dots
MoPac Over La Crosse 33
MoPac Under La Crosse 88
No Build 19

La Crosse Avenue
OTHER IDEAS (sticky notes) - verbatim
Maybe widen at La Crosse and build extra turn lanes. Two (2) lanes going left and one (1) dedicated lane
turning right (going south).
Bike pad in streets to change lights.
Extended lane from La Crosse to Slaughter. Right lane for right turns to Bowie High School would | traffic.

Since most southbound traffic on MoPac turn left onto Slaughter, there should be a continuous ramp allowing
that. Then that traffic going straight south on MoPac or turning right can do so easier.

Right turn lane needed on MoPac into Wildflower Center / Veloway.

Noise pollution increased to nearby homes (sad face) overpass

Underpass is quieter and better for bicycles on La Crosse heading toward the Veloway.

Flooding during rains might affect roads and nearby homes. Underpass

Fix Slaughter before tackling La Crosse.

Topography perfect for underpass.

Noise, trees, appearances of underpass.

An overpass near the Wildflower Center would be a travesty.

Underpass at La Crosse. Long term, it maintains beauty and natural appearance of Circle C community. An
overpass would be unsightly and noisy.

Build at turn lanes at all intersections.

BIG TRAFFIC CIRCLE

There is no congestion at La Crosse, but if 45 goes through it may get worse. But in consideration for
neighbors, it should be an underpass for noise and sights from houses.

Slaughter creek could flood an underpass. Also, digging out an underpass could create a great deal of dust,
impacting residents’ health. Overpass would be easier and faster to build. Overpass

MoPac Intersections Environmental Study D-9 Attachment D



MoPac Intersections Environmental Study
October 24, 2013 Open House Meet & Greet
Input from Interactive Exhibits

Page 5

La Crosse Avenue

OTHER IDEAS (sticky notes) - verbatim
Worried about noise control and visual impact. Prefer an underpass. Underpass
Residents adjacent to MoPac (Austral Loop on west, Circle C Wildflower on east) are likely to strongly prefer
an underpass because of road noise and visual impact of any potential overpass - which might be long and
expensive because of the topography. Underpass
Create safe cyclist and pedestrian crossing east/west. Safe access to/from Wildflower Center. Underpass
Underpass. Road noise very important concern — underpass may mitigate it.
Underpass. Save all the beautiful big oaks that you can — make highway closer together.
MoPac under La Crosse would be less noisy for neighborhood and more aesthetically pleasing. Also, MoPac
under La Crosse would be less noise pollution.
Underpass of MoPac at La Crosse without turn lanes. Traffic backs up at La Crosse after being stuck from
Davis to Slaughter Lane. Have hike lanes on La Crosse on over bridge for bikers going to Veloway.
This construction will devastate our area! NO BUILD!
How would any of these impact Wildflower Center and Veloway? NO BUILD!
Please do not put an overpass directly behind my house. We back up to MoPac & La Crosse. No Build!
Protected bike lane for travel to/from Veloway/Wildflower.
Suggest alternate traffic flows during construction. Consider school buses.
Overpass is unsightly unless it could have an Austin stone facade.
This area is foo sensitive for construction and will disrupt the beauty of the Wildflower Center.
No build is least expensive, but what are long-term needs?
NOT NEEDED! No Build
Create dedicated right and left lanes on Slaughter/La Crosse that's it!!l Overpass is overkill!
45 SW is unnecessary and will not serve Travis County residents. But if it is built, these underpasses need to
be done first.
Will there be walking paths across La Crosse over/under the expanded MoPac?
1) Do La Crosse first as it has low volumes, 2) Then re-route Slaughter/MoPac to the new La Crosse/MoPac
while fixing Slaughter/MoPac.
Over/under no difference; take cheaper option.
Improve pedestrian and bike access across La Crosse/MoPac.
Noise of traffic at peak times. Underpass would be preferred.
Overpass or underpass not needed. Lovely area just build at Slaughter. Could consider option that is less
intrusive. Do not build 45 out and no need for La Crosse overpass/underpass.
Under La Crosse would reduce noise for residents and would minimize visible distractions from an overpass.
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MoPac Intersections Environmental Study
October 24, 2013 Open House Meet & Greet
Input from Interactive Exhibits

Page 6

MOPAC INTERSELTIONS EIWH
Slaughter Lane Preference Indicated by
Options Green Dots
MoPac Over Slaughter Lane 42
MoPac Under Slaughter Lane 94
No Build 14

Slaughter Lane
OTHER IDEAS (sticky notes) - verbatim

Begin right-turn only lane further back. Build U-turn lane for turn around. No overpasses or underpasses
needed
Putting an over or underpass on Slaughter will mean more traffic exiting at La Crosse, which will mean more
traffic going by the schools, and will cause backup at the La Crosse/ Escarpment intersection.
Please consider access for cyclists. Keep bike lanes on MoPac
Please construct a bike/pedestrian dedicated bridge over MoPac for exclusive use of the Violet Crown Trail.
Bike pad to change lights.
Provide egress for Violet Crown H & B path.
Widen MoPac N to S from Davis. Make a lane exclusively for right turn on Slaughter from Davis.
Right turn lane extended from MoPac to Slaughter headed south. Widen MoPac.
Underpass. Slaughter Creek could flood an underpass. Also, digging out an underpass would create dust and
impact health.
Underpass. What happens when storm drains plug? Put in drain - no deal.
The No Build option could be improved, even temporarily with an additional left turn lane from outbound
MoPac to Slaughter east bound.

Underpass! Much less intrusive — topography is perfect for it.

Under!! Natural with existing terrain.
Flash flooding would be an issue. Merging onto MoPac would cause backups during peak hours. Underpass.

Place right turn lanes at all intersections.
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MoPac Intersections Environmental Study
October 24, 2013 Open House Meet & Greet
Input from Interactive Exhibits

Page 7

Slaughter Lane

OTHER IDEAS (sticky notes) - verbatim
Choose no build. Won't help since traffic is a problem north of MoPac. Not worth it for Env. Impact to this
sensitive area.
Over/under, doesn't matter which is cheaper?
MoPac South make shoulder into right turn lane.
MoPac under Slaughter would be quieter for the neighborhood — less noise pollution.
Need 2 right turn lanes when traveling west on Slaughter to get on MoPac going north. Bad every morning!
Fix 290 through Oak Hill and this problem will go away. No need to build the
Also, the no build option could be temporarily improved, by introducing more curvature on the left curb turning
from eastbound Slaughter to northbound MoPac.
Need underpass of MoPac at Slaughter and widen MoPac from Ben White to SH 45. There are people out
here being stuck at William Cannon and backing pass Davis because of Slaughter. Why doing fly over 100 ft
north of William Cannon exit?
Extend the turn lanes much further. People do that anyway driving on shoulders.
Pedestrian walkway for kids who walk to/from Bowie.
No Build in this Environmentally sensitive area.
Keep bicycles off MoPac. Improve right turn lanes.
Need another right turn lane from MoPac southbound would relieve a lot of congestion.
Concerns about backup on Slaughter going east. North and south entrance on MoPac. How will that be
addressed?
With the increased traffic overall on MoPac between 71 and Slaughter since the connectors opened, |
recommend this be setup to easily turn MoPac into 3 lanes each way
Going under Slaughter/La Crosse would reduce noise, but at Slaughter a left hand overpass from MoPac
South to Slaughter must be included to solve the traffic.
Overpass at La Crosse would greatly affect homes built along the road. Slaughter intersection does not have
homes right there.
If traffic flowed consistently south MoPac would be better!

MoPac Intersections Environmental Study D - 12 Attachment D



Attachment E
Handout Materials




MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY
BEPROBEM

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.

(DENTIFYING A SUSTAINABLE SoLumoN

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. Will
. ﬂham(a
The study team will work KEY TOLINES Moy, ,
together with the Community (::) Intersections Under Study i

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:

» Drivers

» Transit riders l"(ro,,e

» Bicyclists and pedestrians Se.

» Surrounding businesses

» Neighborhoods

» Environment

THE PROCESS i

The Mobility Authority and 45 |
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 enwronmental impacts of

the proposed improvements will be conducted. < ‘ ®
N\ = I Texas
CENTRAL TEXAS Department
Regional Mobility Authority of Transportation

SEPTEMBER 2013
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CONTEXT SENSITIVE SoLoroONS

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:

» Conduct community meetings » Brief community leaders
» Reach out to area businesses » Share information online

HOW T0 GETAND 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.

Timeline
MAY 2013 WINTER 2014

FALL 2013 SUMMER 2014
e 0 e @

CONSTRUCTION

If the proposed improvements are environmentally cleared, TxDOT will design, construct,
TO BE DETERMINED

and maintain the project. The study is expected to take one year to complete.

|5 THIS PROJECT RELATED TO THE MOPAC SOUTH ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY?

SEPTEMBER 2013
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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:
O | am employed by TxDOT

0 | do business with TxDOT

0 | could benefit monetarily from the project or other item about which | am commenting

10-23-13
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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?

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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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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 E -6 Attachment E



MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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:

10-23-13

MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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

PUBLIC SIGN-UP SHEET

v EECTED | NAME (PLEASE PRINT) ZIP CODE
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MOPAC S0UTH Quality of Life Through Better Mobility
THE PF

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.

(DENTIFYING A SUSTAINABLE souomioe ..

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 KEY TO LINES

Street to the Slaughter Lane area (project — Proposed Study Area Ex
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 =3
riders, bicyclists and pedestrians, as well

as surrounding businesses, neighborhoods
and the environment. Analysis of
engineering feasibility as well as social,

S
~ o
economic and environmental impacts of lag, § G fomn
; . ) 055€ 4, S g, .@
each alternative will be conducted. With & < & 0, .
this information and public input, the &
study team will identify a recommended B4 $
lternative. Throughout th h Y
alternative. Throughout the process, the 45 | er Ly,

community will be consulted on a wide
range of topics, including:

» Purpose for and need of improvements to MoPac
» Alternatives and roadway design

» Bicycle and pedestrian accommodations
» Corridor aesthetics

» Neighborhood access and connectivity lTexas
. . . CENTRAL TEXAS Department
» Environmental considerations Regional Mobility Authority of Transportation

SEPTEMBER 2013
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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.

CONTEXT SENSITIVE sourooNs

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.

FogLCONPOT

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:

» Conduct open houses » Visit with neighborhood groups and other stakeholders
» Publish newsletters » Share information online and via social media

HOW 0 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
APRIL 2013 SPRING 2014 SUMMER 2015

FALL 20113 SUMMER/FALL 2014 FALL 2015

e e e @)

204113-2015 FALL 2013 CONSTRUCTION
70 BE DETERMINED
SUMMER 2013 SPRING 2014

WINTER 2014

|5 THIS PROJECT RELATED TO THE MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY?

SEPTEMBER 2013
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Quality of Life Through Better Mobility MOPAC S0UTH

ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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.

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.

Visit www.MoPacSouth.com to sign up for regular project updates. () j’" % i-"ﬁ CAMPS
METRO

(((((((((((((((((
nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn

Do you drive on MoPac South

on a regular basis or live nearby?
Are you frustrated by the traffic 0P
congestion? -
Are there specific things you think

need to be fixed or changed?

BN PRESRT STD
S —d ECRWSS
US. POSTAGE
PAID

[E VEH[I I!'! AUSTIN, TX

PERMIT NO 215

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. *rxrrR A ECRWSSEDDM***

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.

Postal Customer

WWW.MOPACSOUTH.COM
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MoPac Intersections Environmental Study
Open House “Meet and Greet”

Parkside Village ® 5701 Slaughter Lane  Austin, TX 78749
Thursday, October 24, 2013
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MoPac Intersections Environmental Study
Open House “Meet and Greet”

Parkside Village ® 5701 Slaughter Lane  Austin, TX 78749
Thursday, October 24, 2013
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CONSTRAINTS MAP DID WE MISS

ANYTHING?
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Registration Forms




A‘ MOPAC INTERSE(T |ONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY |

"~ MoPac ot Sluughter Lune und Lu (msse Avenue
Meet and Greet Open House — October 24, 2013

PUBLIC SIGN-UP SHEET
V' Grrioa. | NAME (PLEASE PRINT) ZIP CODE
Joshoa Kotz 78745
Cell, Sstine. 8739
3% NS / 8734
s e B 2337
17’/777 e Am% i fe Je 235
Nawes Jose 75147
Ao~ Brafrn 78739
Tome 5 Georla 75715
Kim  ZAip) 75732
V@/ﬁh‘@ Locdinnl /675

M A( INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

4Lu (msse Avenue h
Meet and Greet Open House — October 24, 2013

PUBLIC SIGN-UP SHEET

v EECTED | NAME (PLEASE PRINT) ZIP CODE
Dive Dais 29729
@ﬂw\dﬂmm&é@/\ [=7%

BRIAN  No A 8744
Paren_OFstott 77727
Senve ower €149
R biard 4 Margarat Hedasr 25739
Aubaan_ et~ 1413%
Wiow Meink 19 (9
s> pod) ey 78727
Chuid /o/ée/ﬁ 76799
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MOPAC INTERSE(TIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

* MoPacat Sluughier Lune und Lu Crosse Avenue '
Meet and Greet Open House — October 24, 2013

PUBLIC SIGN-UP SHEET
v EETTED ' NAME (PLEASE PRINT) ZIP CODE
%wce Noreins oo 79739
Niey VENHD 7873¢
Hicles  Sivon 25739
piser £ s o) Vizat:
\/QKK} 6‘@90\00&/ UL_/ 7?734
Bf?/\/c [,% lc ? (/Z EQ
75729
/ Y 75749
(WA 77737
Do - / s

dla
Meet and Greet Open House — October 24, 2013
PUBLIC SIGN-UP SHEET

v Ginca. | NAME (PLEASE PRINT) ZIP CODE
/ Qun pef ‘/reu LD %%39‘
rer Hhbesnona maths
el (JOOLNobe 3
8’}_6%&, Gas sman ‘ 7¢73¢
BV G u L TE 217
L) Pomaria fF 7777
5@7”7‘")%/5 TG
/7“ a\%ﬂ%@/ 76735
ke Kol 8749
Shatee Kigd REH
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MoPac ot Slaughter Lune and Lu Cmsse Avenue b
Meet and Greet Open House — October 24, 2013

PUBLIC SIGN-UP SHEET

”‘/éooggm Pogef\od(*

Meet and Greet Open House — October 24, 2013

V' Gifiaa. | NAME (PLEASE PRINT) ZIP CODE
Kam\ Londig gk 18737
e ¥ [/fg 7749
Ann Brownlow 79799
Qj&m—g C’QM@M/ 577

fAVﬁw‘/A /Av‘c\/\w “19134
Dea o /? l\ - sn\‘/; o 7§75>
/% QA/I NN AN T9175%
J/ ASgpr 3@2@ 757 77
T/m FowuTs 28747
E7327

PUBLIC SIGN-UP SHEET
v SETED | NAME (PLEASE PRINT) ZIP CODE
\S-é.\f\(\-\ ‘&’%c&\@ci«(" T ?Sj 2 Q\
ey (/‘Jw@// z737
cte Y w754
Mwu\\ /‘»\/fré< 78729
Q/MC& {)ddz YNNG Tv 73747
(} ‘e Q Lj‘e,fzo c\ 73739
o@y 7 ?/;L/a 4 TERA
v ) e < e:"? ( [, L\\AA (j/m b HWMJS o;[ﬁaab "/ %1 €5
P W U&\ PS5 K1Y
%rmﬁ(’&‘/ﬁ» Mol/\cr((éﬁ 757L!Lﬁ}
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» MOPACINTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAI_STUDY I

' MoPuc‘ut Squghier Lune und Lu’(rosse Avenue 7
Meet and Greet Open House — October 24, 2013

PUBLIC SIGN-UP SHEET
v ELECTED | NAME (PLEASE PRINT) ZIP CODE
Tom Vo io ' 13737
e\ pee 161

Hestror Legober 79749
Madt hewo  Prackd 18749

Adri o e Lﬁ%f!uj@/ 72 ?Lgf
Barre 0 Cswer H3Uq
°< 7va Memyhon 7§70/

», /////'\V/Zﬁn&)?r\) 75739
D,g U/@ B08A04 5737
ary rief 78739

Meet and Greet Open House — October 24, 2013

PUBLIC SIGN-UP SHEET

v SEIE | NAME (PLEASE PRINT) ZIP GODE
N ncof L&%a 18137
Rl F Erovn JVES
Wanica. Weg %739
O//Nie/ /A////zm% 7§89
Tl P 78739
(/\CLU\ @awkc( 1¢7=2=
/)"0»4'\;\ D ohb ¢ 7g/7_3?
(éwa»D ngop /8739
g é“f/ﬂf 29 78759
%me%@m 78739
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MOPA( INTERSE(TIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

MoPuc cﬂ Sluugh1erV lune und Lu Crosse Avenue
Meet and Greet Open House — October 24, 2013

PUBLIC SIGN-UP SHEET

BLECTED | NAME (PLEASE PRINT) ZIP CODE
N dopoin &y m{ﬁ Mucliyor 1 <boiq
/wué Mg 1A 280 ¥
Toter  Gozd £ #2357

W] j Con it son) /8739
Nphad T 75144
NMWB MO CrETRELN 8135

Pullip dLingl A

\bﬁ/\“\%{ & nee| Tt

AWV‘J\ W Semaenn, 78749

Meet and Greet Open House ~ Octoher 24, 2013

PUBLIC SIGN-UP SHEET

orras | NAME (PLEASE PRINT) ZIP CODE
EPTN ,
Sehkes Lw\w/ 18757
Lisa Laird 75939
Dl Kellesy 573757
P Anya BoniscH /574 7
] T

Pacl  Bgnann 757149
?/m\ WMM/)OV\ 1892

Jgﬁo C KJV&/&\/ 7g>3?
e N \L\vQV\ 75739
N\//v\/ Ifm m% 78724
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) MOPAC INTERSECT |ONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

' MoPac m Sluughter Lune and Lu (rosse Avenue

Meet and Greet Open House — Octoher 24, 2013

PUBLIC SIGN-UP SHEET
SECTED | NAME (PLEASE PRINT) 2P cone
FPhitlls  Haes 75739
Senovin Dl 75739
Al Dalh 75757
AL Hodkehe 79749
T ke /7',0/9 075 TETZ
Mary Shuits 184
7f (oo 75 737
Miesr. Dot WAEY,
U TAN CLM@M 7§19
18745

FOVT L

TAMES

MoPuc af Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue
Meet and Greet Open House — October 24, 2013

PUBLIC SIGN-UP SHEET

MoPac Intersections Environmental Study

OFricia. | NAME (PLEASE PRINT) ZIP CODE
Sirve Dimmoms 78757
Lo oo 73739

Mag a\/azmhan Elzg
e Soch oy 28777
Plareia MW o 75277
Yoo (i TRAZA
SWEZU\ 18139
Aleksunh ¢ JAPAN (oA pike PRo 6 RAM) [t
B e Fephonaor— 79734
Lu\\3m0 U U&t o 549
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MOPA( INTERSE(T [UIN ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

‘ ‘MoPucm Sfuughter L(me und Lu (rosse Avenue
Meet and Greet Open House — October 24, 2013

PUBLIC SIGN-UP SHEET
v GrrioaL | NAME (PLEASE PRINT) #IP copE
[ o Boecrnasd™ 19137
ﬁ//)% Ml 75747
O@A e §ﬂ6€6/ 7872 7
?/ 7 see A///ﬂc;g 75737

Mvol’we Lﬁzwc« 2F75 9
New  Riees 26734

Voo Pheo 7F139
Véffmﬂ + Q@QM@@ rmc 7%7)39
)TOJQVHQCV &\CW\\Z’ZQ% 78729

MoPuc utSuug ter Lane und Lu(rosse Avenue S
Meet ond Greet Open House — October 24, 2013

PUBLIC SIGN-UP SHEET
v orriar | NAME (PLEASE PRINT) 2IP CODE
///V%/, ¢ 25739
L M, S\k Rer : %735
Coce Soertner ~%737
Q& w Ve i 5 7127
Wiapipn leEpes 44
Eden Wi Niawes T%73 8
Harr bopmmy - P—
[ herie Duagthed —
B2os Spesy 22239
ﬁ/ﬂaﬁx/ S (Desazs B35
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MOPA( INTERSE(T IOANS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY |

MoPuc uT Slaughter leme und Lu (rosse Avenue N

Meet and Greet Open House — October 24, 2013
Fiubl.rSEBEF SIGN-UP SHEET .

NAME (PLEASE PRINT) Ziv (opE
Jason Mk (.. T Hows<  2F foprerentafoer
o oy S 7 E73 ﬁ
PN 4y, pevanader F2 24
ﬁf*/@j (Jreoppsms , 28232
T EXond 27739
/J@L% /g/fjf vl 7277 7
N T 22727
Brit Gotnr 75 1F9
‘N\/Kiﬁﬁ%?bzﬂém 8739

Meet and Greet Open House — October 24, 2013
Frbly o SEXEE SIGN-UP SHEET

MuPuc ut Sluughter Lune und Lu (rosse Avenue “

NAME (PLEASE PRINT) TP CopE ORSTRIZATION
B 14, u»dx Ibta S48 A et
Nﬂ/i/% % /74,, K737
e sk WA
}QS’aro;’\Z\iC\S"C(L\;\,OZ TKN%
Covio W Conn 2\l | N 49
T Hony Mocheds 186 17F
é:.é?u Fow O — 8725
Jwlre Jovpe 78749
I 1eol  Jentpuat /78759
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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 parficipate.



MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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?
il /T}l/e'/lu/w { cue ’ﬁ&,%é
N J
\quJ{\J s bock- \9.{3
— Lo dioa wosdt up well wibn Flow of drath ¢

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

;T\)\(Y\\vx_,c:) \owne Aolhe

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

T rove focd ol olot ol red i danis &
oderal GO Aes N RS WY Cedhon

4, Are you aware of a need for pedestrian and bicycle improvements at these two intersections? Please explain.
C Ao <op ooy ofF mkes. Tlen suce YAGE
\O\C\EBC‘UL ]ur\\?e Aesdvon \ones ouald \\JL‘{)

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

o

PLEASE NOTE: If you would fike 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 alsc

be submitted online at www.MoPacSouth.com.

10-23-13
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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?

Push houe trnssie 15 e na.,

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

(200 CF ANA A S [ 3 OSSO

3. Are you aware of any safety issues at these two intersections? Please explain.
Ha gt 50 2mil s, Lidd iiilin BF el
Congesbon el ld cnley L0020 it IS
227 ISH(A ¢

4. Are you aware of a need for pedestrian and bicycle improvementis at these two intersections? Please explain.
WS bicc,celd 10y 0ne el crl gl
P55 g hide. Witz (e B0 &4 Sy (0
A, e A //z/ﬁﬂz’vm’)( —

5. What additional information would you like to share with the study team?
Oreat Studley [ oep (p [0 orgms LUgel/
/4‘715/,/ 2%&71(/&(7 Lol e (L//%“CJ&( NN L (}///Lo/

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

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

Pt SeerC Sevrs.
N4

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

Eresenime CxisAig \A0eldD |y 20
\J \/ /

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 lock and fee! of the intersections of MoPac with
Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue?

S gnatree LY. FlpAandy , (uhdadt 208
I8 a0l SO st seiee e paoh/ing Aidd
40 QAL _an o€ dNIAC il D 2l

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.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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.
4D o pl G Sap) gt e, o
]K) ﬂ////’/’/\/éz?, g W///;u/j/v%%(z /ﬂ/,f/%@/;/\ 22/

[

5. What additional information would,you like to share with the gtudy team'?
/WK'WZ@/// \A/ /,g’

_,{// /ﬂ/ﬂ/n %/ﬂ & ’ /////94/}

PLEASE NOTE: If you would like for the feedback you provide on this communily 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.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

8. What stakeholder groups, organizations or individuals should the study team reach out to for the
MoPac intersech ns Environmental Study?

]X raqn/] Mu{zf

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

N Fador s s

%/A; S . I,

Z
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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

Slaughtew 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.

(o

PLEASE NOTE: If you would like for the feedback you provide on this community stirvey 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 af www. MoPacSoLth.com.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

MoPuc 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.

hat problems do you face at the intersection of Slaughter Lane and MoPac South?
P <5

= = - = s _ X | \ ‘>
M © \O(‘A < S Ao Q ‘ cataey Kf\g( o FasT (J?;‘Wﬂ/‘) Iqi_’_—‘
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2, What problems do y%ce at tNmtereQ%Jn ;QQ ;’e and‘%loPac So@h’? O\ N4

Don't 0 Ngre yauth

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 axplain.
l&\ox\gs._ Lo 2N on \\(?/\ 1a Slo\\/\‘:‘\f\‘\cf wo uwlh
he niwce = Biles on <treed 506 Jr’fo\g\c/

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

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

10-23-13
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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

Sender o ‘\C'IV\CKQ C \\O“R\ )

7. What aestheticivisual considerations (i.e., bridge painting, landscaping, preserving existing views) would you
like the study team to consider?

k‘(Ql@ o S b\f}o«f\\; Ach/(’,S, S DOSS\\’)\( Yo
N QeNn Moy Se

8. What aesthetic/visual improvements (i.e., landscaping, sighature 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?

\.Q\/\(‘)\SCO\(\D.\AQ W2 XV/((’/ )
3 =

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.

N0 NV LIO e SCen L

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 cormiments can also
be submitted online at www.MoPacSouth.com.

MoPac Intersections Environmental Study
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

MoPac at Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue
f \\() 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?

Cﬁ\éﬂé’h\h\ . 0{&/\/{-» .fc:? S Lf(’)ﬁﬂﬂ)!?\lﬂ:) @ Id I//il ) D‘rﬁ/{‘l‘( /\.{7'1.« <9

2. What problems do you face at the intersection of La Crosse and MoPac South?
c;/Q/lf)( HW‘\ C‘*jﬂﬂw&f“ﬂﬁ_{ } b

3. Are you aware of any safety issues at these two intersections? Please explain.
49(64[7(7%1%)\\ Cfmu_ﬁ e 4o M5 /lﬂ/»r?yﬂavg L TZKA i
CO?’H(/.'U{ (/s 1\ nsic Crl s,

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

‘!O_/\Omu o dad e cora 0—6 fradie. [, W oy Toxes

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

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

10-23-13
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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

B(M\(/r“ﬂnke // [AS ’F’WL 4

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

& ?rj A dixtene. clacdd 'I:Zr“w«ﬂ/ﬂ 1/</?)L7La’r/wk«/*4

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

do you think would provide the greatest positive impact to the look and fee! of the intersections of MoPac with
Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue?

< wed fes { ol gecemodode. Aﬂ;by e

9. s 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 INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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?

At Tearbic, Lewgs , Am ¥ 20m ,  Compounn 0
ISy M Senevl TzAvEIC,

2. What problems do you face at the intersection of La Crosse and MoPac South?
TeaF I (Baors P ON ke LROSSE Tpeaips ﬁﬂfiwifc’ﬁ?”yj |
(il wliel GET /S WN bn) UniitR o Ty  EXAANDS

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

Cukt Tonns on Noeth oo Sive HAS M0 Tuer  Lants
Ricvertsd frwwe VERICLTS JV [N T LANE
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4. Are you aware of a need for pedestrian and bic improvements at these two intersections? Please explain.
VS - Kivs Pun foSemmy feriss MNorae Goivl
TO Powt . Pievol ks PO _MOT Sy on/ Shovenée s

5. What additional information would you like to share with the study teamf_
[WpEe [20s$E5 AT fZorn [rTERSECTONS [ jauLd
NIy et BF THE Lot [S500T Y,

PLEASE NOTE: if you would like for the feedback you provide on tiis cammunify survey fo 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 af www.MoPacSouth.com.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

6. What stakeholder groups, organizations or individuals should the study team reach out to for the
MoPac Intersec@s Environmental Stud

y?
Cine Lt HOA | #L/ST/ML_ p(/M/O ﬂ/f”/éﬁz Bore S
(e Fr.o pis? /?rfm DENT ¢

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

Kere Moo £eu) SiavehTén o Aacrpss
KELr TREES & Frouirs Aume J20A0 S

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.

VEe  TH25 G Kng Fhexuyny

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 cah also
be submitted online at www.MoPacSouth.com.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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?
Conggsiao~ — MuLridg Dot ﬁms‘ L5 T> GE TR SprTBRIEC FPim,
ShFcrs— DNduas  Postne VEHowsMED Ly pus T londs  Cvees ez,
Jo CE7  Japovedst

2. What problems do you face at the intersection of La Crosse and MoPac South?
rd
T Aved 1~ D0z Tp [200 S4mmc  Timiwe 2 /r~Qdier Epoies
T wonp cnapieg Bpujs 4 (/y/’ i n B A Vol o

3. Are you aware of any safety issues at these two intersections? Please explain.
iy siz ppmsr s~ ¥/

4. Are you aware of a need for pedestrian and bicycle Improvements at these two intersectic;ns? Please explain.
A[!y“;br_.u?ébf ~ fAglt ﬁ/& FLCEL Lprarinm—ist  LSse Mo f/k/ & I/éLDbzﬁc)A—;

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

/MBes Frne HarPe—.

PLEASE NOTE: If you would fike for the feedback you provide on this communify survey fo be considered as an official com-
ment, you must fill out and submit a comument form. Pisase ask a sfudy team member for a form. Official comments can also

be submitted online at www. MoPacSouth.com.

10-23-13
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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?
L&/l ,)('31}16\/\ .
/‘J:;/\d g//? 5/’\ =’[‘\
LS %u

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

Dind Nzt Juan _aneeh,

3. Are you aware of any safety issues at these two intersections? Please explain. ‘
= Jubun_ s i _enad cde 2) A\
e wldo  peleil demtlog vend.
—2 e el A Perhedierts ;3o /}/‘fS)LD ,

4. Are you aware of a need for pedestrian and bicycle improvements af these two intersections? Please explain.
b P /C”és'(’ 2o G Qﬂm[ A bel 0
it ploespriin el Ducgad . "
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5. What additional information would you fike to share with the study team? \
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PLEASE NOTE: If you would fike for the feetiback you provide on this community survey [o 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 afso
be submitted online at www.MoPacSouth.com.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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

§>m¢a\l btf-f.\ A R A ‘b»ﬂ/\,

¥

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

like the study team to consider? ’ -

1t e | %%M‘fw\ /\rﬁ Ve —k‘hn )/V\[ﬂ/\)\ﬁ\k L
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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?

— %\f iy a0 Y\@gf\\;)bbf\/\—&/ A %ij\/bjhﬂ& {ngc.
~ TXZE:E-\E)/, Lloves” S ode

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 fike for the feadback you provide on this communily 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.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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 Staughter L.ane and MoPap South?
Lo delog vn Gotine Hhnousl,  (dis
GRau A 15 I nutes e . »/Jujo.
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3. Areyou aware oMety issues at these two intersections? Please explain.
/

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

st

t 442

4. Awwam for pedestrian and bicycle imprc%amentw\cse two intersections? Please explain.
Q//%é ﬂ dap s 7 1 d?, oy |
sy g b 0uldd e v ' '

5. What additional Enformjw;}d %hare with the study tean;'y
/uréf a 7 v y W

PLEASE NOTE: If you would like for the feedback you provide on this community survey fo be considered as an official com-
ment, you must fill ouf 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.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

MoPac ot 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?

- Shock liank _cycle ok aklcrnon tmes N Aad Mopic
@ Sla/u@hkif

2. What problems do you face at the intersection of La Crosse and MoPac South?
- D'D@eo( of brallic Ao Azst.
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3. Are you aware of any safety issues at these two intersections? Please explain. .

- S5 alar!l J(hoJr Aot \S  powd
La (e ﬁ m@ﬁ@%
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4. Are you aware of a need for pedestrfan and bicycle improvements at these two intersections? Please explain.
~Sudonts  a0ina A4 Bovoe. &
- Showde dSapars Wwlowd uxeni g () Moy €
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5. What additional information would you like fo share with the study feam?

~ Ny Yhed ek o D6 1/ S[ng)f\/kf‘

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 filf out and submit a comment form. Please ask a study team member for a form. Official comments can also
he submitted online at www.MoPacSouth.com.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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 MoPag 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?

Traffic Qomi\}asiriom an Molar soudoonnd ond S!au,j’wkr east bovnds

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

Sc&u}\/\‘ 1SS wey *hmu'rub et ondo Lo Crosse Browe Mofac soudbibonad,

3. Are you aware of any safety issues at these two intersections? Please explain.
Mofo  soudnbopnd r'l"-’i\l}l\zl'"'hur\, lant, owdo Siws\/\}\f (s necrow and lasks —W\Om\r\j
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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?

PLEASE NOTE: If you would like for the feedback you provide on this community survey fo 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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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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?

Neatkro Ay (\Hm)o Nnauncs.

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

none (L e /AvV(K?"{N\ on Haie undiesee foon)
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3. Are you aware of any safely issues at these two intersections? Please explain.
Crople  rnnning {\AL\# Ca (nosse .
O«rmo £ ‘)’\/\/\J”\« Jﬂ g e / 1@ ]ir" ALADS S

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

U\)f< Sentinesd_ 41;& ,{/\JA!IR Dy A\)éf’ 7L,_‘> /E),j{,g,

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

M\l L\QM((’ L)n//'p7( \/\/\() 57 M’_\Oﬁ‘f J /_ﬁ\ / e <,
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PLEASE NOTE: If you would like for the fesdback you provide on this community survey fo bs considered as an official com-
ment, you must filf out and submit & comment form. Please ask a study team member for a form. Official comments can also

be submitted online at www.MoPacSouth.com.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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. Piease share your
thoughts with the study team.

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

Hh > CONACEDDIA
) / Y

2 What ’goblems do you face at the intersection of La Crosse and MoPac South?

B0 G CONAR SR

3. Are you aware of any safety issues at these two intersections? Please explain.
VoS, T e ey gvmhmeml}% /@T@ g/ml/%
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4. Are you aware of a need for pedestrian and bicycle improvements at these two intersections? Please explain.

\_  or \ ~
ML VAN (roun G eS¢

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

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

10-23-13
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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

MoPac Intersections Environmental Study?

tﬂew/a b’d)mvc)% (Pea() M/lﬂ( rf)th })@”‘P

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

like the study team to considﬂer‘?

Nlp halse 1 o
=T 4 [ N

8. What aesthetic/visual improvements (i.e., landscaping, signature bridge features, lighting, wider sidewatks)
do you think would provide the greatest positive impact to the look and feel of the intersections of MoPac with

Slauihter Lane and La Crosse Avenue?

<,
o

<

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.

MQQ
N7

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

Attachment H
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

MoPac at Sloughter 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?

s »na// M a‘( //ne (;uf }/y ﬂ/\/ A fre w“up 7/€ ,%u,//w
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2, Wiatyomems do you face at the intersection of La Crosse and MoPac South?

i
Pl Vd

3. Are you aware of any safety issues atges two intersections? Please explain.
/5; & 53T Z/‘j Ao a€, _ﬁ Nees' I GAZ /;/l
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4. Areyou aware of a need for pedestrian and bicycle improvements af these two intersections? Please explain.
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5. What additional information would you like to share with the study team?

PLEASE NOTE: If you would like for the feedback you provide on this communily survey fo 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.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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?
=L _twen o\.‘y/@ o~ Slavghhdr Lowm Mo Loc Socc
P ksdonder A Furn Llane e Ao be e i i/

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

fpou‘*r, ‘L»(l Uz :'_f“

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

No

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

We s not reed mole Foo B o La Cresse
by He schools. A Sloughde ovesfimde, pass
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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 filt 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.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

MoPac af Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue
Meet and Greet Open House — Ociober 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. VWhat problems do you face at the intersection of Slaughter Lane and MoPac South?
/ by T e
dyiucv) i {hou(’,{/g
becd pmove & evv it Furvg /9vv€>

2. What problems do you face at the intersection of La Crosse and MoPac South?
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3. Are you aware of any safety issues at these two intersections? Please explain.
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4. Are you aware of a need for paedestrian and bicycle improvements at these two intersections? Please explain.
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5. What additional information would you like to share with the study team?
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PLEASE NOTE: If you would like for the feedback you provide on this communily survey fo 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.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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

MoPac Intersections Environmental Study?

) b Cilrcle < honse aqunuee? 7SS @cf‘;ﬂbt.z
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7. What aesthetic/visual considerations (i.e., bridge painting, landscaping, preserving existing views) would you

like the study team to consider? _
riviwmiee oo S Ifﬂ’ﬁ)’. jvaproe el [ ke
N 7 7 T T T
//JmTV/L '/”V'CC .

8. What aesthetic/visuai 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 MoPagc with
Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue?

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

location and any details about what makes it great.

L /“) f/_
290 Q> ([} g (/MJ‘”‘/ >0
4

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 aiso
be submitted online at www. MoPacSouth.com,
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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?

</(,ow Aoumns b(;WW\M«: a DﬁWbL‘“’ %Jﬂ#\ﬂéﬁ Lu:.l,lu—- Yurua
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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.

i\lWJﬂA 3 Sevdtn bouad jﬂﬂih,«. \erww ot hgin speeds, m‘& gxm
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4. Are you aware of a need for pedestrian and bicycle improvements at these two intersections? Please explain.

Diduestid e Yavel Lones

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

Poesalolicl_of pAdu_Sernice vl wCaddicbin top

PLEASE NOTE: if you would like for the feedback you provide on this communily survey to be considered as an official com-
menf, 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.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

8. 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?

Vicuald pe&,&-imﬂ - No lpalilbagde L Sgoraos M WD Pae. . é’;lfm%‘aw/
m#;cmi's

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 fee! of the intersections of MoPac with
Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue? A

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.

Olevpassscr  Bude. | Vo be

PLEASE NOTE: If you would like for the fesdback you provide on this community survey to be considered as an official com-

ment, you must filf 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.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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?

me\ oa{aﬁgk {j&d’l\‘g\’)\w ﬁ&y/éjf 5@ O,(j?/_i/{&ﬂif’—&"’{da/fm

Lt

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

. i R/ |/ A

/ 1 /] .
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5. What additional mformatlon would WO share with ’Eu y team’? % Uﬁ_
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PLEASI?!?OTE: If you would like for the feedback yn this community survey to be considered as an official com-
ment, you must fill out and submit a conment form. Pledss.asi/a study team member for a form. Official comments can also

be submitted onfine at www.MoPacSouth.com.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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?
/{7&-//’/6/\/0(/(, 4t all hoves! AFp pin N /}15,&;4_:‘5
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2. What problems do you face at the intersection of La Crosse and MoPac South? ﬂ/% s Rakit /4nes
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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? Flease explain.

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

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 feam member for a form. Official comments can also
be submitfed online at www.MoPacSouth.com.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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?

l/Qm/ Lo L/ all Pmes o
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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.
alkwanss

5] showdel bone  pedpotrioum o
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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?

€/H'€’/}/ 0 L0 M .

PLEASE NOTE: If you would like for the feedback you provide on this community survey fo be considered as an official com-
ment, you must fill out and submit a comment form. Please ask a study feam member for a form. Official comments can aiso
be submitted onfine al www. MoPacSouth.com.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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?

"~ Archatechwally beavdihd So oo wordla
LB W/’/@Qﬁ%owﬁf/ Coader | a0 a Gorris) cenfor .

8. What aestheticivisual improvements (L.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 fike 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 onfine at www.MoPacSouth.com.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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?
e sstace d o Yo anoid-te W&U‘S@@pl or\ 6’6(%
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2. What problems do you face at the intersection of La Crosse and McPac South? .
] 0 peedatn 2 et otn \ i e QDWW%W
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3. Are you aware of any safety issues at these two intersections? Please explain.
\40&?@,\ 79(}’1)3?‘6 Ao Cxoss, ﬂLS\l’b\@%m
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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?

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

6. What stakeholder groups, organizations or individuals should the study team reach out to for the
MoPag Intersections En\nronmentai Stu

Lféﬁ// Z,  own jl{@wr CQAZQZQ/L

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

like the study team to consider?
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8. What aesthetic/visual improvements (i.e., landscaping, signature bridge features, fighting, 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. s 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 onfine at www.MoPacSouth.com.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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

COMMUNITY SURVEY

Your feedback s critical to the success of the MoPagc Intersections Environmental Study. Please share your
thoughts with the study team.

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

v 0{' M BAA

2. What problems do you face at the inter ﬁm of La (.ZO se and%ac South?
Tvef{ic s LA_/ML

Are you aware ¢f any safety issues at these two intersections? Please explain.

( O Slog s Afl

w

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

~0
!

om

. What additional mformatlon would you to share with the study team?
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PLEASE NOTE: If you would like for the feedback you provide on this community survey fo be conred as an official com-
ment, you must fifl out and submit & comment form. Please ask a study team member for a form. O Acial comments can also

be submitted oniine at www.MoPacSouth.com.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

6. What stakeholder groups, organizations or individuals should the study team reach out to for the
MoPag Intersections Environmental Study?
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7. What aesthetic/visual considerations (i.e., bridge painting, landscaping, preserving existing views) would you
like the study team fo consider?
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8. What aestheticfvisual improﬁaments (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. ls there an existing bridge or roadway corridor that you think is aesthetically pleasing? Please provide the
location and anytaits about what makes it great.

W _Cxifau 4 ,,,OMJQWQQ wedrga ¢
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PLEASE NOTE: If you would fike 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 mermber for a form. Official comments can also
be submitted online at www.MoPacSouth.com.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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 SlaughthoPac South?

Yadie vp “hoed o
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2. What problems do you face atthe mtersemm Crosse and MoPac South? \
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3. Are you aware of any safety issues at these tv‘(o intersections? Please explain, q%_\‘
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4. Arelyou aware of a need for pedestrian and bicycle improvements at these two intersections? Please explain.

A

5. What additional information would you like to share with the study team? W
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PLEASE NOTE: If you would like for the feedback yoli 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.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

MoPac at Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue
Meet and Greet Open House — Octoher 24, 2013

COMMUNITY SURVEY

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

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

!l&jz "‘I“*fﬂ'(‘p)ﬁ.. zuv@mji h __An G I[).m‘ /‘VLSL\ l/\c\mrj

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

Pérornle m/a/mf\tr\,ﬁ red iﬁwrf Aue o Wﬂ{‘(‘ 74’#’”& L. r[mf%fﬁlzim\

4. Are you aware of a need for pedestrian and bicycle,improvements at these two intersections? Please explax
Vos _ plenty of seheols — help shdents aa ly
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f’jszﬂﬂj\’f @ Ea f‘f e //V]olﬂ/ < /«rﬁw[ﬂ/ Wﬂ[/( ?A‘p(l"; 4@/

bufyness ¢s.

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

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

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

Sé)}\ﬂ?ﬂf&\,

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. s 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 fike for the feedback you provide on this commuinity survey to be considered as an official com-

menti, you must fill out and submit a comment form. Please ask a study team member for a form. Official comments can alsc
be submitted online af www MoPacSouth.com.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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’?
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2. What problems do you face at the intersection of La Crosse and MoPac South?
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3. Are you aware of any safety issues at these two intersections? Please explain.
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4. Are you aware of a need for pedestrian and bicycle improvements at these two intersections? Please explain.
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5. What additiona)_information would you like to share with the study team?
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PLEASE NOTE: If you would like for the feedback you provide on this commumty survey to be considered as an official com-
ment, you must fill ouf and submit a comment form. Please ask a study team member for a form. Official comments can also

be submitted onfine at www.MoPacSauth.com.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

6. What stakeholder groups, organizations or individuals should the study team reach out to for the
MoFac Intersections Environmental Study?
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7. What aestheticivisual considerations (i.e., bridge painting, landscaping, preserving existing views) would you
iike the study team to consider?
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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.
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PLEASE NOTE: If you would like for the feedback you provide on this community survey to be considered as an official com-

mernit, you must filt out and submit a comment form. Please ask a study team member for a form. Official comments can also
be submitted onfine at www.MoPacSouth.com.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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?
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2. What problems do you face at the intersection of La Crosse and MoPac South? J M d/WUm ‘
AVVAVIE S (V) r,\jgcm ving Wonts

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

Thh oy QLALCVENG & VIMUAS Gt Hoveling a v (€ Y i
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4. Are you aware of a need for pedestrian and bicycle improvements at these two intersections? Please explain.

Ty netd 0 00r uge e uah Wi, Moct {og dinn Y

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

%v;\if/moj S wilg hell W, M/tm.f/) Wl g wprivemendl
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PLEASE NOTE: If you would like for the feedback you provide on this communily survey fo 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.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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

LU QAT (s o 200U pitng Yo Vewie WS,
Pl & Nay UOlos (0 0tS /

7. What aesthetic/visual considerations (i.e., by ing, preserving existing views) would you

like the study team to consider?

8. What aesthetic/visual improvements (i.e., fandscaping, signature bridge featureg/lighting, Wider sidewalks)
do you think would provide the greatest positive impact to the look and feel of the intersecfions 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.

DAV Wi e prsaf g KKy IS

PLEASE NOTE. If you would fike for the feedback you provide on this communily 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,
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

MoPac af 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’?
[lond M«@A, /M/A;c, Can b heavy. 2l
Cottdaym H'med, ba} ouﬁr ald pot & Probloyn
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2. What problems do you face at the intersection of La Crosse and MoPac South?

AL, = Sovve  GnSWEr @y 5 bauvd.

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

Y8 -

4. Are you aware of a need for pedestrian and bicycle improvements at these two intersections? Please explain.
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5. What additional information would you like to share with the study team?

PLEASE NOTE: If you would like for the feedback you provide on this community strvey fo be considered as an official com-
ment, you must fill out and submit a comment form. Please ask a study feam member for a form. Official comments can also
be submitted online af www.MoPacSouth.com.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

8. What stakeholder groups, organizations or individuals should the study team reach out to for the
MoPac Intersections Environmental St

Lrnoie g Sehest, b lop - L7 ¢ PISA o
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like the study team to consider?
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7. What aesthetic/visual considerations (i.e., bridge paintin landscaping, p rving existing vie@uould you

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?

) one Mo wa a
O 2 e vy ey ac

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

location and any details abouf.what makes it great.
bads and BGANS o /o] aesthed cally,
,O@M’rg . v 7

PLEASE NOTE: If you would fike 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 tearn member for a form. Official comments can also
be submitted online at www.MoPacSouth.com.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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

PLEASE NOTE: If you would like for the feedback you provide or 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 submitfed online aft www.MoRacSouth.com.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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

et

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

8. What aestheticivisual 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.

Thc i“‘e\{o\ﬁ',,\“l Bh{kc‘e wc\,\f\ < lbbk\aﬂﬁff { Ll/

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.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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 Siaughter Lane and lVioPac South?
A ] e a7 f‘/)()gb &@ Qlum\cj LB '5 hov- /‘AAS
20 yming Yo [ Lol ik ;r}

2. What problems do you face at the intersection of La Crosse and MoPac South?
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3. Are you aware of any safety issues at these two intersections? Please explain.

- 5\6&\% A§ WL -}wmnc Do EG spsuclT}w Yo S Mogor

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

p@);\/\ Qv ek

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

PLEASE NOTE: If you would like for the feedback you provide on this community survey fo be considered as an official com-
ment, you must fill ouf 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.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

8. What stakeholder groups, organizations or individuals should the study team reach out to for the
MoPac Intersectlons Enwron ental Study'?
clrdde € aow\

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

fike the study team to consjder? , i
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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?

Aeaem%m \icu\)\%rx:} ()wl \Da\% l@wa (~ob\2 lx Yice,

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

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?

_15}375/0‘/&.5/ CO A esyrs froa.

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

/ﬂ/onc, .

3. Are you aware of any safety issues at these two intersections? Please explain.
(ﬂ MC/";'S /LS ane ,ﬂc’%ﬁJ frians: Stang f'm/a; o Q#W,ﬂ/fm‘; o oSS
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4. Are you aware of a need for pedestrian and bicycle improvements at these two intersecfions? Flease explain.
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5. What additional information would you like to share with the study team?
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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 filf 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 H - 49 Attachment H



MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

6. What stakeholder groups, organizations or individuals should the study team reach out to for the
MoPac Intersections Environmental Study?
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7. What aesthetic/visual considerations (i.e., bridge painting, landscaping, preserving existing views) would you
like the study team to consider?

(2067w e e aiFrn= LA ears,

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 Avenua?

Fedestrrom Crogsims, aesthetrc lioh //‘nj\
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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 fo be considered as an official com-

ment, you rmust filf 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.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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?
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2. What problems do you face at the intersection of La Crosse and MoPac South?
None

3. Are you aware of any safety issues at these two intersections? Please explain.
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4. Are you aware of a need for pedestrian and bicycle improvements at these two ‘intersections? Please explain.
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5. What additional information would you like to share with the study team?
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PLEASE NOTE: If you would fike for the feedback you provide on this communily survey fo 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.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

6. What stakeholder groups, organizations or individuals should the study team reach out to for the
MoPac Intersections Environmental Study?
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7. What aesthetic/visual considerations (i.e., bridge painting, landscaping, preserving existing views) would you

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?
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location and any details abou

it makes it great.
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9. Is there an existing bridge or rbadway corridor that you think is aesthetically pleasing? Please provide the

ment, you must fifl out and submit a comment form. Please ask a sfud

PLEASE NOTE: If you would like for the feedback You provide on this community survey fo be considered as an official com-
be submitted onfine at www.MoPacSouth.com.

fy team member for a form. Official comments can also
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

MoPuc at Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue
Meet and Greei 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?
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2. What problems do you face at the intersection of La Crosse and MoPac South?
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3. Are you aware of any safety issues at these two intersections? Please explain.

\{/f’%‘: Geo. Qestiin one .

4. Are you aware of a need for pedestrian and bicycle improvements at these two intersections? Please explain.
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5. What additional information would you like to share with the study team?
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PIEASE NOTE: If you would like for the feedback you provide on this communily survey to’be considered as an official com-
ment, you must fill out and submit a comment form. Please ask a study team member {ora form. Official comments can also

be submitted online af www.MoPacSouth.com. (/0 SR \ (ﬂL ]9‘ o o 9 Wean o Eﬂff{
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

6. What stakeholder groups, organizations or individuals should the study team reach out to for the
MoPac Intersections Environmental Study?
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7. What aesthetic/visual considerations (i.e., bridge painting, iandscaping, preserving existing views) would you
like the study team to consider?

L:/RA_H’_ (e m/\m/v\y WG% 1% ﬂ@@gib/é)'

8. What aestheticivisual 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 Avenug?
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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 fo be considered as an official com-

ment, you must fill out and submif a comment form. Please ask a study team member for a form. Official comments can also
be submitted online at www.MoPacSouth.com.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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 % ,? A
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2. What problems do youface at thelintersection of La Crosse and ﬁac South? <y ot ok AANE A Dy
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3. Are you aware of any safety issyes at these two intersections? Please explain.
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4. Ate youaware of a need for pedestrian and bicycle improvements at these intersections? Piease explain.
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5. What additional information would you like to share with the study team?

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 cornmenis can also
be submitted onfine at www.MoPacSouth.com.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

6. What stakeholder groups, organizations or individuals should the study team reach out to for the
MoPac Intersections Enyironmental Study?
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7. What aesthetic/visual considerations (i.e., bridge painting, landscaping, preserving existing views) would you
like the study team to consider?
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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 Avenug?
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8. 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.
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PLEASE NOTE: If you would like for the feedback you provide on this community survey fo 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.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

MoPac af 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?
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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.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

MoPac ot Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue
Meet and Greet Open House — October 24, 2013

COMMUNITY SURVEY

Your feedback is criticat 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 jntersection of Slaughter Lane and MoPac South?
ARV //%M 730 B / .
[ pnokros  Gnfe i FeAH Ao e~ brud. g/mj424’/
4 - cafo Wonr P bynd l/ﬁzy/ﬁzu

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

Omj o, Fo fedi + bile. fea Tz

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

L AJW&

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

) 4 I :‘f { ///2 .
Lo Lams€ - huge e Furte - peed s jpuel

5. What additional information would you like to share with the study team? : A |
7(})@4"—?, vl & /&»s% S0 Zlcw--—&S “uz/l o § 07/
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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 cormment form. Please ask a study team member for a form. Official comments can also

be submitted online at www.MoFPacSouth.com.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

MoPac af 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 youwfgce att /e intersection of Slaughter Lane and MoPac South?
7;(/5/&()(‘/) ﬂ/ J vz /¢ (fff ar i Gl
1 i‘/ [

2. What problems do you face at the intersection of La Crosse and MoPac Soyth?
TF L S peirrse [ S /s 24‘%4/ :
bt %Wﬂﬂéf‘%ﬁ/ bt Wit zry ot rszpimn , SE

L Crostt s o 4e wllsessail Fop,

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?

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

10-23-13
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

MoPac af 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? :
Foo muct WLUME  FOR  SICNBIZED INTY] 6 Tow/
Lpef A LIGi4T  Cyceeh  wEPRe PrRIUeS
hots e ZLV}U?}H‘M o NIz Mopdc

2. What problems do you face at the intersection of La Crogse and MoPac South?,
T 7ONT  UYE  TWher WRaWh PEAL flommeT 1O
wo Rl WE TV LACROSS [ E Gt Imen T LT

P colopl AT I/LIKER

3. Are you aware of any safety issues at these two intersections? Please\expiain.
Veo, Hivivg Wuph Prci Wy AT pLranz
WAT A 36 Yk collegdon o waaTing
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4. Are you aware of a need for pedestrian and bicycle improvements at these two intersections? Please explain.
T opt, bpvegnl  BIWIE ATV DenTS — cr2$soillf- M PAC
Ly TRAFP. 5 &Gp  tlow %,gul Lheyg MCBT
Mme  p Jittle oprer  Tiaw  Crosa M ( Jhe ek

v P Dy

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

Vbt B DWUREENT Wihmonl) o asr€d 5600l
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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.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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

Ceele ¢ Hpp NMOT Sup e o F wde S4B
e e (ochat  [lome veer Ag5or s

7. What aestheticivisual considerations (i.e., bridge painting, landscaping, preserving existing views) would youl
like the study team to consider?

WO T 1h7e8e s775/)  (nr 17 Blrsp
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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? % 7

SE7Z

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.

CA T nfeald pF Ay U7 mpvTHa N TS
ZoAD - I AL 7 v o/ yﬂareﬂfc}ﬂ Mot
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RS
Kiv' D orE thooesns T svecs - Buy IF
Clftapec 10 €0 puae — P Frous

PLEASE NOTE: If you would like for the feedback you provide on this community survey to be considered as an official com-

ment, you miust fill out and submit a comment form, Please ask a study team member for a form. Official comments can also
be submitfed onfine at vawww. MoPacSotith.com.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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?

éﬂ'vu? Aol Ainiane  Pealt Gl heuad L Spudts h%wg(
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2. What problems do you face at the intersection of La Crosse and MoPac Scuth?

Some_ s albeee

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

%%;[}AL@JMLQ&LAJM&—//AMJ At

4. Are yo ware of a need for pjestnan and bicycle improvements at these two intersections? Please explain.

b‘t Ade, o &Ua/l,@-u G%M&IO J\’UZQCIA Cu M&xﬂ%
oo & epalf Yuids 87 (a Csine o X5 o T PR
Oiede

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

PLEASE NOTE: If you would like for the feedback you pravide 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.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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 jntersection of SEafhter Lane and MoPac South?

Zr%é Zfﬁ:) st /,‘}Cazw mu;ﬁa_% ({/ o Amsz (véﬁ-
</ g 0

[

. What rob[em{s do you face az-» intersection of La Crosse and MoPac South?
%’sﬁm MD// Zﬁw i /w/ﬂb I”ft/ {Br) /ox)t/, 0{754« ld[wu /%vﬂ-a/c.
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3. Are you aware of any safety issues at these two intersections? Please explain.

Xe

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

Vo

w

. What additiona&i{nformation would you like to share with the study team?
/ﬁ./sz n: iﬁ([was /)6’ e X em(—j',y Yo

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

MoPac af 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?

\vmé7 boelcops = Dul!

2. Whiir%blems do you face at the intersection of La Crosse and MoPac South?
N

A

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

i - o dadicerted o loanns? = TFhim 300
W X Aol molc oL oG |

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

, MLO)\ [l B2
0

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

X 0r Dol 080 omorow et &oon
R Omouﬁyb\m gYs mm’r%%;\owwﬂw

PLEASE NOTE: If you would like for the feedback you provide on this communily 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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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

6. What stakeholder groups, organizations or individuals should the study team reach out to for the
MoPac Intersectiong, Environmental Study?
o - pnovornnenstold oo wi
A V\aQ\ Q\SDIA | °

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

Dot e

8. What aestheticivisual improvements (i.e., landscaping, signature bridge features, lighting, wider sidewalks)
do you think would provide the greatest positive impact to the ook and feel of the intersections of MoPac with

Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue?

Doon bt‘%%%\ﬁ%\*b p\ﬁw U%%k\ pollrion

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,

PN 0498 7  rn\ucnasiored Rovkcoal
HMower Mpowdl 1T HTN coue . [¢

PLEASE NOTE: If you would fike 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 submitfed online at www.MoPacSouth.com.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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?

Ve RO g L et A nevn vty

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

LQ(“\)J« oo wie  un oA L A

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

Wer sl XQMB\QLQ_/WLQ

4. Are you aware of a need for pedestrian and bicycle improvements at these two intersections? Please explain,
b O wveuld oL dpead 4o pmedy S WA Umwo landon,
Wu:aw e A Cloaxts, Sl oM WMg v 0 efadame Lmod 7
Wil s DD e e

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

MMEWMwﬂMMW MMEMMW
e LA O vsoub A U\M&mﬂc} oon  BARA YA

PLEASE NOTE: If you would like for the feedback you provide on this communily sutvey to be considered as an official com-
ment, you must filf out and submit a comment form. Please ask a study team member for a form. Official comments can also
be submilted online at www.MoPacSouth.com.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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

MoPac Intersections Environmental Study?

brde o UOW

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

like the study team to consider?

ovp e WAL ooy £a

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?

WA OMA Aol ko —\Gond MM

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 onfine al www MoPacSouth.com,
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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?

Lk in Lk c#/f.@%buz/ e 0008 el ot of //e 74/31@/
EE 45 g pul Trogh will aal svefosllecptss.

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

\ Zouthitoond gy et (b o taliose) paals ﬂ/é’# 75/( 5
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3. Are you aware of any safeéty
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issues at these two intersections? Please explain.
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4. Areyou aware o a need for pedestrian and bicycle improvements at these two intersections? Please explain.
D UO_,JVD

a.,DZM.\\- \(Y\)\,DQ\, \D Jr\ &5;(?0..

5. What additional information would you like to share with the study team?
Y
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Enobec. Yo — @‘DPJZQ,\OJ\DM\ No bikes on The \e;FF %@d@u
L thote. shod be no jpagece ta Mote (bot Thore are
6{)\)”‘(1\,@ \’&C/Y‘@

==
PLEASE NOTE: If you wouild like for the feedBack you provide on this community survey to be considered as an official com
, 1 i

fci -
ment, you must fill out and submit a comment form. Please ask a sfudy team member for a form. Official comments can also
be submitted online at www.MoPacSouth.com.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

8. What stakeholder groups, organizations or individuals should the study team reach out to for the
MoPac Intersections Environmental Study?
AL e C@ Cracle. € 7%714 Kifer ?ﬁ@ww Sob/s y
elooosy yicecs ( ’23

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

like the study team to consider?

/xélm!l)-gé’/lﬂﬂ%_ Consisteit ok L) /AZ%W Cbiter

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 lock and feel of the intersections of MoPac with
Sfaughter Lane and La Crosge Avenue?

g Lode \Sy JWM!&WQ” [M@éms S pikecs it hith
terceatims

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

location and any details about what makes it great.
Locp 4S5 oast of T35 -0 /MUS%M /@ zﬂm /0 rﬂ}amtéé
Gt —he € e nteccectivns e qma:éj

PLEASE NOTE: If you would like for the feedback you provide on this community survey fo be considered as an official com-
ment, you must filf 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.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

MoPac at Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue
Meet and Greet Open House — Ocfoher 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?

(et Towe  Lawes  Raedlen Up. Sovopden SRAFFIC H0 v
| mr
Lyt~ \saus Ay Vv (\)A%% i %\t{ TUAFFESe v REHT Live
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2. What problems do you face at the intersection of La Crosse and MoPac South?

W Loes  ~woan Legpe. Fobwsrg QIHT op (e
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3. Are you aware of any safety issues at these two intersections? Please explain.
NP eI AT ‘%@mﬁ) Q‘Dﬁ%%:w G or Convens Yo A Syop
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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?

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 feam member for a form. Official comments can also
be submitted online at www.MoPacSouth.com.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

MoPac af 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 expiain.

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?
-E‘W"\‘\‘NW S o \p wA \l( TP\‘() p U\\C‘p { N\l\a
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PLEASE NOTE: If you would like for the feedback you provide on this community survey fo 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 submiited online af www.MoPacSouth.com.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

MoPac af 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 Sfaughter Lane and MoPeySouth /
CLl-f
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2. Wh2/ problems do you ff at the mters ction of La Crosse and MoPac South?
cf CBJOMC:, ')3 ch,m .

3. Are /ou aware of ? safety issues at the /se two intersec "Lons'ﬂ Please explain.
054 e ‘*Cf ,?74? e Q[/)Cf'ﬁ a&@?@

4. Are you ?vare of a need for :écij?nan ::d%n le iy provemen these two 1ntersec? /j?e explain.
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5. What additional information would you like to share with the study team?

A SW9E xgdi W

PLEASE NOTE: If you would fike for the feedback you provide on this community survey to be considered as an official com-
memnt, you must fill out and submif a comment form, Please ask a study feam member for a form. Official comments can also

be submitted online at www.MoPacSouth.com.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

6. What stakehoider groups, organizations or individuals should the study team reach out to for the

MoP f]ntersecttons jnwronmental Study? / / L/ﬁ
L sl (;‘4 Z C’@u See [A/i/ 9.8 ~ [ \L\“Z'/ ca»,{U[,/c b

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

Iikeje study team to consider? / / ; /
/A CfpadSe s e mu 74» oo v[ 05 :O.a/-'ol% olv e 7[0 XA:,( 2 c’cﬁfe/
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g >

8. What aesthetic/visual improvements (i.e., l[andscaping, signature bridge features, lighting, wider sidewalks)
do you think wouid 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 fo 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. Cfficial comments can also
be submitfed online at www.MoPacSouth.com.
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~ MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

MoPac af 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 Environmentat Study. Please share your
thoughts with the study team.

1. What problems do you face at the intersection of Slaughter Lane and MoPac South?
fo.ak NP Sra 8 -
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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.
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5. What additional information would you like to share with the study team?

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 fitt 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.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

MoPac at Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue
Meet and Greet Open House — October 24, 013

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?

gy Mi&w\{ (KLS +  CoobESTODN

2. What problems do you face at the intersection of La Crosse and MoPac South?
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3. Are you aware of any safety issues at these two mtersectlons? Please expla
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4. Are you aware of a néed for pedestrian and bicycle improvements at these two intersections? Please explain.

v\m nee sloode.,

5. What additional information would you Iike to share with the study team?
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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 oniine at www.MoPacSouth.com.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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

MoPac Intersections Environmental Study?

LM‘M TALD  TDEOSD  UOWLDFLSafe. COU

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

like the study team to consider? . '
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8. What aestheticivisual improvements (i.e., Iandééaping,.signature bﬁdge features, lighting, wider éidewa]ks)
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? — .

Mare. o Deleoptnsn & pite youl Oy ool Dk

s e Baoproe Ceev. WD T WS

e U%maw M#x’f\xﬁ& T ”’\}fé B - uﬂ& oF MZ‘

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

location and any detarls about what makes it great.

oot Yed | Madee DS LU Re T ﬁ@m’ (0 Abaﬁ&

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 & form. Offi cfa! comments can also

be submilted onfine af www.MoPacSouth.com.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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 prob!i{ms do you face at the inter§ection of S[aughter Lane and MoPac South?
I‘hﬁd“f A T A 1 &‘-\L/"; /A ] N . .
,T‘ e v ¥ o hugld }”:?M' onto %(Augy’vjﬁ/
o Mopac Srthh —" hake shiolke T
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2. What problems do yO/g face at the intersection of La Crosse and MoPac South?

N

Nan g -

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

(
Up

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

0|
Vo

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

PLEASE NOTE: If you would like for the feedback you provide on this commumity survey to be considered as an official com-
ment, you must fiff out and submit a comment form, Please ask a study feam member for a form. Official comments can also

be submitted onlfine af www.MoPacSouth.com.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

8. What stakeholder groups, organizations or individuals should the study team reach out to for the
MoPac Intersections Environmental Study?
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7. What aesthetic/visual considerations {i.e., bridge painting, landscaping, preserving existing views) would you
like the study team to consider?
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8. What assthetic/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? [
M, f\ Il

NO AL
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8. l|s there an existing bridge or roadway corridor that you think is aesthetically pleasing? Flease provide the

location and any detﬂ‘s ahout what makes it great.
{\\ \ A f) ]

T

8 A YARN
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PLEASE NOTE: If you would like for the feedback you provide on this communify survey fo be considered as an official com-

ment, you must filf 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.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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?

D@&\&i\) >

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

Vel [ h o0 Gy Atmas

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

{*OHQ (myf g v‘&&;ﬂ&\\ﬂf\/\ &JLC\%} l’\x{}(\,w\ N\;L/ u‘e\ L\jl-f-&/

4. Are you aware of a need for pedestrian and bicycle improvements at these two intersections? Please explain.
MUM v Scfe u-)C G7\f ‘(l_f‘u\pk—g (. vl - @ W[\GK(V{W\(?CJ[(_‘
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5. What additional information would you like to share with the study team?
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PLEASE NOTE: If you would like for the feedback you provide en this community survey fo be considered as an official com-
ment, you must fill out and submif a comment form. Please ask a study team member for a form. Official conmments can also

be submitted online at www.MoPacSouth.com.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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 prob!ems do you face af the intersection of Sia ghter Lane and MoPac So7Z| %L
Tatic haled wp, 1od g it Yurn lae
N0 /M/N/a/ Wfrim 723 L/fwfﬁ[//\jf/ janc4,

2. What problems do you face at the intersection of La Crosse and MoPac South?
LOrZ SeNSING  Fe sy AL )&4/ LA
i //;z.-m /7% Wil Cegter ~
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3. Are you aware of any safety issues at these two intersections? Please explain.

2L

4. Are you gware of a need for pedestnan and bicycle |mprovernents égese two intersections? Please explain.

53! s - pMIA o Rt s

5. What 7é]tlonal information would you like to ghare wi &tthe study team

g+ MV//Q/{M% ié%ﬁz W 245 - ZZZ/'%L
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PLEASE NOTE: If you would like for the feedback you provide on this community survey fo be considered as an official com-
ment, you must fill cut and submit a comment form. Please ask a study team member for a form. Official comments can also
be submitted online af www.MoPacSouith.com.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

8. What stakeholder groups, organizations or individuals should the study team reach out to for the

MoP Inters ctug )nz/g/n"nenta;a/ ﬁ’@/ //é / CQ/'/‘%_M %/ /éfﬂ gf (}é/%? ﬁf/é
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7. What aesthetic/visual considerations (i.e., bndge painting, iandszﬁf/preser\é existing views) would you

'“EZ%”%?“};%J — native /,m//m $ uk Wl N

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?

., / /
D fid

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.

VAN -

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 sludy team member for a form. Official comments can also
be submitted online at www.MoPacSouth.com.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

MoPac at Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue
Meet and Greet Open House — Ocfober 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.

(jhat problems do you face at the intersection of Slaughter Lane and MoPac South?
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2. Wfat problems do you face at the intersection of La Crosse and MoPac South? >>
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3 Are oU aware of any safety issues at these two intersections? Please explain,
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4. Are you aware of a need for pedestrian and bicycle improvements at these two intersections? Please explain.
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5. What additional information would you like to share with the study team?
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PLEASE NOTE: If you would like for the feedback you provide on this communily survey o be considered as an official com-
ment, you must fiil out and submit a comment form. Please ask a study team member for a form. Official comments can also

be submitted onfing at www. MoPacSouth.com.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

6. What stakeholder groups, organizations or individuais should the study team reach out to for the
& MoPac Intersections Environmental Study?

Cmvléa Mg)}ads Jh \eor Efmzwdmw uﬂiuglhl @Q & A’uewﬂne,,
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7. What aesthetic/visual considerations (i.e., bridge painting, landscaping, preserving existing views) would you
tike the study team to consider?

Covele Ciz a Doahll [ toiafhbshord azd gosllibect mg;é]@wkw
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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
Slaught i}:ne and La Crosse Avenus?

of e abse Sk @l Tm‘owi”

9. s 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.

B \uww..l - (gq&{,gmppp(p béé&u‘)?%ap \M\a ﬁ Ve

PLEASE NOTE: If you would like for the feedback you provide on this communily survey {o be considered as an official com-
menf, 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.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STU

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?
DN add Lps T Yhe ot ning  Gnd

oL ketNoon — Vot N \qu Qﬂouq\(\ ha v
b NEEUe e N '

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

None New  N\NnaX \Q%\f\\ 1S ey e, Theve 15 @
va\%@ekm-{\ OA A s LN Nevseetion

3. Are you aware of any safety issues at these two intersections? Please explain.
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4. Are you aware of a need for pedestrian and bicycle improvements at these two intersections? Please explain.
No

5. What additional information would you like to share with the study team?
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PLEASE NOTE: If you would like for the feedback you provide on this community survey to be considered as an official com-

ol
ment, you must fill out and submit a comment form. Please ask a study team member for a form. Official cornments can also
be submitted online at www.MoPacSouth.com.
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PAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

8. What stakeholder groups, crganizations or individuals should the study team reach out to for the

MoPac Intersections Environmental Study?

A pw Reande ks  nea Ye e Selon s ‘

7. \What aesthetic/visual considerations {i.e., bridge painting, landscaping, preserving existing views) would you
like the study team to consider?
Dodces <hroold e \oww profie — binder pussSes
Ao presefve Ulews Loopn Nooses LTy idtloos
Contel,

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 fook and feel of the intersections of MoPac with
Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue?

Nee S ‘
Undecpa 5 VL

8. |s there an existing bridge or roadway corridor that you think is aesthefically pleasing? Please provide the
location and any details about what makes it great.

NO

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
he submitied online af www.MoPacSouih.com.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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?

Rush Wouwr —Fvg e ﬂf%/h/;, ot S/«,uj;}u[ev

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

“Trafic-

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

@mwl“ﬁ”/ MS///fy He kol lov 4o Lrive Ao o

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?

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 & comment form. Please ask a study team member for a form. Official comments can also
be submitted online at www. MoPacSouth.com.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

MoPac at Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue
Meet and Greet Open House — Octoher 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?
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2. What problems do you face at the intersection of La Crosse and MoPac South?
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3. Are you aware of any safety issues at these two intersections? Please explain.
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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?

PLEASE NOTE: If you would like for the feedback you provide on this communify survey to be considered as an official com-
ment, you must fill cut and submit a comment form, Please ask a study feam member for a form. Officfal cormments can also

be submitfed online af www.MoPacSouth.com.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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, fandscaping, preserving existing views) would you
like the study team to consider?

. }
oo e ndenan co %;ae‘?,/ grasses Lo ld Llrwers,

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 fee! of the intersections of MoPac with
Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue?

8. 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 teamn member for a form. Official comments can also
be submitted online at www.MoPacSouth.com.
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MOPAC INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

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.

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

€} accidondn ~ sw@m wivabre Mot pocenot. il
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2. What problems do you face at the intersection of La Crosse and MoPac South?
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3. Are you aware of any safety issues at these two intersections? Please explain.
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