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Introduction

The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) and the Central Texas Regional Mobility Authority
(Mobility Authority) conducted a public hearing regarding the proposed improvements on MoPac at
the intersections of Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue on Thursday, July 30, 2015. The hearing
was held to solicit public input on the Draft Environmental Assessment (EA). The EA was made
available for public review on June 30, 2015. Following the public hearing a virtual public hearing
was available on www.MoPacSouth.com from July 31, 2015 through August 10, 2015. For more
information about the project study area, purpose and need and the proposed improvements,
please see the Final EA (November 2015).

Public Hearing Information

Date and Location

The public hearing was held on Thursday, July 30, 2015 in the cafeteria at Bowie High School,
4103 W. Slaughter Lane, Austin, TX 78749. Twenty directional signs were posted along both sides
of West Slaughter Lane from MoPac to Brodie Lane to guide interested residents to the public
hearing. Several signs were also posted along the school driveway and at the entrance. Signs were
posted on the inside of the school along the hallway leading to the cafeteria to assist guests in
finding the cafeteria. The open house portion of the public hearing was from 5:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m.
The public hearing began at 6:00 p.m. with a technical presentation followed by public testimony.

Notifications

A variety of methods were used to reach out to citizens, potentially affected property owners,
businesses, local leaders and elected officials. These notifications included:

= |egal Ad
A legal ad was published in the Austin American-Statesman on June 30, 2015.

= Postcard Invitations
Postcard invitations were mailed on June 30, 2015 to 97 addresses for adjacent property
owners potentially affected by the project.

= Electronic newsletter and emails
An electronic newsletter was emailed on July 1, 2015 to inform the community about the public
hearing. An email reminder went out on July 23, 2015 and a second email was distributed on
August 3, 2015 to remind people who hadn’t been able to attend the public hearing that all the
exhibits and other materials were available online and that comments could be submitted
through August 10, 2015. More than 1,300 subscribers received the e-newsletter and e-blasts.
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= |Letters
Letters were emailed to 126 public and elected officials on July 15, 2015.

= Display Ad
A display ad was published in the Community Impact Newspaper Southwest Edition on July 23,
2015.

= Fact Sheets and Post Card Invitations
Fact sheets and post card invitations were distributed at these community events and
stakeholder meetings in July 2015: Grey Rock Ridge and Circle C HOA on July 6, 2015; South
Brodie Neighborhood Alliance, July 9, 2015; Circle C Food Trailer Night, July 10, 2015; and,
Shady Hollow HOA Board, July 16, 2015.

= Business Outreach
Fact sheets and post card invitations were distributed door to door to 38 businesses along
Slaughter Lane between Sendera Mesa Drive on the east side of MoPac and Beckett Road on
the west side of MoPac on July 15, 2015. The Austin Chamber of Commerce sent out two
emails to its 3,000 members on July 14, 2015 and July 28, 2015 urging them to participate in
the hearing and provide feedback.

= Electronic Message Boards
Electronic message boards were placed on the north and southbound sides of MoPac. The
TxDOT message boards advertised the meeting date, time and location. The boards displayed
the hearing information from July 23, 2015 to July 30, 2015.

= Social media outreach
Twitter was used to promote the meeting. The Mobility Authority tweeted eleven messages
about the meeting between July 30, 2015 and August 5, 2015.

= Virtual Public Hearing
For those who could not attend the public hearing, materials were included in a virtual public
hearing for review and download from Thursday, July 31, 2015 to Monday, August 10, 2015.

= News Articles (print and online)
Articles regarding the hearing appeared in the Austin Chronicle, July 3, 2015; Community
Impact Newspaper, July 22, 2015; Austin American-Statesman, July 28, 2015;
mystatesman.com, July 28, 2015; and KXAN-TV, July 28, 2015.

=  Community Calendars and Newsletters
Information about the public hearing and virtual public hearing was published by these
organizations and community calendars: Circle C HOA newsletters, July 1, 2015, July 10, 2015
and July 28, 2015; the Circle C HOA website; Downtown Austin Alliance (DAA) newsletters, July
14 - 19, 2015, July 20 - 26, 2015 and July 28 - August 2, 2015; City of Austin (COA) Austin
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Mobility newsletters, July 20, 2015 and July 27, 2015; downtownaustin.com, July 20, 2015;
COA Next Door; austin.eventful.com; har.com; Austin City Council Dist. 10 Back on the Dias,
August 7, 2015; and, Save Our Springs, July 29, 2015.

= News Release
TxDOT issued a news release on July 23, 2015 to 50 media outlets.

=  Website Postings
TxDOT and the Mobility Authority posted information and details about the public hearing on
their websites, www.txdot.gov under the hearings and meetings section and
www.MoPacSouth.com/Intersections/.

Notifications are available for review in Attachment A.

Sign-in, Handouts, and Exhibits

Upon arrival at the public hearing, attendees were asked to sign-in to document attendance and
were provided with a set of handouts that included:

= Speaker sign-up card (if they requested to make a public comment during the public

hearing)

= Comment card

= DDI Fact Sheet

= MoPac Intersections Environmental Study Fact Sheet

= Virtual Public Hearing Flyer

Project display boards were exhibited to provide information about the proposed project. They
included the following boards/maps:

= Project location

= Purpose and format of public hearing - “Why Am | Here?”

= Public hearing comments (verbal and written)

=  Purpose and need of project

= Bike and pedestrian facilities

= Diverse native roadside

= Traffic noise and proposed barriers

= EA overview

= Project funding and schedule

= Artistic rendering of Slaughter Lane at MoPac

= Artistic rendering of La Crosse Avenue at MoPac

= Preliminary layout of the Build Alternative (shown on two long tables)

A looping video and layout depicting the DDI at MoPac/Slaughter Lane was also displayed along the

wall in the cafeteria. The formal presentation screen was in the front of the cafeteria behind the
speaker’s podium and two smaller screens were located above the audience in the middle of the
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cafeteria. Comment tables were provided in order to encourage public feedback. A copy of the Draft
EA was also provided for review.

Copies of the hand-out materials are included in Attachment B. Display boards and maps are
included in Attachment C. Photographs of the hearing are included in Attachment D.

Format

The open house portion of the public hearing was held from 5:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m., during which
time the public was able to review project display boards and discuss the proposed project and the
Draft EA with project staff.

A formal presentation began at 6:00 p.m. Mr. Chris Bishop, the public information officer for TxDOT,
Austin District, gave the introduction and officially opened the hearing. He introduced the local
elected official who was present, Austin City Council Member Ellen Troxclair. Mr. Bishop then
provided an overview of the hearing proceedings and the project. Mr. Jimmy Robertson, AICP and
Mrs. Stephanie Messerli, P.E., AICP with Jacobs followed opening remarks with a technical and
environmental presentation regarding the project. They discussed the project history, purpose and
need, the proposed improvements, the alternatives considered, the build alternative, a summary of
the environmental analysis, bike and pedestrian facilities, and best management practices.

After the presentation, Mr. Bishop described the schedule and next steps and began the public
testimony portion of the public hearing. Attendees registered to speak were invited to make public
comment. Mr. Bishop noted that responses to comments would be compiled in the public hearing
summary report and comments would not be responded to at the hearing. Following the registered
speakers comments, Mr. Bishop gave a final opportunity for the public to make testimony at the
hearing.

Two court reporters were in attendance to provide an official transcript of the presentation. The first
court reporter took individual verbal comments during the open house portion. The second court
reporter took the presentation and public testimony.

A copy of the presentation is included in Attachment E. The public hearing transcript of the
presentation, public testimony, and verbal comments is included in Attachment F.

Attendance

A total of 128 persons signed in at the hearing. Meeting sign-in sheets are included as Attachment
G.

MoPac Intersections - July 30, 2015 Public Hearing Summary 4
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Public Comment and Response Summary

The public comment period on the proposed MoPac Intersections began on June 30, 2015 with the
publication of the 30-day legal notice in the Austin American-Statesman. The Draft EA was made
available for public review on June 30, 2015. Comments were invited by mail, email, and fax and
online at www.MoPacSouth.com/Intersections/ and at the public hearing via written, verbal and
public testimony. In addition to written comments received at the public hearing, written comments
were also requested by mail, to the Central Texas Regional Mobility Authority, 3300 N. IH-35, Suite
300, Austin, TX 78705. During the hearing, attendees were asked to provide comments on
comment forms (to leave at the hearing or mail in later), verbally to a court reporter, or by giving
public testimony during the hearing proceedings. The comment period ending date was Monday,
August 10, 2015.

Four hundred and nine (409) comments were received during the comment period. At the public
hearing, twenty-four (24) people provided written comments, seven (7) people testified and four (4)
people provided comments to a court reporter. Thirty-two (32) comment forms and one (1) letter
were hand-delivered to the Mobility Authority, along with a 55-page petition. Two (2) additional
letters were received by mail and one (1) comment was faxed. Three hundred and thirty-eight (338)
comments were received via web mail.

All comments received during the comment period are included in Attachment H.

The verbatim comments are presented in Table 1 and listed in alphabetical order by the
commenter’s last name. Each comment is assigned a unique number. The comments presented
thirty-eight (38) common themes; unique responses were developed for each of these themes. The
full text of each response is presented in the “Response” column of Table 1 only one time and is
thereafter referred to by a unique response number that correlates to the comment number. For
example, Comment 1 is the first instance that pedestrian and bicycle facilities are discussed. The
full text of the response to questions about pedestrian and bicycle facilities is found in the response
column of Comment 1. This response is assigned the number “R1”. All comments thereafter that
discuss pedestrian and bicycle facilities will find “R1” in the response column. The R1 number is
the reader’s guide to find Comment 1 for the full text of the response.

How to use Table 1

Step 1: Find your comment by locating your last name;

Step 2: Does the response column next to your comment include text?
YES - this is the response to your question.
NO - go to Step 3.

Step 3: Does the response column next to your comment include a number(s) (e.g. R1)?
YES - the full text of the response to your question can be found by located the
corresponding number in the “#” column (e.g. 1).
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary

o . Comment
Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Response
(summary)
Lauren 07/30/15 Comment | The pedestrian crossings at the Slaughter Lane intersection are truly awful. The | The pedestrian | Response: R1
Form design sends the message that cars are the highest priority - it creates a very crossings are As described in Section 5.6 and illustrated in Appendix B of the

uninviting environment for anyone that is on foot or on a bike. Seems like an
afterthought, and | think you are missing an opportunity to foster a system
that supports individual mode choices that are not single occupancy vehicles,
which would really help congestion. Adding capacity by expanding highways
only creates more congestion. If we could build our way out of congestion,
Houston would have done it with Katy Freeway. In fact, the Katy Freeway is
more congestion now than after billions in expansions. This plan is simply
moving Austin in the wrong direction.

inadequate;
encourage
individual
mode choices
rather than
cars.

Environmental Assessment (EA), the proposed pedestrian and bicycle
amenities would include a new 10-foot wide shared use path within the right-
of-way on the west side of MoPac from Slaughter Creek to La Crosse Avenue.
These improvements in combination with existing and other pedestrian and
bicycle facilities would provide a continuous connection between Slaughter
Lane and La Crosse Avenue for pedestrians and cyclists. The grade separation
at Slaughter Lane and MoPac would include sidewalks, crosswalks and bike
lanes. Approaching the east and west sides of the intersection, the sidewalks
would be located on the outside of the roadway. Through the divergent
diamond interchange (DDI), the sidewalk facility would be located on the
inside median. At each end of the DDI, pedestrians would cross to and from
the median sidewalk with the aid of traffic yield and warning signs, pavement
markings and crosswalks, and pedestrian islands. The project would provide
striped bike lanes in both directions following the flow of vehicular traffic
through the intersection. The grade separation at La Crosse Avenue and
MoPac would provide sidewalks and signals on the outside of the roadway.
Cyclists would cross the intersection using striped bike lanes. The proposed
pedestrian and bicycle facilities would be safer and would provide better
pedestrian and bicycle access than the existing condition. The preliminary
design for the pedestrian and bicycle facilities complies with the U.S.
Department of Transportation’s Policy Statement on Bicycle and Pedestrian
Accommodations, Regulations and Recommendations; Texas Department of
Transportation’s (TxDOT’s) Guidelines Emphasizing Bicycle and Pedestrian
Accommodations, and the City of Austin’s 2014 Bicycle Master Plan and 2009
Sidewalk Master Plan.

TxDOT and the Central Texas Regional Mobility Authority (Mobility Authority)
engaged stakeholders with specific expertise and interest in pedestrian and
bicycle access in the project area. Outreach included stakeholder meetings
with Bike Austin (August 2013), the Hill Country Conservancy (August 2013),
the Trail Foundation (September 2013 and April 2015) and several meetings
with the City of Austin bicycle and pedestrian facility experts. A bicycle and
pedestrian technical work group (TWG) convened in February 2015 with the
charge of providing assistance in coordinating with the local bicycle
community and collaborating on design details. A web meeting was held with
the TWG on July 15, 2015 to discuss incorporation of design suggestions into
the project. Other stakeholder involvement included the Urban Trails
Program staff at the Public Hearing on July 30, 2015.

The details of the pedestrian and bicycle facilities will be developed further
during final design. TxDOT and the Mobility Authority will continue
collaboration with interested stakeholders as the project moves forward.
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary

. . C t
Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) ommen Response
(summary)
Abkowitz Mike 07/30/15 Public I'm the Interim Executive Director of the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center. | Projects could Response: R2
Testimony | Thank you for the opportunity to speak. The University of Texas Lady Bird help roadside A vegetation survey was conducted by the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower

Johnson Wildflower Center encompasses 279 acres at the southeast
intersection of La Crosse Avenue and MoPac. The Center is a neighboring
property that is impacted by the MoPac South, MoPac Intersections, and
Southwest 45 projects. It is also a subcontract consultant for this property,
providing expertise to TxDOT in the creation of ecological roadside on the
MoPac South and Intersections projects. These three projects taken together
will significantly impact people and the environment in this area.

If done appropriately, these projects could create beautiful, ecologically rich
roadsides that support wildlife, natural ecosystems, and the people living and
working nearby. We want these projects to carry forward, supporting Lady
Bird Johnson's vision to improve our roadsides with native wildflowers and
grasses.

The MoPac Intersections Project is a step in the right direction. It will
potentially improve safety and access to drivers, pedestrians, and bikers at
that intersection. The Wildflower Center welcomed 130,000 visitors last year
and depends on admissions revenue. Safety is an important concern. We also
appreciate TxDOT for the design that suppresses the lanes at La Crosse, which
could help noise issues at that intersection. Still, much will need to be done to
improve the landscapes at that intersection, particularly in light of (inaudible)
species and major tree removals that will occur in the existing median.

However, we have concerns that (inaudible) taken together will contribute to
the increased traffic on MoPac South. Increased traffic on MoPac South may
produce traffic noise and air pollution to the extent that it would jeopardize
the viability of the Wildflower Center as a public botanic garden, wildlife
haven, popular event center, popular recreation

space, and planet research and conservation organization.

There's no current plan to alleviate noise from La Crosse South to the
connection with Southwest 45. MoPac is currently slated to remain at and
above grade level there, which will lead to increased noise pollution, much
more than any sound wall can alleviate. We recommend that this concern be
identified and addressed in the project planning in a cumulative way so for the
MoPac South, MoPac Intersections, and Southwest 45 projects and a solution
be found to mitigate increased noise level from traffic.

ecology but
concerned
about the
cumulative
traffic impacts
of SH 455w,
MoPac
Intersections
and MoPac
South on noise
pollution and
air pollution.
Noise walls not
adequate to
protect
Wildflower
Center. Much
needs to be
done on
landscaping
plans.

Center (Wildflower Center) in 2013 to assess the vegetative resources that
could be impacted by the proposed project. This survey noted 32 medium-
sized trees (19-23 inches in diameter at breast height) and 15 large trees
(equal to or greater than 24 inches in diameter at breast height) within the
existing right-of-way. The survey also noted that the plant community in the
right-of-way is dominated by an invasive grass (King Ranch bluestem);
however there are some significant pockets of diverse remnant prairie
communities within the median.

The proposed project would require removal of the trees in the median (see
Section 5.13.1 of the EA). As noted in the EA, disturbed areas will be restored,
re-graded and reseeded in accordance with TxDOT’s Vegetation Management
Guidelines, the Executive Order 13112 on Invasive Species and the Executive
Memorandum on Beneficial Landscaping. Regionally native and non-invasive
plants will be used in landscaping and revegetation. Best management
practices will be implemented to provide temporary erosion control during
construction and permanent erosion control after the project is complete.

TxDOT has worked extensively with the Wildflower Center to develop a native
seed mix for the project. They will also have an active role in the revegetation
phase of the project and input on the long-term maintenance. In addition,
they will be assisting in the development of the landscaping plans for each
intersection. TxDOT intends to commit significant funds from the Green
Ribbon project to plant and maintain robust landscape elements that reflect
the values of the Wildflower Center.

Response: R2a

The traffic data used in the analyses for this project were sourced from the
Capital Area Metropolitan Planning Organization’s (CAMPQO) 2035 travel
demand model and updated travel demand model that has been developed
for the MoPac Intersections Project. The 2035 traffic assumes that all projects
listed in the CAMPQ’s 2035 Plan are built (including MoPac Intersections,
MoPac South, SH 455W and all other proposed transportation improvements
such as transportation demand management projects and transit
improvements). As such, the evaluation of traffic noise and air quality impacts
rely on the cumulative traffic conditions resulting from the fully built out 2035
transportation network (see the Air Quality Technical Memorandum and the
Traffic Noise Technical Memorandum for more details).

CAMPOQ'’s 2040 Plan was adopted in May 2015 and the MoPac Intersections
Draft EA was published in June 2015. Based on the criteria defined in Federal
Highway Administration’s Guidance for Metropolitan Transportation Plan
Transition (between Plan years) and NEPA Document Requirements and

MoPac Intersections — July 30, 2015 Public Hearing Summary 8




Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary

Last Name

First Name

Date

Method

Comment (verbatim)

Comment
(summary)

Response

Processing (June 2011), there are no significant changes between the 2035
Plan and 2040 Plan; and the EA for the MoPac Intersections Project is
consistent with the new Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP).

Response: R2b

Congress has directed that federally-funded highway projects must flow from
metropolitan and statewide transportation planning processes (pursuant to
23 United States Code (USC) 134-135 and 49 USC 5303-5306). Regulations
require that the entire project described in the environmental decisional
document shall be consistent with the MTP and the fiscally-constrained
Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP). For this project the
MTP is the CAMPQ’s 2035 Plan and the STIP is TxDOT’s 2015-2018 STIP. See
Section 4.0 in the Final EA.

In order for a highway project to be considered fully developed for inclusion
in the MTP and STIP it must connect logical termini, have independent utility
and not restrict consideration of alternatives for other reasonably foreseeable
transportation improvements. The logical termini for the MoPac Intersections
Project are the intersections of Slaughter Lane with MoPac and La Crosse
Avenue with MoPac. These are rational end points for the transportation
improvement because they sufficiently encompass the area needed to
achieve the purpose of the project (reduce travel delay and enhance safety by
improving intersection operations) and allow environmental issues to be
analyzed on a sufficiently broad scope to ensure that the project would
function properly without requiring additional improvements elsewhere. The
MoPac Intersections Project has independent utility because the proposed
improvements would function as a usable roadway and would not require
implementation of any other project to operate. In addition, the project
would not restrict the consideration of alternatives for other reasonably
foreseeable transportation improvements. For these reasons, the MoPac
Intersections Project is listed in the MTP and STIP as a stand-alone project
with logical termini and independent utility and is analyzed as such in the EA.

This project has been determined to have no substantial permanent direct or
indirect impacts to any resources after mitigation; in accordance with
TxDOT'’s policy this project was not analyzed in light of other past, present,
and reasonably foreseeable future actions such as SH 455W and MoPac South
(see 40 CFR §1508.7 and 1508.8). Cumulative impacts are discussed in Section
5.14.2 of the EA and in the Indirect and Cumulative Impacts Technical
Memorandum.

In addition, the cumulative effect of a project is understood through the use
of traffic data. The traffic data used to design a project and to evaluate the
potential traffic noise and air quality impacts of a proposed action, assumes
that all reasonably foreseeable projects listed in the MTP are constructed (see

MoPac Intersections — July 30, 2015 Public Hearing Summary 9




Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary

Last Name

First Name

Date

Method

Comment (verbatim)

Comment
(summary)

Response

response R2a for more information about the use of traffic data).

Response: R2¢c

A qualitative air quality analysis was completed for the proposed project
following TxDOT’s Environmental Handbook for Air Quality (August 2014) and
can be found in Section 5.12.5 of the EA and Air Quality Technical
Memorandum. No significant impacts to air quality were identified as a result
of the proposed project.

Response: R2d
A traffic noise analysis was conducted and documented in Section 5.12.6 of
the EA and the Traffic Noise Technical Memorandum (June 2015).

The following noise abatement measures were considered: traffic
management; alternation of horizontal and/or vertical alighments; acquisition
of undeveloped property to act as a buffer zone; and the construction of
noise barriers. Noise barriers were recommended because they met the
requirement to be both reasonable (cost effective) and feasible (reduce noise
levels).

More natural means for noise attenuation, such as vegetation and earthen
berms, were not considered for the following reasons:

e Based on FHWA's Noise Policy, vegetation may not be used for noise
abatement because studies have shown that vegetation must be a
minimum of 100 feet thick, a minimum of 20 feet high and sufficiently
dense (100 % opacity) to provide a 5 dB(A) reduction. Although
vegetation may serve as a visual screen it is not feasible or
reasonable.

e Earthen berms were not recommended for this project due to space
requirements, potential impacts to water movement and loss of
vegetation.

Incorporation of the noise barriers into final design is subject to a simple
majority vote of the adjacent property owners. A traffic noise workshop and
meetings were held with adjacent property owners, including the Wildflower
Center, to solicit their vote. At these meetings, potential effects of the noise
barriers were disclosed, such as visual changes and potential changes in air
flow and light. The results of the vote are still pending. A Noise Workshop
Summary Report documenting this process will be published at a later date.

Section 5.9 of the EA disclosed that the proposed noise barriers would be
visible to both roadway users and adjacent roadway viewers. The aesthetic
design of the proposed noise barriers would be the same as those being
constructed for the MoPac Improvement Project (MIP) (north of Cesar Chavez
Street). This design was proposed to allow for a sense of visual continuity

MoPac Intersections — July 30, 2015 Public Hearing Summary 10




Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary

Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment Response
(summary)
throughout the MoPac corridor. The noise barrier design being used on the
MIP was selected through a context-sensitive solutions public involvement
process.
Abkowitz Mike 08/07/15 Letter The University of Texas Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center would like to take | The project See Responses: R2, R2a, R2b, R2c and R2d

this opportunity to provide comments based on our review of the 2015 Draft
Environmental Assessment for the MoPac (State Loop 1) Intersections project.
We are particularly concerned about the cumulative impacts of this project
when combined with two other proposed projects, the MoPac South and the
SH-45SW projects.

The Wildflower Center encompasses 279 acres at the intersection of La Crosse
Avenue and MoPac. It is a public botanic garden, wildlife haven, popular
events center, outdoor recreational space, and nationally renowned native
plant research and conservation organization. Last year, the Wildflower Center
welcomed 130,000 visitors and currently depends on revenue from
admissions, memberships and facility rentals to carry forth its mission.
Cumulative Impact of MoPac Intersections, MoPac South and SH-455W
Projects — If implemented appropriately, the MoPac Intersections Project,
MoPac South and SH-45SW projects could create ecologically rich roadsides
that support wildlife, native ecosystems, and the people living and working
nearby. Lady Bird Johnson’s vision was to improve our roadsides with native
wildflowers and grasses. These projects — just outside of her namesake
Center’s doorstep — could become an environmental model for how to do
roads right in Texas and the U.S.

However, if implemented piecemeal and inappropriately, these three projects
will have cumulative adverse impact on the environment and the Wildflower
Center’s activities. Increased traffic noise, pollution and environmental
degradation could threaten the viability of the Center as a tourist destination
and event center. The projects could also negatively impact the Center’s family
education programs (in the Luci and lan Family Garden proximal to MoPac)
and the Center’s native ecosystems that support Texas plants and animals.
The MoPac Intersections project, as it stands with a La Crosse overpass and
depressed lanes, is a step in the right direction. That option will potentially
improve safety and access for drivers, pedestrians and bikers coming to the
Wildflower Center and surrounding neighborhoods and attractions, including
the Veloway and the forthcoming Violet Crown Trail. The depressed lanes
could also help with highway noise issues at that intersection specifically.
However, much will need to be done to improve the landscapes at the
intersection, particularly in light of invasive species and major tree removals
that will occur in the existing median to make way for depressed lanes there. It
should be noted that the Wildflower Center is a subcontracted consultant that
is providing ecological expertise to Jacobs Engineering and TxDOT on the
MoPac South and Intersections projects. Center staff has performed ecological
assessments of the impacted areas of MoPac South and Intersections projects
and are currently working with Jacobs to develop a vegetative and landscape
plan for the MoPac Intersections project.

provides an
opportunity to
improve the
ecology of the
roadsides and
is a step in the
right direction.
However, the
Wildflower
Center is
worried about
noise and air
pollution from
increased
traffic. The
noise wall does
not help them.

Response: R3

As described in Section 5.11 of the EA, the proposed improvements would
not result in permanent incorporation or temporary occupancy in any
parkland nor would sever or alter access to these properties. However, the
traffic noise analysis concluded that the project would result in noise impacts
at Circle C Ranch Metropolitan Park and the Wildflower Center. As such, a
Section 4(f) analysis was conducted to determine if there could be a
“constructive use” of these parks.

The definition of a constructive use of a Section 4(f) property, as it relates to
noise impacts is codified in 23 CFR 774.15(e)(1). Specifically a constructive use
occurs “when the projected noise level increase attributable to the project
substantially interferes with the use and enjoyment of a noise-sensitive
facility.” There are no federal policies that define a constructive use as an
economic impact.

The traffic noise analysis concluded that the project would result in noise
impacts at several receptors in Circle C Ranch Metropolitan Park (9 through
13); these receptor locations represent a small portion of trail that was built
adjacent to MoPac. Due to its proximity to MoPac, this section of trail
currently experiences traffic noise. The Traffic Noise Technical Memorandum
and Section 5.12.6 of the EA conclude that a noise abatement wall would be
both feasible (would reduce the noise level to a specific threshold) and
reasonable (cost effective) at this location. The noise impacts to the Circle C
Ranch Metropolitan Park would be not be considered a constructive use of a
Section 4(f) property because, (1) the affected park activities, features or
attributes do not meet the definition of being “noise-sensitive facilities” and
(2) because the proposed noise barrier would reduce the noise level at these
locations beyond the existing conditions.

Federal noise regulations are codified in 23 CFR 772. The noise abatement
criteria defined in 23 CFR 772.5 sets objective absolute noise levels for
varying land use categories. Category A includes “lands on which serenity and
quiet are of extraordinary significance and serve an important public need
and where the preservation of those qualities is essential if the area is to
continue to serve its intended purpose.” An example of a Category A site is
the Tomb of the Unknown Solider at Arlington National Cemetery. The
regulation further requires all highway agencies to submit justification to
FHWA on a case-by-case basis for approval of Category A designation. A site
must meet ALL of the following standards to be considered for Category A
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First Name
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Comment
(summary)
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There is great potential for improving the ecology of these roadside
landscapes. However, we are concerned that the three proposed projects
would cumulatively contribute to increased traffic on MoPac South. Increased
traffic would produce traffic noise and air pollution to an extent that could
jeopardize the existence of the Wildflower Center as a public amenity and
research organization.

There is no current plan to alleviate noise from La Crosse Avenue south to the
connection with SH-45SW. MoPac is currently slated to remain at- and above-
grade there, which will lead to increased noise and pollution. There are sound
walls proposed for a short section near La Crosse as part of the Intersections
project. According to information provided to us by TxDOT, the parts of the
Wildflower Center that would be affected by the increased traffic noise are
beyond the noise buffer that the sound wall would create. Therefore, upon
completion of this project, the sound and traffic would be increased rather
than decreased at the Wildflower Center.

We recommend that this concern be identified and addressed in project
planning in a cumulative way for the MoPac South, MoPac Intersections and
the SW-45SW project, and a solution to be found to mitigate increased noise
levels from greater traffic and increased truck access.

These three projects taken together will also significantly impact the ecology
of this area, but as stated above, there is an opportunity to improve the
existing design using sound ecological principles. There must be an appropriate
plan that decreases the invasion of non-native plants, improves adjacent
landscapes with native plants, promotes wildlife populations (for example,
pollinators), and improves water retention and quality.

Draft Environmental Assessment for MoPac (State Loop 1) Intersections — As
stated in the 2015 Draft Environmental Assessment, the Wildflower Center is
considered a 4(f) property as codified in 23 CFR 774.15(e)(1). Section 4(f)
refers to the original section within the U.S. Department of Transportation Act
of 1966, which provided for consideration of park and recreation lands, wildlife
and waterfowl refuges, and historic sites during transportation project
development. The law, no codified in 49 U.S.C. § 303 and 23 U.S.C. §138,
applies only to the U.S. Department of Transportation (U.S. DOT) and is
implemented by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Federal
Transit Administration through the regulation 23 Code of Federal Regulations
(CFR) 774. Federal Code includes protections for “noise-sensitive facilities”
such as the Wildflower Center where serenity and quiet are significant
attributes. “Constructive use” occurs when the projected noise level increase
attributable to the project substantially interferes with the use and enjoyment
of a noise-sensitive facility. As defined, constructive use is a type of indirect
use in which a transportation project’s proximity impacts (as opposed to direct
impacts) are so severe that the protected activities, features or attributes that
qualify a resource for protection under Section 4(f) are substantially impaired.
(See https://www.environment.fhwa.dot.gov/section4f/default.aspx.

The Draft EA concluded that the project would not result in constructive use of

designation:

(1) Is the site currently serene and quiet — the current noise level
does not approach or exceed the Category A noise abatement
criterion (57 decibels) during any period when serving its
intended purpose.

(2) Does the site currently serve an important public need — if there
an important benefit of the public visiting or using the site due to
its historical, religious, cultural or natural significance.

(3) Is the preservation of serenity and quiet essential to serve the
site’s intended purpose — will the intended use of the site in the
future (design year) continue to have historical, religious, cultural
or natural significance.

(4) Is the site frequently used (or frequently available for use by the
public — the public can access the site during all times when it is
available and able to serve its intended purpose).

See
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/noise/regulations and guidance/faq
nois.cfim#D2 for more details.

Since noise levels currently exceed 57 decibels at the Wildflower Center,
official designation as a Category A site is not possible. The traffic noise
analysis for the MoPac Intersections Project concluded that the Wildflower
Center demonstrates the attributes of a Category C site (active sports areas,
amphitheaters, auditoriums, campgrounds, cemeteries, day care centers,
hospitals, libraries, medical facilities, parks, picnic areas, places of worship,
playgrounds, public meeting rooms, public or non-profit institutional
structures, radio studios, recording studios, recreation areas, Section 4(f)
sites, schools, and televisions studios). See the Traffic Noise Technical
Memorandum for more details.

As described in the Traffic Noise Technical Memorandum and Section 5.12.6
of the EA, eight representative locations (37 through 44) within the
Wildflower Center were used to analyze the potential for traffic noise
impacts. The traffic noise analysis concluded that the project would result in
noise impacts at several receptors in the Wildflower Center (42, 43 and 44);
these receptor locations represent a small portion of trail that was built
adjacent to MoPac. Due to its proximity to MoPac, this section of trail
currently experiences traffic noise. The Traffic Noise Technical Memorandum
and Section 5.12.6 of the EA conclude that a noise abatement wall would be
both feasible (would reduce the noise level to a specific threshold) and
reasonable (cost effective) at this location.

Additional traffic noise analyses were conducted to help inform the Traffic
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Last Name

First Name

Date
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Comment (verbatim)

Comment
(summary)

Response

a section 4(f) property. It states specifically that the increase in traffic noise
resulting from the project would not impact the majority of the Wildflower
Center facilities. The only exception is a small portion of Center trail that is
adjacent to MoPac and that “its [the trail] construction next to an existing
roadway [MoPac] suggests that quiet and serenity is not a requirement for the
use and enjoyment of its attributes.”

In March 2015, Wildflower Center and TxDOT Austin District staff met to
discuss the results of the traffic noise analysis and potential ways to offset the
increase in traffic noise that would be created by the proposed project. TxDOT
staff explained that a noise barrier located in the area of greatest impact to
the Wildflower Center (where the depressed median at the La Crosse
intersection would return to grade level south of La Crosse) would reduce
traffic noise for a certain distance from the barrier. However, we learned
during the course of the meeting that the Wildflower Center facilities that
would be most impacted by traffic noise are not located within the noise
attenuating buffer zone that would be created by a noise barrier. The Center’s
main complex (entrance, courtyard, auditorium, visitors’ gallery, store, café,
library and observation tower) are located within 900 feet of the existing
MoPac right-of-way. In addition, the recently built Luci and lan Family Garden
is within 440 feet of the existing MoPac right of way. The Luci and lan Family
Garden is currently not represented on aerial maps being used for this project.
None of these facilities are located within the proposed noise barrier’s buffer
zone. Therefore, a noise barrier would not attenuate the significant noise
impacts to the Wildflower Center facilities by the public would result in a
corresponding decrease in revenue leading to economic losses. As a result,
these impacts would constitute “constructive use” of Section 4(f) as codified in
923 CFR 774.15(e)(1).

The significance of the location of the Wildflower Center in relation to
redevelopment of South MoPac presents a unique opportunity that cannot be
overstated. A principle component of Lady Bird Johnson’s legacy is to
encourage optimization of roadside beauty and ecological richness for
everyone’s well-being. With this project we urge TxDOT to go above and
beyond in order to do for what’s best for the Austin area and set a precedent
for the State of Texas.

Noise Workshop. These studies included the analysis of seven additional
receptors on the Wildflower Center property (the San Antonio Tower, the
Theme Garden, outside the McDermott Learning Center, the woodland trail,
and three receptors at the Luci and lan Family Garden (Giant Birds’ Nest,
Metamorphosis Maze and the Woodland’s Edge Picnic Area)). All seven
receptor locations would experience a noise level of 56 decibels or less under
the Build Alternative, which is below the 66 decibel threshold for an impact to
a Category C site (see Figure 1 at the end of Table 1 for the location of the
seven additional representative noise receiver sites).

Ahrens

Molly

07/29/15

Web Mail

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

Build Project

Comment Noted

Allen

Jennifer

07/30/15

Web Mail

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

Build Project

Comment Noted

Andrews

Mandy

07/24/15

Web Mail

| would like to voice my support in the proposals and proceed to construct the
intersection projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

Build Project

Comment Noted

Andrus

Craig

07/29/15

Web Mail

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

Build Project

Comment Noted

Archer

Brandy

07/23/15

Web Mail

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

Build Project

Comment Noted
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Last Name

First Name

Date
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Comment (verbatim)

Comment
(summary)

Response

Arias

Emmanuel

07/28/15

Web Mail

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

Build Project

Comment Noted

10

Armour

John

08/05/15

Web Mail

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

Build Project

Comment Noted

11

Ashlock

Stephen

07/29/15

Web Mail

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

Build Project

Comment Noted

12

Austin

Gene

07/28/15

Web Mail

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

Build Project

Comment Noted

13

Baca

Clayton

07/23/15

Web Mail

| am an Austin resident and live on the SW side of the City. | am in full support
of the proposed road improvement Projects along MoPac at Slaughter and La
Crosse Avenue to begin as soon as possible. As a commuter and someone who
works Downtown, mobility around the City is a huge issue and Austin is
severely behind the ball on advancing roadway improvements across the City
as you probably already know. Frankly, | am in support of any roadway
improvement Project that improves traffic flow and accessibility in and out of
the City.

The minority of the population that voice their opinion against roadway
improvements in Austin always seem to play the environmental card when it
comes to improving our City's traffic issue. Environmental impacts are an
important topic and should be looked at closely, but what this small
population doesn't consider (with an open mind) is the environmental impact
of stopped or stalled traffic patterns during rush hour that long term is much
more of an impact to their concern than the temporary timeline in
constructing and improving roads.

Build Project

Comment Noted

14

Bagby

Gaines

07/22/15

Web Mail

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

As Austin’s growth seems to continue over the decades, it is prudent to make
sure that we provide as much mobility as possible for our children and their
children, in this place we love.

The freer we all are to move about using all modes of transportation, the
better our lives will be.

Build Project

Comment Noted

15

Bailey

Scott

07/23/15

Web Mail

Build this as soon as possible!

Build Project

Comment Noted

16

Baker

Jay

07/30/15

Comment
Form

Encourage you to consider more natural means for the sound walls including
earthen berms with vegetation, or to create public art at points of interest.

Need more
natural sound
walls

See Response 2d

17

Barksdale

John

07/23/15

Web Mail

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

Build Project

Comment Noted

18

Barnett

Billie

08/05/15

Web Mail

Please reconsider making the right turn from Slaughter to MoPac north a
physical non-stop on ramp or two lanes. the current setup is ridiculous and
one cutoff away from a road rage incident

W Slaughter to
north MoPac
needs two

Response: R18
The existing westbound Slaughter Lane does not have a dedicated right-turn
lane at MoPac. Without this lane, current westbound traffic wishing to make
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary

Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment Response
(summary)
lanes a right turn onto northbound MoPac must yield to MoPac through-traffic as
well as left-turning traffic from eastbound Slaughter Lane to northbound
MoPac. The MoPac Intersections Project would provide right-turning traffic
(from westbound Slaughter Lane to northbound MoPac) with a dedicated
right-turn lane at MoPac without requiring motorist to stop or yield. The
grade separated intersection would also eliminate the need for this traffic to
yield to MoPac through-traffic as MoPac through lanes would pass under
Slaughter Lane and would be separated from the traffic at the intersection.
Analysis indicated that the elimination of the MoPac through-traffic would
reduce volumes enough such that one right-turn dedicated lane would
provide sufficient capacity for this turning movement.
Similarly, the grade separation at La Crosse Avenue and MoPac would
eliminate the conflict between through-traffic and turning traffic and would
allow for the optimization of signal timing (no need for a light cycle to allow
through-traffic to pass). The traffic studies indicate that one turn lane from
eastbound La Crosse Avenue to northbound MoPac would be sufficient.
19 | Barr Ray 07/23/15 Web Mail | Please vote to approve the intersection projects at Slaughter and La Crosse. Build Project Comment Noted
20 | Barrett Chad 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
21 | Bartholomew Steve 07/29/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
22 | Beall Ashley 07/29/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
23 | Bedell Stephen 07/30/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible. It will be
extremely beneficial to the area to improve safety and traffic congestion.
24 | Bell Justin 08/07/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
25 | Bellocchio Brenda 08/10/15 Hand Please accept the following comments on the “MoPac Intersections” draft The study See Responses: R2a, R2b, R2d, and R3
Delivered | environmental study: needs to
1. Study the entire project, not just the segments: The proposed “MoPac | consider all Response: R25
Intersections” is just a two mile long piece of a much larger, 18 mile projects as a See response R2b regarding the reason why the projects are analyzed
tolled-loop project that would convert MoPac to a second Interstate- | Whole to separately.
35 through south, west and north Austin. Fourteen (14) of these 18 und.erstand . . . i
. ) . . aquifer e A possible connection from FM 1626 to I-35 is included in CAMPQ’s
miles would be built over the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer recharge impacts. Keep 2035 Plan and 2040 Plan for study. If such a connection is pursued in
zone. It is essential to study the entire project to understand the MoPac as a the future, it would be evaluated through a separate environmental
overall impacts on Barton Springs and on Austin. local commuter study.
2. Study ALL of the impacts and ALL of the costs first — before building roadway and
any piece of the MoPac/SH 45SW toll loop over the Barton Springs do not connect | Capital Metro has a future transit system plan, Service Plan 2020. The transit
Edwards Aquifer. to I-35. pl.anhirfg procgss includes r?ublic. involv'ement to assess the transit needs
3. Keep I-35 traffic on I-35 — and keep MoPac as a local commuter Concerngd within its service area and identify projects. S(.ae . .
about noise http://www.capmetro.org/sp2020/ for more information. Other projects such

highway. Direct traffic to the underutilized SH 130 by reducing or
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary

o . Comment
Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Response
(summary)
eliminating the tolls. Provide north-south public transit, and work and visual as the Lone Star Passenger Rail Project would offer another transit alternative
aggressive]y to expand telecommuting’ ridesharing and other pO“Ution to along the I-35 Corridor; this prOjeCt is CUrrentIy in the NEPA process (See
strategies that reduce total driving. WiIdeows?r http://eis.lonestarrail.com/ for more information).
4. Protect the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center — by improving the Cent.er. Direct . . . .
Siauch MoP dlac MoPac | ) ith ddi traffic to SH The use of the alternative commuting strategies, such as carpooling and
aughter/MoPac and La Crosse/MoPac intersections without adding 130. Expand telecommuting, is on the rise in Austin but it is incumbent upon the

six more lanes and paving the green MoPac median. As proposed,
increased noise, light and visual pollution from high speed, greatly
increased Interstate 35 traffic diverted to MoPac would do severe
damage to the Wildflower Center.

5. Any MoPac expansion should be limited, without connecting to I-35 at
the south end, and without building double decker flyovers through
Zilker Park, Lady Bird Lake Park, and Austin High school property.

public transit

opportunities.

No flyover in
Zilker Park.

individual/employer to make use of them. The Metro Ride Share Program
offered by Capital Metro is one of several options a commuter can use
(http://www.capmetro.org/rideshare/). In addition, there are a variety of
private transportation providers that offer ridesharing options (such as Uber,
Lyft and Carma).

Response: R25a

Improvements to MoPac from Cesar Chavez Street to Slaughter Lane are
being studied as part of a separate study; please visit www.MoPacSouth.com
for more information. This comment has been shared with the MoPac South
Study Team. More information about the MoPac South Environmental Study
can be found at: www.MoPacSouth.com/environmental/.

Response: R25b

SH 45SW was considered under a separate study which received a Record of
Decision in March 2015 and is moving forward into final design. Please visit
www.sh45sw.com for more information. This comment has been shared with
the SH 455W Team.

Response: R25c¢

The proposed project would extend the existing MoPac mainlanes through
both intersections by going under Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue. The
construction limits, which result in a total project length of 2.07 miles within
the existing right-of-way, allow the intersection improvements to tie back into
the existing MoPac facility north of Slaughter Lane and south of La Crosse
Avenue.

The FHWA regulations outline three general principles at 23 CFR 771.111(f)
that are to be used to ensure meaningful evaluation of alternatives and to
avoid commitments to transportation improvements before they are fully
evaluated, the action evaluated shall:

1. Connect logical termini and be of sufficient length to address
environmental matters on a broad scope;

2. Have independent utility or independent significance, i.e., be usable
and be a reasonable expenditure even if no additional transportation
improvements in the area are made; and

3. Notrestrict consideration of alternatives for other reasonably
foreseeable transportation improvements.
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Logical termini for project development are defined as (1) rational end points
for a transportation improvement, and (2) rational end points for a review of
the environmental impacts. The logical termini for the MoPac Intersections
Project are the intersections of Slaughter Lane with MoPac and La Crosse
Avenue with MoPac. These are rational end points for the transportation
improvement because they sufficiently encompass the area needed to
achieve the purpose of the project (reduce travel delay and enhance safety by
improving intersection operations). The termini are rational end points for
review of the environmental impacts because they allow environmental
issues to be analyzed on a sufficiently broad scope to ensure that the project
would function properly without requiring additional improvements
elsewhere. The environmental analyses conducted for the MoPac
Intersections Project cover a larger geographic area than the strict limits of
the transportation improvements; sufficiently sized, resource-specific study
areas were used to ensure compliance with the regulatory requirements
specific to each resource and to sufficiently understand the full scope of the
project’s potential impacts.

The MoPac Intersections Project has independent utility because the
proposed improvements would function as a usable roadway and would not
require implementation of any other project to operate. In addition, the
project would not restrict the consideration of alternatives for other
reasonable foreseeable transportation improvements.

The analysis of indirect and cumulative impacts for the EA relies on TxDOT’s
policy Environmental Handbook on Indirect and Cumulative Impact, 2014
(http://ftp.dot.state.tx.us/pub/txdot-info/env/toolkit/720-01-gui.pdf).

According the TxDOT policy, indicators of indirect effects resulting from
induced development may occur if the purpose or benefit of the project is
economic development; if land in the project area is available and suitable for
development/redevelopment; if the project adds capacity; and if the project
substantially increases access or mobility. The MoPac Intersections Project
would reduce travel delay and improve safety of the existing intersections but
would not promote economic development in the area. Future population
growth and corresponding increases in congestion are anticipated to occur
throughout Travis and Hays counties. While the proposed operational
improvements to the intersections would result in less congested, more
efficient, and safer travel conditions, the MoPac Intersections Project would
not create new opportunities for long-term growth or development that do
not currently exist. There are small portions of the project area that could
potentially be available for further development; however, the majority of
land in and around the project area has already undergone development or is
considered unlikely to develop due to its use as parkland or a preserve or due
to its location within the 100-year floodplain. Therefore, development or
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redevelopment within and surrounding the project area would not be likely to
result from the proposed improvements. The MoPac Intersections Project
would grade separate the intersections of Slaughter Lane at MoPac and La
Crosse Avenue at MoPac but would not add any additional lanes to MoPac,
Slaughter Lane or La Crosse Avenue beyond the intersections. The addition of
on and off ramps and turning lanes at the intersections provides access and
improves operations but does not constitute added capacity. The proposed
project would not result in substantial changes in access or mobility
compared to the current condition. In accordance with TxDOT policy, indirect
effects as a result of induced growth are not anticipated so no further analysis
is required.

This project has been determined to have no substantial permanent direct or
indirect impacts to any resources after mitigation; in accordance with
TxDOT'’s policy this project was not analyzed in light of other past, present,
and reasonably foreseeable future actions such as SH 455W and MoPac South
(see 40 CFR §1508.7 and 1508.8). However, given that the project is situated
within an ecologically sensitive area, the potential for the Project to result in
direct or indirect impact to groundwater and federally-listed endangered
species was examined more thoroughly (see the Indirect and Cumulative
Impacts Technical Memorandum for more details). The proposed project is
not anticipated to result in direct or indirect impacts to at-risk resources (see
the Biological Resources Technical Memorandum, Water Resources Technical
Memorandum and Additional Geologic Studies Technical Memorandum for
more details). Because the project would not result in adverse direct or
indirect impact to these resources after mitigation strategies are applied, it is
unlikely that the project would contribute to cumulative impacts to
groundwater or endangered species in the Edwards Aquifer Barton Springs
Zone.

Response: R25d

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

26

Berger

Amanda

07/23/15

Web Mail

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

Build Project

Comment Noted

27

Berman

Mike

07/29/15

Web Mail

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

Build Project

Comment Noted

28

Bettison

Erin

08/07/15

Web Mail

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

Build Project

Comment Noted
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29

Bierschwale

James

07/27/15

Web Mail

This email is in support of the construction of the intersection projects along
MoPac at Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue.

Build Project

Comment Noted

30

Binkley

Ron

07/28/15

Web Mail

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

Build Project

Comment Noted

31

Blackmar

James

08/07/15

Web Mail

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

Build Project

Comment Noted

32

Blagdan

Bill

07/30/15

Comment
Form

Please consider a do nothing and/or do less approach that anticipates SH 45
NOT being completed which keeps MoPac for local/commuter traffic

Don’t Build -
Keep MoPac

for local traffic

See Response: R25b

Response: R32

Several innovative underpass options were considered, including standard
diamond intersection, single-point urban intersection, grade-separated
round-about, and DDI.

At Slaughter Lane and MoPac a diverging diamond intersection would best
achieve the project purpose to reduce travel delay and enhance safety. No
additional right-of-way would be needed to accommodate the design. It is
important that the intersection improvements fit within existing right-of-way
to cause the least amount of impacts to the surrounding environment and
adjacent land uses. The standard diamond and the roundabout alternatives
would not accommodate anticipated 2035 traffic volumes or number of
turning movements. The single-point urban intersection would accommodate
anticipated 2035 traffic volumes, but travel time delays would be longer than
a DDI and it would be more expensive than a DDI.

At La Crosse Avenue, a standard diamond intersection best achieved the
project purpose. No additional right-of-way is needed. The standard diamond
intersection accommodates the anticipated traffic volume in 2035. It was
originally envisioned in the design when MoPac was constructed in the early
1990’s; therefore, it fit well within the existing facility.

Together, the DDI at Slaughter Lane and the standard diamond intersection at
La Crosse Avenue make up the Build Alternative analyzed in the EA. The EA
also analyzed a No-Build Alternative which assumes that all other projects
listed in 2035 Plan are constructed except the MoPac Intersections Project.

33

Bland

Joe

07/25/15

Web Mail

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

Build Project

Comment Noted

34

Blood

Bill

07/28/15

Web Mail

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
Thank you for your consideration.

Build Project

Comment Noted
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary

# Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment Response
(summary)
35 Bloomer Daniel 08/10/15 Web Mail | I have driven thru this intersection almost on a daily basis for over 25 years, 18 | Build Project See Responses: R1, R18 and R25b
years as a commuter. with noted
changes. DDI Response: R35
Observations design is The DDI design was selected for the Slaughter Lane and MoPac intersection

When 455W and the underpasses at Slaughter Lane are completed the traffic
volume exiting MoPac to turn east on Slaughter Lane proceeding to turn south
on Brodie Lane to connect with 1626 will be significantly reduced. Even more
traffic would continue south if 45SW were not a toll road. (We did not vote for
a toll road)

General comments

1. Any configuration out of the ordinary will confuse many drivers the first
time they encounter it. It will confuse some drivers every time they encounter
it.

2. When traffic lanes cross oncoming traffic there is always a greater potential
for accidents. The proposed layout increases traffic lanes crossing oncoming
traffic from one time to two times each direction.

3. There is no provision for straight thru traffic on the north or south frontage
roads. There will be accidents, road work, bridge repair, etc that will require
diverting traffic from the main thru lanes.

4. From the limited layout diagram on the website, there does not appear to
be any provision for foot or bicycle traffic to cross MoPac traveling on
Slaughter Lane. There is a significant amount of traffic on this sidewalk already,
from kids walking/biking to/from Bowie HS to bicyclists headed to/from the
Veloway, as well as people walking and jogging.

5. One consistent bottleneck at this intersection is only one turn lane for west
bound traffic on Slaughter Lane exiting to north bound MoPac. There does not
appear to be any provision to correct this major bottleneck. Two turn lanes
would move the bottleneck from Slaughter Lane to the next northbound
bottleneck where Davis Lane enters north bound MoPac which could be fixed
immediately simply by re-striping.

Recommendations

1. Build the overpasses and the main thru lanes for MoPac but leave the
intersection configuration the same as it is currently (except for 5 above). This
intersection already works except for the ever changing traffic control lights
timing. Once the thru traffic is removed this intersection will still work better
and be safer than the proposed. This would also have to be significantly
cheaper than the unnecessarily complicated (i.e. expensive) proposed layout.
2. Wait to make a major reconfiguration to the traffic flow at the intersection
until it is really needed and there is a less complicated way to achieve.

3. During construction please ensure provisions for foot and bicycle traffic to
cross MoPac on Slaughter Lane.

4. Please remember those of us who will have to live with whatever you
decide.

dangerous and
confusing to
people. Does
not appear to
be venue for
foot or bicycle
traffic to cross
MoPac
traveling on

Slaughter Lane.

Fix a major
bottleneck at
WB Slaughter
with two lanes
to N MoPac.

because it performed better than the conventional diamond intersection
design, as well as other innovative intersection design alternatives, at
addressing the purpose of the project (to reduce travel delay and enhance
safety by improving intersection operations) as well as accommodating the
forecasted travel demand. The DDI design is a newer concept for the Austin
area and it may take some time for motorists to adjust; however, travelers
will be aided through the intersection through signage, signalization and
roadway striping. As with all intersections, motorist must take care to obey
signals and follow signs and markings. According to research conducted by
FHWA, the DDI design provides a safety benefit when compared to the
conventional diamond interchange because it reduces the number of
potential conflict points (conflicts between left-turning vehicles and through-
traffic). DDIs have two crossing conflict points; whereas the conventional
diamond interchange has four crossing conflict points (see
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/publications/research/safety/07048/ for more
information about the FHWA study).

The DDI design would provide access for cross traffic (those vehicles traveling
east and west on Slaughter Lane) as well as traffic wishing to enter and exit
MoPac. This intersection is grade separated from the MoPac through lanes
such that northbound and southbound traffic can move unencumbered
through the intersection. As such, there is no longer the need for the
northbound-southbound frontage road lanes to pass through the
intersection. The elimination of northbound-southbound frontage road lanes
through the intersection does not impact access; all adjacent driveways on
cross streets will be accessed in the same way as they are today.

See response R1 regarding pedestrian and bicycle safety.

Response: R35a

As described in Section 8.6 in the EA, disruption of travel patterns and traffic
during construction will be minimized through a traffic control plan. The
traffic control plan will include accommodations for maintaining access for
motorized vehicles as well as for pedestrians and cyclists. The plan will be
consistent with all local, state and federal traffic and safety regulations.
Notification of detours or changes to travel patterns will be posted via
signage and timely communication will be provided to affected residences,
businesses, transit providers and emergency services providers.
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary

Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment Response
(summary)
36 Borgelt Roger 07/23/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible. They will
advance the much needed solutions to our mobility issues. Thank you very
much for your consideration.
37 Boswell Kristen 07/22/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
38 Bourgeois Aaron 08/05/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
As someone who drives this route fairly frequently, | know the extreme and
unnecessary delays these intersections cause. Idling cars cause air pollution,
wasted time, and wasted money, none of which benefit the people or
environment of Austin.
39 | Bourne Chris 07/23/15 Web Mail | Ilivein Circle C and commute to Downtown every day. | have no preference if | Build Project Comment Noted
we build over Slaughter or under it so long as we just do something as soon as
possible. It is a terrible that the worst part of my commute is south of 290 all
the way to my house. It is even worse that we repaved down there and did not
restripe to take advantage of what has to be the large shoulder area in the
City. Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
40 | Boyd Peter 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
41 | Bray Becky 07/30/15 Comment | Thank you!! | fully support the proposed designs. | encourage the quick design | Build Project Comment Noted
Form and construction. | look forward to staying involved in the process.
42 | Brelsford Kevin 08/03/15 Web Mail | Iam in full support of the proposed road improvements at the intersections of | Build Project Response: R42
La Crosse and Slaughter. These are essential in the effort to manage commute Assuming that the MoPac Intersections Project is environmentally cleared,
times and improve safety. Concerned that | construction could begin on these improvements in 2016 and be completed
One concern | do have is that | have heard that the Highway 45 extension SH 45SW will in 2-3 years. Construction could begin on SH 45SW at around the same time.
project that will add substantial traffic to MoPac coming from 45 will be be completed However, the desire is to open the MoPac mainlanes extending under
completed before the La Crosse and Slaughter improvements. This would before Slaughter Lane and under La Crosse Avenue before SH 45SW is open to traffic.
make the traffic on MoPac considerably worse before it gets better. Can you intersections
comment on this? improvements
43 | Briody Kris 07/29/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
44 | Broberg Harlan 07/30/15 Web Mail | The Slaughter Lane and La Crosse intersections absolutely need to be Build Project See Response: R42

completed before the completion of the 45 extension connecting with South

improving the intersections would create an inexcusable problem. It has taken
as long as eleven minutes to cross Slaughter north bound. Action is needed
now. No more time nor money is needed for environmental assessments.
Neither should these intersections be delayed until the whole South MoPac to
Town Lake plans are completed. The problems at these intersections are clear,
don't require a professional highway engineer to recognize. Please proceed
with these improvements as soon as humanly possible.
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary

Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment Response
(summary)

45 Browder Ben 07/30/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

46 Brown Charles 07/30/15 Comment | 100% behind underpasses at La Cross and Slaughter. Am familiar with Build Project Comment Noted

Form “diamond” intersections in Missouri — they are great and quick to learn.

Environmental impact will be lessened by moving traffic as compared with
parking/idling vehicles.

47 Brown Heather 07/30/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

48 Brusevold Hope 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

49 Buchholtz Patricia 07/23/15 Web Mail | I’'min support of the proposals for the intersection projects at La Crosse and Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter. Please proceed as soon as possible and continue to improve
mobility in Austin. Thanks!

50 Bufkin Ben 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceeds to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

51 Buie Jed 08/05/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted

Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary

# Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment Response
(summary)
52 Bunch Bill 07/30/15 Public I'm Bill Bunch, with the Keep MoPac Local Coalition. As the name suggests, we | MoPac should | See Responses: R2b, R25, R25a and R25b
Testimony | believe that MoPac should continue to operate as it does today as primarily a remain a local

local commuter highway; and specifically, because of the limited access at the | commuter

south end, it does serve us as a local commuter highway. This MoPac highway.

Intersections misnamed project is really just a segment of the plan to convert MoPac

MoPac to a second Interstate I-35 through Austin. Just as the previous speaker | Intersections is

was making a point and the speaker before that, you can't pull this little 2-mile | part of a larger

segment -- and it is 2 miles long, way more than intersections -- adding three project that

lanes each way, a total of six lanes, occupying that currently beautiful green should be

median that we have with these three-way lanes. That's not being done to studied

serve local commuters. That is being done to accommodate I-35 traffic comprehensive

diverted to MoPac by way of the 45 Southwest connection. There's some good | ly. The real

reasons to do this, but there's some really good reasons to not do it. Butit's purpose is to

fundamentally dishonest to chop it up into four pieces and never look at the divert I-35

whole and pretend like these pieces don't make a whole because that whole is | traffic to

a second Interstate 35 through southwest and north Austin. That MoPac and

fundamentally changes the city that we all know and love. It endangers our endanger our

parkland, Lady Bird Lake, the Wildflower Center, Austin High School, the community.

waterfront from MoPac all the way into downtown because you can dump all

this traffic off on Caesar Chavez; but if they can't get into downtown, then you

have to pave our waterfront. Cities around the world are removing double-

decker bridges and giant urban freeways because of the blight that they've

caused. They are lifting up pavement out of their parklands, rather than

bringing more into it. There are solutions to help MoPac flow better for

current commuters. If we make it I-35 west, you cannot build enough lanes to

have it ever function; and that's the mess that we're heading towards. Traffic

will explode, and these six lanes they want to build now will be overwhelmed

basically overnight. So let's be honest. Let's not chop it up into pieces. Let's

look at it comprehensively.

53 Bunch Bill 08/10/15 Letter Please accept these comments to Save Our Springs Alliance on the “Draft The draft EA See Responses: R2, R2a, R2b, R2c, R2d, R3, R25a, R25b, R25¢c, R25d and R32

Environmental Assessment” (“draft EA”) for the “MoPac (State Loop 1)
Intersections, Austin District” report, dated June 2015. The official public
comment period currently runs through August 10, 2015. A public hearing on
the document was held July 30, 2015 at Bowie High School, at which SOS
Alliance Executive Director Bill Bunch spoke.

General Comments:

Together with these comments we are delivering hard copy comments from
thirty-four SOS members and interested citizens together with fifty-five pages
of petitions urging CTRMA and TxDOT to study the entire SH 45 SW and MoPac
tolled expansion loop together as a single project rather than chopping it up
into four or more pieces for purposes of environmental analysis.

At the outset, SOS Alliance requests that the comment period for the draft EA
be extended at least 30 days due the number of issues raised by the report
and the environmental sensitivity of the location of the “project,” on top of the

does not
support a
“finding of no
significant
impact”
particularly if
you consider all
the projects
together, as
they should be
studied. The
projects will
cause
significant
impacts on

Response: R53

Both the overpass and underpass option considered for this project would
require some degree of downcutting. As explained in the Preliminary Risk
Assessment of Proposed MoPac Underpasses at Slaughter Lane and La Crosse
Avenue, the proposed design (MoPac through lanes passing under Slaughter
Lane and La Crosse Avenue) is preferable to the overpass option because it
would require fewer drilled shafts, which would extend over a smaller overall
area and is subject to minimizing the depth of excavation during final design.
The proposed project poses a low risk for significant hydrogeological
connections to sensitive caves, karst features and groundwater resources that
could affect water quality, quantity, and protected species (see the
Preliminary Risk Assessment of Proposed MoPac Underpasses at Slaughter
Lane and La Crosse Avenue, Additional Geologic Studies, Biological Studies
Technical Memorandum and Water Resources Technical Memorandum for
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary

Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment Response
(summary)

Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer recharge zone. The multiple technical reports Barton Springs | more details).
that serve as addendum to the draft EA, and the relationship of this “project” and the
or segment to the larger 45SW/MoPac toll loop project supports granting Edwards As described in Section 8.2 of the EA, if voids or water flow are encountered,
additional time to provide public comment. Aquifer and 30 Texas Administrative Code 213.5(f)(2) requires that construction in the
As described in the draft EA, the project would provide “operational will harm the vicinity of the void cease. A geologist will evaluate the void and work with the
improvements” to the Slaughter Lane and MoPac and La Crosse Ave. MoPac Lady Bird design engineer, if necessary for structural concerns, to develop a void
intersections. It would extend approximately 2 miles in length, from 2500 feet | Johnson mitigation plan. The void mitigation plan must be certified by a geologist,
north of Slaughter Lane to 3700 feet south of LaCrosse. P. 1. In contrast to the | Wildflower submitted to TCEQ and approved prior to the implementation of mitigation
recently approved “state” Environmental Impact Statement for Phase 1 of the | Center. As and before continuing construction in the vicinity of the void.

SH 45 SW (from MoPac to FM 16216), this draft EA states that it has been
prepared in accordance with federal National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)
standards.

As proposed, the “intersections” project would actually add six through
freeway lanes to MoPac for this two mile stretch “two 12-foot lanes with one
auxiliary lane in each direction” plus 10 foot shoulders on the outside and 4-
foot inside shoulders. P. 2. These lanes would be trenched down into the
Edwards outcrop, with crossing, east-west bridges built over these new
through lanes. The existing MoPac lanes would become frontage road lanes.
Important, but not made clear, stop lights would remain at both the “new”
frontage roads to manage cross traffic and traffic entering and exiting MoPac
at Slaughter and La Crosse.

The draft EA cannot support a “finding of no significant impact,” either for the
“MoPac intersections” segment, standing alone, or for the larger South MoPac
expansion (of which the ”intersections” is an integral part, or the larger
MoPac/45SW loop project which is the real project and which the
“intersections” segment is also an integral part). There will be significant
impacts on Barton Springs and the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer from both
construction and salamanders from sedimentation during the construction
phase and from increased erosion due to the increased impervious cover and
rerouting of rainfall that would otherwise infiltrate directly into the aquifer.
While the exact extent of such individual take is difficult to predict, it is
obvious that this will occur.

Harmful effects will be felt at the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center —
effects that cannot be mitigated with a sound wall that ruins the beauty and
attractiveness of Wildflower Center gardens and hiking trails.

Noise, light, air and visual pollution will also harm adjacent neighborhoods and
park lands.

The draft EA ignores local planning and environmental standards, in violation
of both CEQ and FHWA regulations governing the NEPA process.

The draft EA and supporting technical memoranda rely on outdated and
unreliable information. Resting the analysis on the expired 2035 CAMPO plan
and its traffic modeling is just one obvious but very important example.

The document begins by noting that the proposed action is co-sponsored by
the Central Texas Regional Mobility Authority (CTRMA) and TxDOT. It appears,
however, that CTRMA is managing the contract, including all of the related

written, the
noise analysis
is deficient and
ignores current
and best
available
information.

Response: R53a

The MoPac Intersections Project would not add any new capacity to MoPac,
Slaughter Lane or La Crosse Avenue; it is designed to address the operational
and safety needs at the intersections that have resulted from past and
continued growth (see the Proposed Action, Purpose and Need Technical
Memorandum for more details). The proposed project would extend the
existing MoPac mainlanes through both intersections by going under
Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue. The construction limits, which result in
a total project length of 2.07 miles within the existing right-of-way, allow the
intersection improvements to tie back into the existing MoPac facility north
of Slaughter Lane and south of La Crosse Avenue. See Section 2.0 of the EA.

Response: R53b

This proposed project is consistent with CAMPQO’s 2040 Plan and TxDOT’s
2015-2018 STIP for the Austin District. Please see Section 4.0 and Appendix C
in the EA.

The EA has been prepared in accordance with the procedural provisions of
the NEPA; the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations in
Implementing the Procedural Provisions of NEPA (40 CFR Parts 1500-1508)
and Environmental Impact and Related Procedures (23 CFR Part 771); and
Texas Administrative Code Title 43, Part 1, Chapter 2, Environmental Review
of Transportation Projects.

Response: R53c

MoPac, Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue are not non-radioactive
hazardous materials (NRHM) routes (see http://www.txdot.gov/inside-
txdot/forms-publications/publications/nrhm.html for more details). This
means that the roadways in the project area cannot be used for the through
transport of hazardous materials; hazardous materials transportation in the
project area is limited to local deliveries only.

The initial site assessment (ISA) is TxDOT'’s primary tool for investigating the
possible presence of hazardous materials in and around the project area. The
components of the ISA include reviewing the project design and right-of-way
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studies, on behalf of TxDOT, as it is doing for the ongoing SH 45 SW to the
south of the “intersections” project and for the “MoPac South” and “MoPac
Improvement” projects to the north and the “Oak Hill Parkway” project to the
west. As an agency charged with and dependent on building toll roads, the
CTRMA is unsuited for managing these studies and evaluating in an unbiased
fashion more cost effective, non-tolled alternatives. The larger the project, the
more management fees CTRMA receives. The bigger this particular
“intersections” project is, the more toll-paying traffic will be funneled onto
CTRMA toll projects moving forward at both ends of the “intersections”
project. This built-in conflict of interest has contributed to numerous
unsupported statements of “no impacts” to the environment. While the
“MoPac Intersections” segment does not propose tolling at this time, it is
clearly being designed to feed traffic to and from the to-be-tolled SH 45 SW
and “MoPac South” projects. TxDOT should step back and reinitiate the
environmental process without CTRMA as the manager and author of the
environmental review process. CTRMA should not be managing this process
giving its direct and substantial financial interest in pushing forward only those
options that promote it’s the financial goals of generating paying tolls.

The analysis only looks at “build it” and “do nothing,” which no one is
proposing. The analysis should look closely at intersection improvements that
can be done quickly, for much less money, and without the environmental
damage that the “build it” option will cause. The attached technical
memorandum from traffic engineer Michael Brown of Metro analytics dated
January 14, 2014 is incorporated herein for all purposes. Mr. Brown has
estimated, using standard intersection models and counting traffic flows and
delay at the Slaughter/MoPac interchange during peak periods that traffic
delay at that intersection could be substantially reduced from current
conditions, even if traffic doubles with the construction of a “through turn”
lane like those built by TxDOT on US 281 in northern Bexar County.

As a result of these significant and harmful impacts, gaps in information and
analysis, and inappropriate conflicts of interest in the NEPA process, a “FONSI”
is not warranted. The following comments provide additional details.

Detailed Comments:

1. NEPA and its implementing regulations require a thorough, meaningful
analysis and public process, as summarized at 23 CFR 1500.1:

“(b) NEPA procedures must insure that environmental information is available
to public officials and citizens before decisions are made and before actions
are taken. The information must be of high quality. Accurate scientific analysis,
expert agency comments, and public scrutiny are essential to implementing
NEPA. Most important, NEPA documents must concentrate on the issues that
are truly significant to the action in question, rather than amassing needless
detail.”

The MoPac Intersections draft EA ignores these basic tenets. By proposing a
“build it like this” and a “do nothing” alternative, it is clear that the decision
has already been made: The move to build SH 45 SW in advance to MoPac

requirements, existing and previous land uses and regulatory agency
databases and files and performing project site visit and interviews as
needed. The regulatory records review was conducted by GeoSeach and
documented in a Radius Report. The purpose of the database search is to
obtain and review standard sources of environmental information from
government agency records that will help identify potential hazardous
materials issues within the project limits and surrounding properties based on
standardized search radii. The Radius Report conducted for this project meets
or exceed the records search requirements of the All Appropriate Inquiries
Rule (40 CFR §312.26) and the current version of the American Society for
Testing and Materials International E1527, Standard Practice for
Environmental Site Assessments: Phase | Environmental Site Assessment
Process. The results of the ISA determine if further investigation or
coordination is needed.

As described in the ISA completed for the project and Section 5.12.4 of the
EA, no hazardous materials concerns were identified and no further
hazardous materials action is required (see the Hazardous Materials Technical
Memorandum for more details).

As described in the Water Resources Technical Memorandum, research has
shown that a gasoline spill from a distance of three miles away could have
impacts to Barton Springs and adverse effects on salamander populations if it
exceeded 1,650 gallons under normal flow conditions, or 360 gallons under
low flow conditions. There are hazardous material traps (HMTs) in place in
the project area already. These HMTs have a capacity of greater than 8,000
gallons and are designed to accommodate a catastrophic spill such as the full
capacity of a gasoline tanker truck. The HMTs are equipped with a siphoning
device to remove stormwater runoff which may accumulate in the HMT
during major rain events. While these could potentially be overwhelmed in
the event such a spill occurred during a flood, the existence of these HMTs
greatly reduces the probability of a spill reaching the aquifer.

See response R53I for more information regarding collaboration with the City
of Austin and Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer Conservation District
concerning water quality.

Response: R53d

As described in Section 5.5 of the EA, the proposed improvements may
require the relocation of underground or overhead utilities. At this stage of
the project design, it is assumed that the extent of excavation for the
roadway and ditches would be approximately 23 feet, which would not
require the relocation or adjustment of the Magellan, Phillips 66 or Kinder
Morgan pipelines. Other potentially affected utilities will be identified during
final design and coordination with the utility owners will take place at that
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improvements further makes clear that actions are already being taken and
decisions are already being made.

The obvious and reasonable sequencing would be to figure out the bottlenecks
first and fix them, before diverting more traffic onto the already overloaded
MoPac. Yet that is exactly what CTRMA and TxDOT are planning to with the
expedited schedule for SH 45 SW and MoPac Intersections segments.

2. Information in the draft EA is not of high quality and is often inaccurate. Key
traffic data and the true purpose of the project is obscured by failing to
describe the relationship of the project to SH 45 SW and I-35 to the east and
the MoPac South expansions under way and proposed to the north. Relying on
the 2035 CAMPO plan when the 2040 plan is now adopted and in place means
outdated information provides the basis for the analysis. The draft EA does not
address the most important issues, including:

A. The real project at hand (an 18 mile partially tolled loop project that would
fundamentally change the function of MoPac from a local commuter highway
to a second Interstate 35) and the secondary loop created by the FM 1626
expansion now under construction. By ignoring this real project, TxDOT, FHWA
and CTRMA never look at alternatives to such a loop.

B. The total impacts on resources of special significance and vulnerability, the
Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer, Barton Springs, and the endangered species
that live in the aquifer and springs, are given short shrift by chopping up the
loop into four segments (and chopping up the secondary loop into five
segments). This failure is made worse by TxDOT and CTRMA moves to build
the massive “Oak Hill Parkway” tolled mix master and numerous other projects
over and upstream of the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer recharge zone.

C. The piecemeal approach also avoids analyzing the important downstream
flooding issues on Onion Creek that will be made worse by paving portions of
the Bear, Onion, and Slaughter Creek watersheds with the proposed
45SW/MoPac loop and with the additional development stimulated by the
loop project and located in these same watersheds.

D. The piecemeal approach avoids, or otherwise attempts to skirt, the overall
Section 4(f) analysis and compliance requirements for direct and constructive
use of park, preserve, recreation, and cultural lands required for, among
others, adverse effects to (a) the Lady Bird Jonson Wildflower center, (b) City
of Austin watershed protection lands, including but not limited to Flint Ridge
Cave, Blowing Sink Cave and Barton Springs, (c) Circle C Ranch Metropolitan
Park, (d) Dick Nichols Park, (d) the Barton Creek and Gaines Creek greenbelts,
(e) Zilker Park, (f) the Austin Nature Center, (g) Zilker Botanical Gardens, (h)
Lady Bird Lake and Lady Bird Lake park, and (i) Austin High School and high
school recreation fields.

E. FHWA regulations, at 23 CFR 771.111 require that a project “connect logical
termini” and “be of sufficient length to address environmental matters on a
broad scope.” The “project” fails on both accounts: The “South Bay” terminus
does not constitute a “logical terminus” and the two mile project cannot
address environmental matters on a broad scope. Extending the

time. Utility relocation and adjustment will be accomplished with the
minimum practicable disruption in service to customers. Bore hole testing
was conducted by TxDOT in August 2015 to confirm the location and general
condition of the pipelines in the project area. Based on these tests, pipeline
relocation is not likely to be required. For more information about TxDOT’s
procedures for utility relocation, please see:
http://onlinemanuals.txdot.gov/txdotmanuals/utl/manual notice.htm.

Response: R53e

The construction limits, which result in a total project length of 2.07 miles
within the existing right-of-way, allow the intersection improvements to tie
back into the existing MoPac facility north of Slaughter Lane and south of La
Crosse Avenue.

An archeological resources background study was conducted to identify if
previously recorded sites had been identified in the immediate vicinity of the
project’s area of potential effect (APE) that are on or eligible for listing in the
NRHP or as State Antiquities Landmarks. Background research included
review of the Texas Historical Commission’s (THC) Archeological Site Atlas,
and previous archeological surveys conducted in the area (Dick Nichols Park,
the Austin Veloway, and the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center). There are
two archeological sites within the project APE; however, neither of these sites
is eligible for the NRHP, according to the THC’s Archeological Sites Atlas.

TxDOT determined that the proposed improvements meet the definition of
an undertaking with no potential to cause effects on archeological historic
properties. In accordance with the Programmatic Agreement Among the
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), TxDOT, the Texas State Historic
Preservation Officer (SHPO) and the Advisory Council of Historic Preservation
(ACHP), federal projects solely involving intersection improvements that
require no additional right-of-way are projects with no potential to cause
effects and therefore do not require specific review. Consultation with the
SHPO or with Native American Indian Tribes, as stipulated under Section 106
of the National Historic Preservation Act, is not required (see Section 5.10.1
of the EA).

Response: R53f

Although there are possible interim solutions that could improve intersection
operations in the short-term, this project is planning for the long-term needs
at the MoPac intersections of Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue. See
Section 3.0 in the EA.

Response: R53g
The public was afforded more than 30 days to review and comment on the
Draft EA. The document was made publically available for review on June 30,

MoPac Intersections — July 30, 2015 Public Hearing Summary 26



http://onlinemanuals.txdot.gov/txdotmanuals/utl/manual_notice.htm

Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary

Last Name

First Name

Date

Method

Comment (verbatim)

Comment
(summary)

Response

“intersections” segment to the south terminus of Mopa also would not
constitute a logical terminus, considering in particular the simultaneous
actions to build SH 45 SW and FM 1626. Nor can the consideration of such a
short segment — imbedded in a much larger project —and part of an even
larger road and tolling scheme proposed for the Barton Springs that includes
the enormous, $650 million “Oak Hill Parkway” tolled mix master provide a
“meaningful evaluation” of alternatives or “address environmental matters on
a broad scope.”

F. Further, the project as proposed lacks “independent utility” absent the
proposed SH 45 SW toll road and the proposed expansion of South MoPac
north of Slaughter Lane and connecting to the north end of the “intersections”
segment. MoPac is already overloaded, and speeding commuters to the “back
of the line” a short distance to the north does not provide meaningful
independent utility In combination with SH 45 SW, it will actually make traffic
worse on South MoPac. The configuration of the “intersections” segment will
also restrict consideration alternatives for MoPac to the north and SH 45 SW to
the south.

3. The Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer has been recognized by the State of
Texas to be more vulnerable to pollution than any other major aquifer in
Texas. Barton Springs, and the aquifer, have suffered degraded water quality,
including pollution from automobile-derived petroleum hydrocarbons,
nutrients from fertilizers and deficient wastewater systems, and other toxic
chemicals. The springs, aquifer, and endangered salamander species that live
there, as well as contributing streams have all been harmed by increased
sediment loading caused by highway construction and erosion resulting from
highway construction. The MoPac Intersections “project” will make these
conditions worse, resulting in harm to listed “endangered” Barton Springs and
Austin Blind salamanders, to the aquifer, and to Slaughter Creek, which is
already impaired by construction induced sedimentation. SOS Alliance
specifically references and incorporates the comments submitted by Dr. Laurie
Dries, an expert on endangered aquatic salamanders and the harm done to the
salamanders and the springs from sedimentation and other forms of highway-
caused and highway related pollution.

4. The Hazardous Material Technical Report only looks at potential hazardous
waste sites within the project footprint. It fails to address the virtual certainty
of spills from trucks hauling toxic materials on the MoPac intersections
segment as well as the other segments of the loop project unless such toxic
material hauling is banned from these roadways. Such an analysis would
closely examine the actual operation and maintenance by TxDOT of the
hazardous material traps built along MoPac. It is our understanding from City
of Austin officials that these traps are not operated or maintained in a way
that allows for actual trapping of hazardous materials that could be spilled
along MoPac. Spills information available from available databases, including
from the City of Austin, could and should be analyzed as part of a meaningful
assessment of the likelihood of spills and the resulting harm from such spills.

2015 and the comment period closed on August 10, 2015. Several means of
notification were provided to inform the public that the Draft EA had been
published and was available for review, including: a legal notice in the Austin
American-Statesman, postcards, electronic newsletters, newspaper
advertisements, letters/emails mailed to public and elected officials,
electronic message boards, social media announcements, etc. (see the main
body of this Public Hearing Summary Report for more details). The Draft EA
was made available digitally on the project website: www.MoPacSouth.com
and paper copies of the document were made available at the TxDOT and
Mobility Authority offices as well as at the Public Hearing. The suggestion to
distribute additional paper copies to local libraries has been noted. See
Section 6.0 of the EA.

Response: R53h

The analyses conducted for the MoPac Intersections EA relies on data from
CAMPOQ's 2035 Plan. FHWA issued guidance in June 2011 (Guidance for
Metropolitan Transportation Plan Transition (between Plan years) and NEPA
Document Requirements and Processing) outlining procedures to ensure that
project environmental documents, and the data/methodologies used, are
consistent with the MTP when the MPO is in the process of updating their
plan. This guidance applies to environmental documents that have been
submitted for review or are near submittal for review within the window of
three months prior and six months after adoption of the MTP. CAMPO’s 2040
Plan was adopted May 2015 and the MoPac Intersections Project Draft EA
was approved and published in June 2015. See Section 4.0 in the EA.

According to the guidance, the following criteria must be considered when
determining if the environmental document is consistent with the new MTP.

1. Are the project’s design, concept and scope, logical termini, estimated
project cost, anticipated completion date and need and purpose
consistent with the new MTP? Yes, the project details are consistent
between 2035 Plan and 2040 Plan.

2. Would there be a change in the indirect and cumulative impacts (ICl)
analysis resulting from a change in land use and/or demographic
characteristics between the old and new MTP? No, the amount of
developable land, designated land uses and maximum allowable
densities in the project area have not changed between 2035 Plan
and 2040 Plan and the projected growth rates in population and
employment in the project area are comparable. As such, the
conclusions in the ICl analysis would not change.

3. Would there be a change in the ICl analysis resulting from a change in
the projects anticipated to be implemented within the project corridor
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary

Last Name

First Name

Date

Method

Comment (verbatim)

Comment
(summary)

Response

The referenced report on the potential existence of toxic materials in the
project site also addressed the MoPac South project, indicating the reality that
these two segments are part of the same project.

5. At page 5, it is reported that “traffic in the area has almost doubled”
between 2000 and 2012. The EA should incorporate more recent data, through
at least 2014, and should report changes by year so as to consider changing
trends in more recent years. In predicting future traffic, the analysis should
directly consider the development of autonomous vehicles, increasing
telecommuting, increasing use of smart phone enabled ridesharing, and other
emerging trends that are and will reduce future vehicle miles travelled on a
per capita basis. Also, the analysis should reference the range of traffic
changes that have been predicted rather than only reporting a single number.
(Please see the additional comments below concerning traffic noise, which
also apply to basic traffic generation and other traffic-dependent questions.)
Traffic and traffic related information should be tied to the current 2040 plan,
not the former, and now defunct 2035 plan. The 2035 plan traffic prediction
model was and is fatally flawed in several ways, as set out in the attached
summary by traffic engineer Norm Marshall, addressed to Sinclair Black, dated
March 25, 2013, and incorporated into these comments.

6. The EA suggests that relocation or adjustment to the Kinder Morgan
gasoline pipeline may be required but at this time is being treated as if such
actions will not be required. This issue should be described in more detail so
there may be meaningful public evaluation of and comment on the risks posed
by building the proposed project over the Kinder Morgan, Magellan, and
Phillips 66 pipelines.

7. As noted above, the traffic analysis is deficient by pointing to the 2035 plan
and not the current 2040 plan. Further, in predicting future “level of service”
at the Slaughter and La Crosse MoPac intersections, the analysis looks at total
delay at the intersections. The analysis should separate likely future function
for through traffic on MoPac from the functioning of the intersections for local
traffic seeking to cross MoPac or enter and exit MoPac. See further comments
below on the Traffic Noise Technical Memorandum. An honest analysis of
likely 2040 plan impacts will show that traffic will be far worse on South
MoPac as compared to current conditions with South MoPac connected to I-
35. We already know this is true for the overall plan.

8. The visual impacts analysis is deficient in several ways. First, it should
address the loss of the wide green median and the relationship of this loss to
the Wildflower Center and the experience of Wildflower Center visitors.
Current conditions contribute significantly to the Wildflower Center
experience, while building the six additional lanes and connecting the
proposed expansion to I-35 will introduce concrete, light and other visual
intrusions to Wildflower Center visitors when they are inside Wildflower
Center grounds but also as they approach the center. The visual impact
analysis, as well as the biological impact analysis, should report on the
number, species and size categories of trees that will be lost to the proposed

or the area of influence? No, there are no new projects in the project
corridor or area of influence listed in 2040 Plan that would change
the conclusions of the ICl analysis.

4. Are there new or additional tolled/managed lane projects or changes
in implementation dates of these projects that could potentially affect
or require a Regional Toll Analysis? Not applicable; this project does
not include a toll or managed lane component so a project level toll
analysis is not required.

5. Have there been changes in the estimated traffic volumes for the
project corridor? If the anticipated traffic volumes are within +/- 15
percent of the number disclosed in the environmental document, the
project will be considered consistent with the new MTP. The
anticipated traffic volumes reported in the Draft EA (from 2035 Plan)
are less than the 15 percent threshold of the anticipated traffic
volumes for the project corridor from 2040 Plan. As such, an analysis
of the differences in anticipated traffic volumes and the impacts on
the need and purpose, alternatives, air quality, traffic noise and ICl is
not required.

Based on the above, there are no significant changes between 2035 Plan and
2040 Plan; and the EA for the MoPac Intersections Project is consistent with
the new MTP.

Response: R53i

As described in Section 5.12.3 of the EA, portions of the proposed project fall
within a Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) 100-year
floodplain. This project drains into the Kincheon Branch of Williamson Creek
and into the Danz Creek Tributary of Slaughter Creek. The hydraulic design for
the proposed improvements will be in accordance with current TxDOT design
policies (TxDOT’s Hydraulic Design Manual, October 2011 and Roadway
Design Manual, December 2013). The facility would permit the conveyance of
the 100-year flood, inundation of the roadway being acceptable, while
minimizing damage to the facility, Williamson Creek and Slaughter Creek
watershed or other property. The proposed project would not increase the
base flood elevation to a level that would violate applicable floodplain
regulations or ordinances. Coordination with the local Floodplain
Administrator is required.

Response: R53j

TxDOT agrees that the project will result in some effect to water quality.
However, given (1) the extent of treatment of stormwater run-off that will be
built into the project, (2) the distance between the project and the nearest
occurrence of the federally-listed salamanders, (3) the fact that the amount
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intersections segment.

9. 9. The cultural impacts research summary reports that further analysis is not
needed because the project is only an “intersections” project. Few people
would agree with this assertion. Intersections are not generally considered to
extend more than a half-mile from the “intersection.” The two-mile length and
six lanes of additional pavement, plus 14 or more feet of additional shoulder
pavement, makes clear that the project is much more than an “intersections”
project.

10. The Indirect and Cumulative Effects analysis, or lack thereof, brings home
the point that the project as defined is too narrowly drawn to provide a
meaningful evaluation or to evaluate impacts on a broad scope. The analysis
asserts, incorrectly, that the project does not add capacity: adding six lanes
and overpass bridges certainly does “add capacity.” The analysis asserts that
the project does not substantially improve mobility — again suggesting that it is
not a true, stand alone project. Similarly, the project is claimed to not be for
the purpose of economic development, yet the primary proponents for the FM
1626, SH 45 SW, MoPac Intersections, and MoPac South segments — all
underway simultaneously — are to promote and serve new development in
Hays County. The indirect effects analysis is largely meaningless without
considering the true scope of the project.

11. The assertion in the cumulative effects analysis that the “intersections”
project will not have “any” impacts on a resource in poor or declining health
defies common sense and the simple facts. Stream water quality is degraded in
Slaughter Creek because of construction debris and sedimentation from
highway and other construction. Barton Springs suffers excessive
sedimentation and pollution from polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons as a result
of petroleum projects. The Austin Blind and Barton Springs salamanders were
listed specifically, and in significant part due to sedimentation and smothering
of salamander habitat due to large scale construction. The Wildflower Center
has already suffered air, noise and light pollution from the existing MoPac and
growing traffic on MoPac South. The assertion of “no” impacts of any kind on
water, air, biological and cultural resources is clearly made to dodge the
cumulative impacts analysis required for highway projects and, if done, would
require an honest analysis of the impacts from all of TxDOT and CTRMA's
projects currently in the construction and active development and planning
stages. The so-called “cumulative effects” analysis does not even mention the
SH 45 SW, MoPac South, Oak Hill Parkway, Bee Cave Road, FM 1626,
Manchaca, and other projects that, together will cause severe water,
biological, and other types of harm. This glaring omission is clear violation of
NEPA, NEPA CEQ and FHWA, and TxDOT cumulative effects law and guidance.
12. Traffic Noise Analysis Comments

A. The Traffic Noise Technical Memorandum appears to be crafted in a way to
underestimate substantially the likely noise impacts on key receptors, and, in
particular on the Wildflower Center. Some of this is obscured by the chosen
approach and the key information that is missing from the memorandum.

of treated stormwater runoff leaving the project area would be at most be
infinitesimal compared to the amount of treated and untreated runoff
entering the salamanders’ habitat from all other sources, (3) the extensive
review of the best available scientific information including, site specific
geology, hydro-geology and evaluation of caves (4) preliminary geotechnical
boring results and 5) the absence of any scientific data suggesting that the
salamanders are adversely affected under these conditions, TxDOT has
concluded that the project will not affect the salamanders. See Section 5.13.3
of the EA and the Biological Studies Technical Memorandum (June 2015).

Response: R53k

There will be at least three levels of TXDOT environmental oversight during
construction. This will include a TxDOT Project Manager, who will be on site
daily and will interface with the contractor continuously. The District
Environmental Quality Coordinator will also have an active role in the
placement and monitoring of BMPs and construction activities. Lastly, the
District Environmental Office will be involved to ensure that the
commitments made in the EA are fulfilled and that any voids discovered
during construction are properly sealed. All three of these roles have the
ability to stop the contractor from further work until non-compliance issues
are remedied. See Section 8.6 of the EA.

Response: R53I

TxDOT and the Mobility Authority are committed to collaborating with the
City of Austin on issues such as water quality. TXDOT met with City of Austin
staff from the Watershed Protection and Development Services Departments
on July 15, 2015 to discuss water quality best management practices and
opportunities for future coordination as the project progresses. The Barton
Springs Edwards Aquifer Conservation District will review the design and
Water Pollution Abatement Plan. TxDOT will continue to work with the
Conservation District during the design of the Project to ensure that the
project is protective of water quality in the Edwards Aquifer. See Section 8.2
of EA.
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Some is more obvious.

B. The study places the Wildflower Center in the “C” category, where the
outdoor noise target is 67 dB or less. That category includes places like “active
sport areas”, “amphitheaters,” “recreation areas” and the like. The Wildflower
Center should be placed in “Category A,” among “lands on which serenity and
quiet are of extraordinary significance and serve an important public need ...”
This category has a protection threshold of 57 dB outdoors. The Wildflower
Center gardens provide an important place for outdoor contemplative renewal
—and are certainly a place where quiet and serenity are essential to the
purpose of the Center.

C. The memorandum does not identify the total traffic increases likely to result
from either the MoPac Intersections project, standing alone, or from the
connection of South MoPac to I-35 via the proposed SH 45 SW to the south
and the proposed expansion of MoPac to the north. These total traffic
increases, and the source and analysis from which they derive, should be
included and summarized. The memorandum suggests, by referencing the
“CAMPO Travel Demand Model 2035” that it only considers traffic to be
generated under the CAMPO 2035 plan. That plan has been replaced with the
recently adopted CAMPO 2040 plan. Unlike the 2035 plan, the 2040 plan
includes the connections to I-35 via completion of both pieces of the proposed
SH 45 SW. It is generally understood that if South MoPac is connected to I-35,
traffic on MoPac will explode. Secondary growth triggered by these segmented
sub-projects (for example, new development along the 1626, 1826, and 290
corridors) will add further traffic. The projected peak hour traffic increases
would likely be substantially greater than the roughly 50% increase predicted
(all of which is assigned to the added through lanes on MoPac). SOS can think
of no justifiable reason why the EA would look at future conditions under the
previous, now expired, 2035 plan and ignore conditions presented by the 2040
plan. This suggests that the reason is to specifically avoid talking about the
impacts that will flow from connecting South MoPac to Interstate 35 via the
proposed SH 45 SW.

D. This approach undermines other elements of the analysis besides that of
noise impacts: for example, indirect and cumulative impacts and reasonable
foreseeable actions will all be significantly less from the 2035 plan than from
the 2040 plan. The 2035 CAMPO model is well known to be dysfunctional, in
several respects. These include the failure to include a feedback loop, such
that once roadways exceed capacity, trips are reassigned elsewhere. The
predictive value of the CAMPO 2035 model, especially during peak hours, is
extremely low to nonexistent, and does not constitute the key of quality data
and analysis required by NEPA and NEPA rules.

E. The memorandum simply gives the results of the noise modeling and does
not spell out the key inputs, including, for example, amount of expected truck
traffic increase and modeled elevations at key points. It also appears no
consideration was given to cumulative noise impacts from the elevated
interchange proposed for the MoPac/SH 45 SW interchange. As a result of
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these shortcomings, and perhaps others, the reported estimated noise
increase is limited, as shown in Table 3. The model even predicts reduced
noise in 2035 as compared to current conditions at some receptor sites, which
seems highly unlikely.

F. The model does predict some increases that will result in noise levels that
trigger mitigation measures under FHWA protocol. These mitigation measures
involved building sound walls. There is no discussion about the visual blight
and aesthetics impacts these walls would have on adjacent neighbors,
adjacent park lands, and the Wildflower Center.

G. The traffic noise memo, at p. 9, asserts that a lowered speed for South
MoPac would increase congestion and air pollution, and thus a lowered speed
is not warranted as a noise mitigation measure. This is a false statement. Cars
and trucks traveling at 40 miles per hour improve traffic flow, not make it
worse, and likely reduce air pollution due to more efficient movement with
less wind resistance.

H. The noise analysis should look at noise impacts throughout the 24 hour
cycle, not just during peak hours. Noise at night, from interregional traffic
using MoPac as an alternative to and connecting route with I-35 will likely be
far, far greater than under current conditions. While night time noise beyond
business hours may not be a big issue for the Wildflower Center, it will be for
adjacent and nearby neighborhoods. Late night and overnight local traffic will
likely remain almost non-existent, but MoPac as alternative I-35 night time
traffic will be far greater than under current conditions. Thus, the only period
of quiet that currently exists for residents in a broad corridor along MoPac will
be lost.

I. The Traffic Noise Memorandum ignores the Section 4 (f) issue referenced
briefly in the draft EA. The draft EA seeks to brush off the importance of quiet,
serenity, and beauty to the Wildflower Center mission. An honest and
thorough noise, air and water pollution analysis, along with a visual impact
analysis, and considering both SH 45 SW construction and MoPac after the
connection to I-35 (as it is being actively pursued at this time), would conclude
that the project will create a constructive use of Wildflower Center property
and subject to Section 4(f) protections and procedures. A similar conclusion
applies to CTRMA and TxDOT’s proposal for MoPac through Zilker Park and
Lady Bird Lake part, and directly adjacent to and above the Zilker Botanical
Garden and Austin Nature Center.

J. The Traffic Noise analysis gives only a single estimated peak hour trip traffic
count, yet TxDOT and CTRMA have secured multiple traffic studies for the 45
SW/MoPac area that predict a broad range of trips per day, not just a single
number. These studies should be referenced and incorporated to give a similar
range of likely peak hour traffic along the “MoPac Intersections” project rather
than just offering a single number.

K. Rather than obscure the source and methods of future traffic estimates, the
draft EA or a supporting and publicly available technical appendix to the EA,
should be available for comment. Projected total daily trips, and how they
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary

Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment Response
(summary)
were derived, should be spelled out.
L. As written, the noise analysis is wholly deficient, ignoring current, best
available information. The improper segmenting of the MoPac Intersections
project contributes to this problem.
Finally, SOS Alliance refers TxDOT and CTRMA to the extensive technical
comments filed by the Alliance and the City of Austin on the deficiencies of
TxDOT’s analysis of water quality impacts and unsupported claims of effective
mitigation of water quality impacts from constructing and operating large-
scale highway projects over the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer recharge zone.
(Please note: Two additional documents submitted as part of this comment can
be found in Attachment H Comments. The two documents are from Smart
Mobility, March 25, 2013, and Metro Analytics, January 14, 2014)
54 | Burke Steve 07/30/15 Comment | There needs to be 2 right turn lanes to enter MoPac from Slaughter going W Slaughter to | See Response: R18
Form west. north MoPac
needs two
lanes
55 | Burleson Paige 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
Thank you for your consideration.
56 | Burnham John 07/22/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
57 | Caldwell Matthew 08/04/15 Web Mail | After looking at the online presentation and the materials documenting the Don’t Build. See Responses: R25¢, R32, R53j and R53lI
projected growth of the intersection, | am of the opinion that nothing should
be built there at this time. | believe the existing intersection is adequate for Projectis a
current and future use, and that new construction would do very little to help | potential
the core issues of the modern rush hour commute in any meaningful way. hazard to the
| therefore believe the proposed improvement to be a waste of taxpayer Barton Springs
dollars, and view the project as a whole to be a potential hazard to the Barton | recharge zone
Springs recharge zone of the Edwards aquifer. of the Edwards
| appreciate the opportunity to voice my comment in this forum and thank you | Aquifer
for your diligent work to improve transportation in the State.
58 | Callahan Brendan 08/10/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
59 | Callihan Stephanie 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
60 | Campbell Daniel 07/26/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted

projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
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61 | Cantrell Keith 08/04/15 Web Mail | Ijust want to say please build both underpasses at Slaughter and La Crosse. Build Project Comment Noted
They are much needed to reduce the congestion that that already exist and
will only get worse if these grade separations aren't done. Personally, | could
care less if you build an overpass over Slaughter if it is cheaper. But | do think it
would be worth the extra cost to make it an underpass at La Crosse to
preserve the esthetics around the houses and Wildflower center that is located
near there.
62 | Cardenas Herman 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
63 | Carter Graham 07/23/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
64 | Cass Natalie 08/10/15 Hand Please accept the following comments on the “MoPac Intersections” draft The study See Responses: R2a, R2b, R2d, R3, R25, R25a, R25b, R25¢c and R25d
Delivered | environmental study: needs to
1. Study the entire project, not just the segments: The proposed “MoPac | consider all
Intersections” is just a two mile long piece of a much larger, 18 mile projects as a
tolled-loop project that would convert MoPac to a second Interstate- | Whole to
35 through south, west and north Austin. Fourteen (14) of these 18 undirstand
miles would be built over the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer recharge ?r:l;;:s. Keep
zone. It is essential to study the entire project to understand the MoPac as a

overall impacts on Barton Springs and on Austin.

2. Study ALL of the impacts and ALL of the costs first — before building
any piece of the MoPac/SH 45SW toll loop over the Barton Springs
Edwards Aquifer.

3. Keep I-35 traffic on I-35 — and keep MoPac as a local commuter
highway. Direct traffic to the underutilized SH 130 by reducing or
eliminating the tolls. Provide north-south public transit, and work
aggressively to expand telecommuting, ridesharing and other
strategies that reduce total driving.

4. Protect the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center — by improving the
Slaughter/MoPac and La Crosse/MoPac intersections without adding
six more lanes and paving the green MoPac median. As proposed,
increased noise, light and visual pollution from high speed, greatly
increased Interstate 35 traffic diverted to MoPac would do severe
damage to the Wildflower Center.

5. Any MoPac expansion should be limited, without connecting to I-35 at
the south end, and without building double decker flyovers through
Zilker Park, Lady Bird Lake Park, and Austin High school property.

local commuter
roadway and
do not connect
to I-35.
Concerned
about noise
and visual
pollution to
Wildflower
Center. Direct
traffic to SH
130. Expand
public transit
opportunities.
No flyover in
Zilker Park.
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65 | Cassidy Brian 07/29/15 Web Mail | | fully support the planned underpasses on MoPac at Slaughter Lane and La Build Project Comment Noted
Crosse Blvd. We need to improve mobility in our region, and these will help to
ease the excessive congestion already experienced on MoPac. | am definitely
in favor.
66 | Causey Zach 07/30/15 Public | think that there are issues with our infrastructure. | think that we have Improve the See Response: R25
Testimony | solutions on the table that we're not addressing, such as our public bus and train
transportation system. Carpooling is a great option. There are lots of people system and
on the roads by themselves, commuting to and from work; and it's completely | other forms of
unnecessary, in my opinion. | think that as individuals in our community, we public
band together and find solutions to the greater problems of traffic and transportation
congestion. | don't think the solutions are building overpasses and instead of
underpasses. | think the solutions are looking to our neighbors and looking to | building roads.
our friends at destinations that are near ours and coming together as people,
you know, with shared resources. We can save money, save time, and save
our lands. And | look at this 45 Southwest connection that we have approved
to build, and | don't see very much progress in the way of moving towards a
solution. | see progress towards backpedaling and moving away from what is
going to be that future. We need to invest in more public transportation as far
as trains, and | also think the public bus system could be improved with the
same money that would be used for building roads instead of building more
roads for commuters. Thank you for your time.
67 | Cavness Joel 07/23/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
68 | Chernow Laureen 08/10/15 Web Mail | Slaughter-MOPAC intersection: Like the underpass option and divergent Build Project See Response: R18
diamond. Absolutely opposed to a roundabout design. Please ensure for
growth. Initial westbound Slaughter turn lane into North MoPac was way too W Slaughter to
short even as it opened and the eventual increase to current length is not north MoPac
adequate either. Think ahead. needs two
lanes
69 | Ciccarello Christie 07/27/15 Web Mail | I support traditional underpass at Slaughter and La Crosse as | believe it will Build Project Comment Noted

provide the most traffic relief long terms and gets "speedy cars" who are just
passing through the ability to pass right through without interfering with more
local traffic that young teenage drivers, moms in the area, etc may be doing.
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70 Claiborne Theresa 08/10/15 Hand Please accept the following comments on the “MoPac Intersections” draft The study See Responses: R2a, R2b, R2d, R3, R25, R25a, R25b, R25¢c and R25d
Delivered | environmental study: needs to

1. Study the entire project, not just the segments: The proposed “MoPac | consider all
Intersections” is just a two mile long piece of a much larger, 18 mile projects as a
tolled-loop project that would convert MoPac to a second Interstate- | Whole to
35 through south, west and north Austin. Fourteen (14) of these 18 :::;;srtand
miles would be built over the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer recharge impacts. Keep
zone. It is essential to study the entire project to understand the MoPac as a
overall impacts on Barton Springs and on Austin. local commuter

2. Study ALL of the impacts and ALL of the costs first — before building roadway and
any piece of the MoPac/SH 45SW toll loop over the Barton Springs do not connect
Edwards Aquifer. to 1-35.

3. Keep I-35 traffic on I-35 — and keep MoPac as a local commuter Concerngd

about noise

highway. Direct traffic to the underutilized SH 130 by reducing or and visual
eliminating the tolls. Provide north-south public transit, and work pollution to
aggressively to expand telecommuting, ridesharing and other Wildflower
strategies that reduce total driving. Center. Direct

4. Protect the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center — by improving the traffic to SH
Slaughter/MoPac and La Crosse/MoPac intersections without adding 130..Expand.
six more lanes and paving the green MoPac median. As proposed, ggzgittzlr‘]uséts
increased noise, light and visual pollution from high speed, greatly No flyover in
increased Interstate 35 traffic diverted to MoPac would do severe Zilker Park.
damage to the Wildflower Center.

5. Any MoPac expansion should be limited, without connecting to I-35 at
the south end, and without building double decker flyovers through
Zilker Park, Lady Bird Lake park, and Austin High school property.

71 | Clary Karen 07/30/15 Comment | Regarding aerial imagery (photos) used in project proposed roadway display: | | Update the Response: R71
Form noticed that the aerials used are outdated with respect to the layout of the aerials to The MoPac Intersections Project team is aware of the location of the new Luci

Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center’s facilities. It does not include the
grounds of the family garden — the Luci and lan Family Garden was opened
upon its completion in May 2014. This children’s play area is located alongside
MoPac, approximately 300 feet from MoPac ROW. | recommend that you
update the aerials to accurately reflect the existing environment in the project
area. As presented tonight at this public meeting, it is inaccurate and
somewhat misleading.

include the Luci
and lan Family
Garden

and lan Family Garden at the Wildflower Center. The aerials used for the
purposes of the public exhibits do not show this garden; however, more
recent imagery that include the gardens are not of sufficient quality to clearly
be reproduced at a scale needed for the public exhibits. A label will be added
in the EA to note the location of the garden.
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# Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment Response
(summary)
72 | Clennan Kirk 07/23/15 Web Mail | Itis our Family's understanding MoPac main lanes through La Crosse Avenue Build Project Comment Noted
are expected to apply a conventional design. However, the study team has
proposed an innovative intersection called a Diverging Diamond Intersection
(DDI) at MoPac and Slaughter Lane. It appears a DDI shifts approaching traffic
through the left side of the intersection, then back to the right side of the
roadway once the intersection is cleared. This formation allows drivers to turn
left while others move forward which decreases delays and improves travel
time. There also appear to be cost-savings because fewer traffic signal(s) are
needed.
Any effort to improve transportation efficiencies that leads to enhanced safety
is appreciated. We also encourage the study/design team, business and civic
leaders to incorporate multi-modal transportation resources into these efforts
where applicable. Please pass along these comments to approve the proposals
and proceed to construct the intersection projects at Slaughter and La Crosse
Avenue (http://www.MoPacsouth.com/intersections/proposal.php) as soon as
possible.
By the way, my compliments to the project team on the development of the
informational DDI video. It really aids the "non-transportation professional”
with understanding how this system works. Please apply this informative,
educational tool to future transportation initiatives.
73 | Cluhwell Charles 08/10/15 Hand Please accept the following comments on the “MoPac Intersections” draft The study See Responses: R2a, R2b, R2d, R3, R25, R25a, R25b, R25¢c and R25d
Delivered | environmental study: needs to
1. Study the entire project, not just the segments: The proposed “MoPac | consider all
Intersections” is just a two mile long piece of a much larger, 18 mile projects as a
tolled-loop project that would convert MoPac to a second Interstate- | Whole to
35 through south, west and north Austin. Fourteen (14) of these 18 :njief;srtand
miles would be built over the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer recharge irgpacts. Keep
zone. It is essential to study the entire project to understand the MoPac as a

overall impacts on Barton Springs and on Austin.

2. Study ALL of the impacts and ALL of the costs first — before building
any piece of the MoPac/SH 45SW toll loop over the Barton Springs
Edwards Aquifer.

3. Keep I-35 traffic on I-35 — and keep MoPac as a local commuter
highway. Direct traffic to the underutilized SH 130 by reducing or
eliminating the tolls. Provide north-south public transit, and work
aggressively to expand telecommuting, ridesharing and other
strategies that reduce total driving.

4. Protect the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center — by improving the
Slaughter/MoPac and La Crosse/MoPac intersections without adding
six more lanes and paving the green MoPac median. As proposed,

local commuter
roadway and
do not connect
to I-35.
Concerned
about noise
and visual
pollution to
Wildflower
Center. Direct
traffic to SH
130. Expand
public transit
opportunities.
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# Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment Response
(summary)

increased noise, light and visual pollution from high speed, greatly No flyover in
increased Interstate 35 traffic diverted to MoPac would do severe Zilker Park.
damage to the Wildflower Center.

5. Any MoPac expansion should be limited, without connecting to I-35 at
the south end, and without building double decker flyovers through
Zilker Park, Lady Bird Lake park, and Austin High school property.

74 Cockrehan Paul 08/10/15 Hand Please accept the following comments on the “MoPac Intersections” draft The study See Responses: R2a, R2b, R2d, R3, R25, R25a, R25b, R25¢c and R25d
Delivered | environmental study: needs to

1. Study the entire project, not just the segments: The proposed “MoPac | consider all
Intersections” is just a two mile long piece of a much larger, 18 mile projects as a
tolled-loop project that would convert MoPac to a second Interstate- | Whole to
35 through south, west and north Austin. Fourteen (14) of these 18 ::Sief;srtand
miles would be built over the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer recharge impacts. Keep
zone. It is essential to study the entire project to understand the MoPac as a
overall impacts on Barton Springs and on Austin. local commuter

2. Study ALL of the impacts and ALL of the costs first — before building roadway and
any piece of the MoPac/SH 45SW toll loop over the Barton Springs do not connect
Edwards Aquifer. to 1-35.

3. Keep I-35 traffic on I-35 — and keep MoPac as a local commuter Concerngd

about noise

highway. Direct traffic to the underutilized SH 130 by reducing or and visual
eliminating the tolls. Provide north-south public transit, and work pollution to
aggressively to expand telecommuting, ridesharing and other Wildflower
strategies that reduce total driving. Center. Direct

4. Protect the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center — by improving the traffic to SH
Slaughter/MoPac and La Crosse/MoPac intersections without adding 130..Expand.
six more lanes and paving the green MoPac median. As proposed, ggigit::::;
increased noise, light and visual pollution from high speed, greatly No flyover in
increased Interstate 35 traffic diverted to MoPac would do severe Zilker Park.
damage to the Wildflower Center.

5. Any MoPac expansion should be limited, without connecting to I-35 at

the south end, and without building double decker flyovers through
Zilker Park, Lady Bird Lake park, and Austin High school property.
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# Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment Response
(summary)
75 | Cole Sue 08/10/15 Hand Please accept the following comments on the “MoPac Intersections” draft The study See Responses: R2a, R2b, R2d, R3, R25, R25a, R25b, R25¢c and R25d
Delivered | environmental study: needs to
1. Study the entire project, not just the segments: The proposed “MoPac | consider all
Intersections” is just a two mile long piece of a much larger, 18 mile projects as a
tolled-loop project that would convert MoPac to a second Interstate- | Whole to
35 through south, west and north Austin. Fourteen (14) of these 18 :::;;srtand
miles would be built over the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer recharge impacts. Keep
zone. It is essential to study the entire project to understand the MoPac as a
overall impacts on Barton Springs and on Austin. local commuter
2. Study ALL of the impacts and ALL of the costs first — before building roadway and
any piece of the MoPac/SH 455W toll loop over the Barton Springs do not connect
Edwards Aquifer. to 1-35.
3. Keep I-35 traffic on I-35 — and keep MoPac as a local commuter Concerngd
about noise
highway. Direct traffic to the underutilized SH 130 by reducing or and visual
eliminating the tolls. Provide north-south public transit, and work pollution to
aggressively to expand telecommuting, ridesharing and other Wildflower
strategies that reduce total driving. Center. Direct
4. Protect the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center — by improving the traffic to SH
Slaughter/MoPac and La Crosse/MoPac intersections without adding 130..Expand.
six more lanes and paving the green MoPac median. As proposed, ggzgittzlr‘]uséts
increased noise, light and visual pollution from high speed, greatly No flyover in
increased Interstate 35 traffic diverted to MoPac would do severe Zilker Park.
damage to the Wildflower Center.
5. Any MoPac expansion should be limited, without connecting to I-35 at
the south end, and without building double decker flyovers through
Zilker Park, Lady Bird Lake park, and Austin High school property.
76 | Collins Mark 08/04/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
77 | Comer Katie 07/29/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted

Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
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Comment (verbatim)

Comment
(summary)

Response

78

Conrad

Kevin

07/29/15

Web Mail

| live in the Meridian subdivision at the Southeast corner of SH-45 and FM
1826, and my office is in Northwest Austin. Because of that, | drive through
the intersections of MoPac/La Crosse/Slaughter more than 500 times per year
just going to and from my office, in addition to other trips made through the
same intersections. Traffic at these intersections is horrible, and I've spent
hours cumulatively waiting at these traffic lights to make it through the
intersection over the years. I've noticed many times where the traffic signal
for North/Southbound traffic on MoPac is only green maybe 10 seconds. With
more and more people moving to Austin, and specifically to Southwest Austin,
| urge you to please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the
intersection projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

Build Project

Comment Noted

79

Cook

Bette

07/27/15

Web Mail

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at
both Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Ave as soon as possible. | live off 1826 and
45. It takes several lights to get thru the Slaughter Lane intersection on both
the morning and the evening commute.

Build Project

Comment Noted

80

Cooper

Michael

07/29/15

Web Mail

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
Thank you for your consideration.

Build Project

Comment Noted

81

Cotner

Doug

07/23/15

Web Mail

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

Build Project

Comment Noted

82

Coulter

Rachel

07/29/15

Web Mail

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

Build Project

Comment Noted

83

Crismon

Lynn

07/30/15

Web Mail

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

Build Project

Comment Noted

84

Crowley

Tim

07/30/15

Web Mail

Mobility and congestion are two of the most challenging issues we face in
Central Texas. Please approve the proposals to construct the MoPac
intersection projects at Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue as soon as
possible.

Build Project

Comment Noted

85

Dale

Emily

07/23/15

Web Mail

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

Build Project

Comment Noted

86

Dancy

Carol

08/04/15

Web Mail

At the meeting, it was discussed that the lane on westbound Slaughter to
northbound MoPac would not be changed. This lane backs up for over a block
during rush hour so many people cut in at the last minute. I'm not sure if there
could be a right turn signal to enter MoPac or increasing it to two lanes to
accommodate traffic. Or maybe a ramp, although | don't see where there's
room. Thanks for listening.

W Slaughter to
north MoPac
needs two
lanes

See Response: R18
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# Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment Response
(summary)
87 Davis Kelly 07/30/15 Comment | The “MoPac Intersections Project” is part of one larger project, including the The study See Responses: R25¢, R53j and R53I
Form MoPac South “Improvement” project, SH 45SW from MoPac to 1626 and 1626 | needs to
to I-35. The project should be studied as it is — as one project — and the consider all
environmental effects should be considered altogether. Further, CTRMA and projects as a
TXDOT should be transparent and forthcoming to the public about the true whole to
nature of this project. Considering the project piecemeal violates the spirit and | understand
letter of the National Environmental Policy Act. Please do not pave the Barton | aquifer
Springs recharge zone without an honest and thorough evaluation and public impacts.
vetting of the environmental, social and cultural impacts — direct and indirect.
88 | Davis Laura 07/24/15 Web Mail | Ilive in Meridian and would like to see MoPac continue as an expressway Build Project See Responses: R32 and R42
through Slaughter and La Cross. The wait times with the added housing down
here are becoming ridiculous. If the 45 extension is built that will cause even
more delays. Please consider taking the lights out at these 2 intersections and
making them exits off the interstate.
89 | Daw Jerrett 07/27/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse avenue as soon as possible.
90 | De Camps Ricky 07/24/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible. | am a resident
of Avana off of Escarpment and SH45 SW. These improvements would greatly
improve the level of service at the intersections and would reduce congestion
in the AM and PM peaks. Not to mention prevent me from having to sit
through three signal cycles on Saturday mornings.
91 Dember Caron 08/10/15 Hand Please accept the following comments on the “MoPac Intersections” draft The study See Responses: R2a, R2b, R2d, R3, R25, R25a, R25h, R25¢c and R25d
Delivered | environmental study: needs to
1. Study the entire project, not just the segments: The proposed “MoPac | consider all
Intersections” is just a two mile long piece of a much larger, 18 mile projects as a
tolled-loop project that would convert MoPac to a second Interstate- | Whole to
35 through south, west and north Austin. Fourteen (14) of these 18 undgfrstand
miles would be built over the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer recharge ?r:EIaStrs. Keep
zone. It is essential to study the entire project to understand the MoPac as a

overall impacts on Barton Springs and on Austin.

2. Study ALL of the impacts and ALL of the costs first — before building
any piece of the MoPac/SH 45SW toll loop over the Barton Springs
Edwards Aquifer.

3. Keep I-35 traffic on I-35 — and keep MoPac as a local commuter
highway. Direct traffic to the underutilized SH 130 by reducing or
eliminating the tolls. Provide north-south public transit, and work
aggressively to expand telecommuting, ridesharing and other
strategies that reduce total driving.

4. Protect the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center — by improving the
Slaughter/MoPac and La Crosse/MoPac intersections without adding
six more lanes and paving the green MoPac median. As proposed,

local commuter
roadway and
do not connect
to I-35.
Concerned
about noise
and visual
pollution to
Wildflower
Center. Direct
traffic to SH
130. Expand
public transit
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# Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment Response
(summary)
increased noise, light and visual pollution from high speed, greatly opportunities.
increased Interstate 35 traffic diverted to MoPac would do severe No flyover in
damage to the Wildflower Center. Zilker Park.
5. Any MoPac expansion should be limited, without connecting to I-35 at
the south end, and without building double decker flyovers through
Zilker Park, Lady Bird Lake park, and Austin High school property.
92 Denton Brett 07/25/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
93 DeWitt Mary 08/10/15 Hand Please accept the following comments on the “MoPac Intersections” draft The study See Responses: R2a, R2b, R2d, R3, R25, R25a, R25b, R25¢c and R25d
Delivered | environmental study: needs to
1. Study the entire project, not just the segments: The proposed “MoPac | consider all
Intersections” is just a two mile long piece of a much larger, 18 mile projects as a
tolled-loop project that would convert MoPac to a second Interstate- | Whole to
35 through south, west and north Austin. Fourteen (14) of these 18 ::Sief;srtand
miles would be built over the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer recharge impacts. Keep
zone. It is essential to study the entire project to understand the MoPac as a
overall impacts on Barton Springs and on Austin. local commuter
2. Study ALL of the impacts and ALL of the costs first — before building roadway and
any piece of the MoPac/SH 45SW toll loop over the Barton Springs do not connect
Edwards Aquifer. to 1-35.
3. Keep I-35 traffic on I-35 — and keep MoPac as a local commuter Concerngd
about noise
highway. Direct traffic to the underutilized SH 130 by reducing or and visual
eliminating the tolls. Provide north-south public transit, and work pollution to
aggressively to expand telecommuting, ridesharing and other Wildflower
strategies that reduce total driving. Center. Direct
4. Protect the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center — by improving the traffic to SH
Slaughter/MoPac and La Crosse/MoPac intersections without adding 130..Expand.
six more lanes and paving the green MoPac median. As proposed, ggigit::::;
increased noise, light and visual pollution from high speed, greatly No flyover in
increased Interstate 35 traffic diverted to MoPac would do severe Zilker Park.
damage to the Wildflower Center.
5. Any MoPac expansion should be limited, without connecting to I-35 at
the south end, and without building double decker flyovers through
Zilker Park, Lady Bird Lake park, and Austin High school property.
94 | Dickens Trevor 07/23/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct intersection projects at | Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible. Our city needs to act on
projects such as these without delay.
95 | Dicks Charles 08/03/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted

Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

MoPac Intersections — July 30, 2015 Public Hearing Summary

41




Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary

comments. =

General Comment: The Environmental Assessment is insufficient to support
conclusions of no effect on sensitive environmental resources.

The risk of harmful effects of excavation on underground resources,
(groundwater, caves, and subterranean life) could be largely eliminated by
opting to build on or above the existing ground surface rather than excavating
downward into a karst limestone system. The Additional Geologic Studies
Technical Memorandum concludes that there is a risk of encountering caves or
karst features within 4 feet of the proposed excavation location for the
Slaughter Lane intersection (pgs. 3, 4, 12). The Water Resources Technical
Memorandum and the Biological Resources Technical Memorandum describe
what actions would be taken if an underground void is encountered (pg. 21 of
WRTM; pg. 28-29 of BRTM). The response plan includes, “A geologist would
evaluate the void and work with the design engineer, if necessary for
structural concerns, to develop a void mitigation plan.” (Emphasis added here.)
The response plan is then used to conclude that excavation for the project will

documents in
the EA.

# Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment Response
(summary)

96 Diffen Becky 07/22/15 Web Mail | As a Southwest Austin resident, | ask you to please approve the proposals and | Build Project Comment Noted
proceed to construct the intersection projects at Slaughter and La Crosse
Avenue as soon as possible.

97 Dorney James 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

98 Dreier Dean 07/31/15 Web Mail | As an area resident who uses these intersections, | fully support the proposed | Build Project See Response: R2
DDI design as presented at the July 30th public hearing. As funding is now
available, we must address current and future traffic by upgrading these Loop | Plant
1 intersections as envisioned (ie main lanes in the current median) when the replacement
original roadways were built. trees and
| would also like to see replacements planted for as many of the trees as involved the
possible which will be removed. These should be in the areas close to these Wildflower
roadways/intersections. The trees planted at Loop 1 and 290W/William Center in the
Cannon medians are a significant improvement and should be continued native
through this two mile section. Also insure that the sidewalks, bike paths and landscape
shared use paths have as much tree shading as possible to encourage their use | planting
in our hot climate. Also insure that the Wildflower center is fully engaged in
the design and implementation of the native planting/wildflowers proposed
along this 2 mile area. This no more appropriate area in the Austin region for
TxDOT to develop an innovative native vegetation area than at this gateway to
the Wildflower Center.

99 | Drenner Camille 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

100 | Dries Laurie 08/10/15 Web Mail | | have reviewed the technical documents associated with the draft Comments See Responses: R53 and R53j
Environmental Assessment for the above referenced project. My comments related to
are provided below. Please include them in your consideration of public technical Response: R100

Slaughter Creek crosses the existing right-of-way approximately 0.5 miles
northeast of the intersection of MoPac with La Crosse Avenue. The original
construction of the MoPac in 1991 included the installation of two parallel
bridges across Slaughter Creek. No work is required at the two bridges for the
proposed project. As such, no impacts are expected.

Table 1 in the Biological Studies Technical Memorandum describes the
species, habitat and potential effect/impact to state and federally listed
threatened and endangered species and species of greatest conservation
need in Travis County. There are several aquatic species on this list whose
habitat can be described as river or stream. While a stream, Slaughter Creek
does not provide habitat for any of these species because a constant water
level is required to support these species; its intermittent water flow makes it
unsuitable habitat. Slaughter Creek may provide habitat for other, non-
protected aquatic species; however, as described above no construction
activities will occur over/within Slaughter Creek.
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Comment
(summary)

Response

have no effect on water or biological resources. This conclusion is not
supported by the listed responses to unplanned void intrusion. The actions
triggered by a void intrusion would detect and mitigate for effects that have
already occurred, and minimize additional harmful effects. By definition
“mitigate” indicates effects have already occurred. The responses to void
intrusion cannot reverse effects that have already occurred as a result of the
act of excavation into a void. Therefore, it is impossible for there to be no
effects. To have “no” effects requires that excavation into sensitive bedrock
layers does not occur. Consider other options such as traffic circles or
overpasses.

Evaluation of risk to biological resources, particularly endangered species, is
premature and incomplete. There is not enough information on environmental
protection controls to support the conclusions of expected effects on
biological resources. References to use of Best Management Practices, lists of
possible methods, and “more detail to be provided during the development of
PS&E in the Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan” “(pg.28 Biological
Resources Technical Memorandum) do not provide convincing support for
conclusions of “no effect” on sensitive environmental resources. The suitability
and effectiveness of a particular pollutant control method depends on the
specific characteristics of each project. Without knowing which methods are to
be used, an assessment of “no effect” is not reliable. Risks to biological
resources should be assessed when there is sufficient detailed information on
construction methods.

Intermittent water flow in Slaughter Creek does not automatically mean there
will be no impact on aquatic species, as is concluded in Table 1 (pgs. 7, 8, 11 of
BRTM) of threatened and endangered species. The conclusions of “no effect”
on endangered and threatened aquatic species listed are based on the fact
that Slaughter Creek surface water flow is intermittent. Intermittency is then
used to assume that “Additionally, this stream would not be impacted by the
proposed project.” Presumably, what is meant is that if Slaughter Creek is dry,
the project will have no harmful impact. Yet, there is no statement that
construction will only occur when Slaughter Creek is dry. This assessment can
only be true if construction does not occur when Slaughter Creek has surface
water flow. Consider limiting construction to periods of no surface water flow.
Effects on Golden-cheeked warblers during nesting and migration were
inferred based on one survey period during 2014 (pg. 15, 24-26, 29 BRTM).
This is very little information from which to make a conclusion of “no effect”.
Are there no data from previous years? How many surveys were there in
2014? How was presence-absence determined? Without additional data, the
conclusion of no effect on Golden-cheeked warblers is premature.

Conclusion of “no effect” on the Barton Springs Salamander and the Austin
Blind Salamander isn’t consistent with measures to minimize effects. Minimize
effects is not the same thing as no effects. For example, TCEQ Edwards Aquifer
Rules on storm water pollutants require removal of 80% of suspended solids.
This means 20% of solids are not removed, which is an effect. The question
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that should be addressed is whether the 20% would be harmful.
The information and conclusions in the BSTM, WRTM, and AGS documents
aren’t reliable or rigorous enough to assume that consultation with the U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service on potential effects on federally endangered species
isn’t required (pg. 31, BRTM).

101 | Dufour Kevin 07/23/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

102 | Duhon Earl 08/05/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

103 | Duke John 08/05/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

104 | Dukette Scott 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

105 | Durrett Marshall 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

106 | Dutton Tyler 07/23/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

107 | Dutton Tyler 07/22/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

108 | Ellis Leigh 07/29/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

109 | Engelhardt Rex 07/29/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

110 | Enoch Craig 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

111 | Esparza G 08/03/15 Web Mail | Ifit's true that north bound MoPac will be a single lane, | encourage you to Build Project See Response: R18
reconsider. The line of cars going east bound on slaughter to merge on MoPac
backs up in the mornings, especially when school begins.

112 | Esparza Manuel 08/03/15 Web Mail | Thank you for posting the information online and for the videos and diagrams. | Build Project Comment Noted
My family and | fully support the underpass plan at both Slaughter and La
Crosse. | was a bit skeptical of the diverging diamond plan at Slaughter but the
video flyby really helped explain the concept and it may not be as complicated
to navigate as | originally thought. Please keep this project on schedule as the
delays on the other MOPAC project are very disappointing.

113 | Everett Natalie 07/26/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

114 | Fadal Jennifer 07/29/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted

Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
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115 | Falkenberg Howard 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
116 | Fedorchak Sally 07/30/15 Comment | | suggest a physical barrier for bikers on overpass at La Crosse. Reason: My Please add a See Response: R1
Form experience with La Crosse and Escarpment is bikers DO cross into car lanes barrier to make
despite dedicated bike lanes. In addition to being annoying it is anxiety bikers safe.
provoking. For fear of their unintended moves and possible collisions between
car and biker.
117 | Fedorchak Sally 07/30/15 Verbal My name is Sally Fedorchak. | live in Circle C. My general comment is to License Comment Noted
Comment | license bikers, so when they don't obey the rules of the road, we have a license | bicyclists.
given to number to report them on.
Court
Reporter
118 | Ferguson Walt 07/23/15 Web Mail | With traffic congestion in Austin getting worse and worse, it is time to take Build Project Comment Noted
action. Please approve the proposals and proceed with construction of the
intersection projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
119 | Ficke Taryn 07/30/15 Comment | The company | work for could benefit from this project but | am not working Build Project Comment Noted
Form on it. | am here because | live in this neighborhood. These improvements need
to be made as soon as possible. The amount of traffic has increased
exponentially in the last 10 years. My concern is that the construction will
encourage people to use Davis lane (my exit) and neighborhood roads to get
home. The Davis exit already has too much traffic. The congestion is also very
dangerous. Something should be done about this intersection BEFORE
beginning this construction. The concept is a good one. | like that MoPac is
going under these intersections.
120 | Fielding James 08/04/15 Web Mail | Due to the high volume of traffic west bound on Slaughter trying to turn W Slaughter to | See Response: R18
right/north on MoPac, | urge the revision plans to include two lanes to enable north MoPac
the right turn from west bound Slaughter to north bound MoPac. needs two
lanes
121 | Filipowicz T) 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
Thank you for your consideration.
122 | Finney Julia 07/29/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
Thank you for your consideration.
123 | Flake Travis 07/24/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
124 | Ford Pat 07/23/15 Web Mail | Please approve the MoPac Extension...Austin really needs it. Build Project Comment Noted
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# Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment Response
(summary)
125 | Foreman Betina 07/23/15 Web Mail | While this intersection must be fixed, this Diverging Diamond method does not | Don’t build the | See Response: R35
look like it will work well and feels very unsafe. There is no logical reason for DDI, it does not
the intersection to be a Diverging Diamond. Driving into oncoming traffic is a look like a good | Response: R125
very bad idea. There is a similar D.D. at the Y in Oak Hill and | see cars go the idea. The One of the innovative aspects of the DDI design is the minimization of turning
wrong way and accidents every time | drive through there. Please note, | fully Slaughter and conflict points such that queueing of turning traffic is minimized. Southbound
understand the D.D. concept and how they are trying to fix the problem. MoPac traffic on MoPac wishing to exit at Slaughter Lane will have a designated
However we have so many people coming from other areas/states and we intersections right-turn lane to head westbound, and two designated left turn lanes to
have so many older/younger drivers, that | feel shaking things up this way is need much head eastbound. Northbound traffic on MoPac wishing to exit at Slaughter
simply not a good idea. Since our streets all have two names driving in Austin longer paved Lane will have two designated left turn lanes and two designated right turn
is confusing enough, please don't make it worse with a Diverging Diamond sections for the | lanes to access eastbound and westbound Slaughter Lane, respectively.
intersection. Please vote NO on the Diverging Diamond. right and left
This area needs: turn lanes. Add | Response: R125a
1. Either an overpass or an underpass with conventional dedicated turn lanes. | a continuous The purpose of the MoPac Intersections Project is to reduce travel delay and
2. Two pass through lanes to go further south into Hays County. 3" lane to enhance safety by improving intersection operations. The proposed
3. It also needs U-turn lanes in both directions. MoPac in both | improvements would address this purpose into the design year (2035)
4. The Slaughter and MOPAC intersection desperately needs much longer directions — without the need for additional capacity to MoPac. Additional lanes on
paved sections for the Right & Left turn lanes off of MOPAC. Presently during most of it is MoPac would be considered a separate project.
rush hours it is backed up for a mile or more because the Right & Left turn already paved
lanes only hold about 6-10 cars. This causes serious backups at the lights. and it can be
restriped into 3
Austin streets/intersections are confusing enough without adding yet another | lanes.
needless type of intersection. Vote NO for the Divergent Diamond. Also this
should NOT be a Toll Road!
Additionally | feel that adding a continuous 3rd lane to MOPAC would solve
some of the traffic constraints in this area, and that really needs to be on the
table now as well. There is currently ample room for 3 continuous lanes in
both directions and 90% of it is ALREADY paved. There are only 3 short
sections (probably half a mile in each direction) that need to be paved to make
this continuous from downtown. Then simply re-stripe the lanes into 3 lanes.
126 | Fossum Michael 07/30/15 Comment | Itis a shame that all the trees in the center median will be removed. TxDOT Transplant See Response: R2
Form should consider transplanting some of the larger trees (oaks, pecans, etc.). some of the

There should also be remediation (planting new trees were possible) to offset
the loss of ecosystem benefits provided by the existing trees.

trees and plant
new ones for
those that are
removed.
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127 | Fossum Michael 07/30/15 Verbal My name is Michael Fossum. I'm the executive director of the Austin Heritage Favors the road | See Response: R2
Comment | Tree Foundation. | think the road project is a great idea. | think it's a shame project but
given to that the trees in the median have to all be removed in order to fulfill the goals | would like to
Court of the road project. What we're trying to do is organize an effort to perhaps transplant
Reporter | transplant some of those large trees there, and would ask that, you know, we some of the
talked to TxDOT and they don't have any money in their budget to do that, but | large trees
would ask that if we start to mount a campaign to that effect, that they also do | being removed.
an internal campaign to see if their staff members would be willing to Wants to
contribute a little bit of money towards that because it makes it much morea | spearhead a
community effort and makes it easier to raise money to do those types of campaign to
things, we can say that TxDOT is on board and they put a little bit of money in raise money.
the kitty and have -- are helping us to do a project of that nature.
128 | Fowler Mark 07/22/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible. ”
129 | Frey Daniel 07/22/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
130 | Frey Jerry 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
131 | Fusco Sarah 08/10/15 Hand Please accept the following comments on the “MoPac Intersections” draft The study See Responses: R2a, R2b, R2d, R3, R25, R25a, R25h, R25¢c and R25d
Delivered | environmental study: needs to
1. Study the entire project, not just the segments: The proposed “MoPac | consider all
Intersections” is just a two mile long piece of a much larger, 18 mile projects as a
tolled-loop project that would convert MoPac to a second Interstate- | Whole to
35 through south, west and north Austin. Fourteen (14) of these 18 undirstand
miles would be built over the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer recharge ?r::;trs. Keep
zone. It is essential to study the entire project to understand the MoPac as a

overall impacts on Barton Springs and on Austin.

2. Study ALL of the impacts and ALL of the costs first — before building
any piece of the MoPac/SH 45SW toll loop over the Barton Springs
Edwards Aquifer.

3. Keep I-35 traffic on I-35 — and keep MoPac as a local commuter
highway. Direct traffic to the underutilized SH 130 by reducing or
eliminating the tolls. Provide north-south public transit, and work
aggressively to expand telecommuting, ridesharing and other
strategies that reduce total driving.

4. Protect the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center — by improving the
Slaughter/MoPac and La Crosse/MoPac intersections without adding
six more lanes and paving the green MoPac median. As proposed,
increased noise, light and visual pollution from high speed, greatly
increased Interstate 35 traffic diverted to MoPac would do severe
damage to the Wildflower Center.

local commuter
roadway and
do not connect
to I-35.
Concerned
about noise
and visual
pollution to
Wildflower
Center. Direct
traffic to SH
130. Expand
public transit
opportunities.
No flyover in
Zilker Park.
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Comment
(summary)

Response

5. Any MoPac expansion should be limited, without connecting to I-35 at
the south end, and without building double decker flyovers through
Zilker Park, Lady Bird Lake park, and Austin High school property.

132

Gallegos

Jim

07/22/15

Web Mail

These improvements are much needed and are already behind what is
needed. Thank you for your service to us the public. Please approve the
proposals and proceed to construct the intersection projects at Slaughter and
La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

Build Project

Comment Noted

133

Garrett

Justin

07/28/15

Web Mail

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

Build Project

Comment Noted

134

Garrison

Jenna

08/05/15

Web Mail

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

Build Project

Comment Noted

135

Goeders

Peter

08/03/15

Web Mail

Project seems pretty straight-forward to me. I've dealt with the traffic since
1998 and am ready to get things going. | think the intersection proposals will
meet our needs.

Build Project

Comment Noted

136

Goldsby

Greta

07/27/15

Web Mail

Please pardon the interruption, but | would like to offer my support of the
proposed intersection projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue.

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

Build Project

Comment Noted

137

Goldsby

Greta

07/28/15

Web Mail

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
Thank you for your consideration.

Build Project

Comment Noted

138

Gonzalez

Frank

08/03/15

Web Mail

You need to reconsider using only one lane onto northbound MoPac from
westbound slaughter. | don't think your traffic analysis shows the real traffic
backup on Slaughter that goes all the way back to Bowie High School
sometimes.

Build Project

Comment Noted

139

Goodrum

Jennifer

07/23/15

Web Mail

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

Build Project

Comment Noted

140

Goodwin

Vikki

08/03/15

Web Mail

| like the suggestions put forth by TxDOT: a diverging diamond intersection at
Slaughter Lane and a standard diamond intersection at La Crosse with the
highway being an underpass. We need the extension to MoPac now that there
are so many homes this far south.

Build Project

Comment Noted
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# Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment Response
(summary)
141 | Grace Curtis 08/10/15 Hand Please accept the following comments on the “MoPac Intersections” draft The study See Responses: R2a, R2b, R2d, R3, R25, R25a, R25b, R25¢c and R25d
Delivered | environmental study: needs to
1. Study the entire project, not just the segments: The proposed “MoPac | consider all
Intersections” is just a two mile long piece of a much larger, 18 mile projects as a
tolled-loop project that would convert MoPac to a second Interstate- whole to
35 through south, west and north Austin. Fourteen (14) of these 18 understand
miles would be built over the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer recharge | aquifer
zone. It is essential to study the entire project to understand the impacts. Keep
overall impacts on Barton Springs and on Austin. MoPac as a
2. Study ALL of the impacts and ALL of the costs first — before building local commuter
any piece of the MoPac/SH 455W toll loop over the Barton Springs roadway and
Edwards Aquifer. do not connect
3. Keep I-35 traffic on I-35 — and keep MoPac as a local commuter to I-35.
highway. Direct traffic to the underutilized SH 130 by reducing or Concerned
eliminating the tolls. Provide north-south public transit, and work about noise
aggressively to expand telecommuting, ridesharing and other and visual
strategies that reduce total driving. pollution to
4. Protect the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center — by improving the Wildflower
Slaughter/MoPac and La Crosse/MoPac intersections without adding Center. Direct
six more lanes and paving the green MoPac median. As proposed, traffic to SH
increased noise, light and visual pollution from high speed, greatly 130. Expand
increased Interstate 35 traffic diverted to MoPac would do severe public transit
damage to the Wildflower Center. opportunities.
5. Any MoPac expansion should be limited, without connecting to I-35 at | No flyover in
the south end, and without building double decker flyovers through Zilker Park.
Zilker Park, Lady Bird Lake park, and Austin High school property.
142 | Graham Shawn 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible. Continuing to
improve the mobility of this area is vital to the well-being and livelihood of
those directly affected by the increased congestion in the area.
143 | Gray Ryan 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
144 | Green Allen 07/24/15 Web Mail | | wish to express my support for the proposed improvements at this Build Project Comment Noted
intersection.
Constructing underpasses at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue will greatly
improve traffic flow on South MoPac.
145 | Green Matt 7/23/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted

Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

MoPac Intersections — July 30, 2015 Public Hearing Summary

49




Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary

# Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment Response
(summary)
146 | Gress Frieda 08/10/15 Hand Please accept the following comments on the “MoPac Intersections” draft The study See Responses: R2a, R2b, R2d, R3, R25, R25a, R25b, R25¢c and R25d
Delivered | environmental study: needs to

1. Study the entire project, not just the segments: The proposed “MoPac | consider all
Intersections” is just a two mile long piece of a much larger, 18 mile projects as a
tolled-loop project that would convert MoPac to a second Interstate- | Whole to
35 through south, west and north Austin. Fourteen (14) of these 18 :::;;srtand
miles would be built over the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer recharge impacts. Keep
zone. It is essential to study the entire project to understand the MoPac as a
overall impacts on Barton Springs and on Austin. local commuter

2. Study ALL of the impacts and ALL of the costs first — before building roadway and
any piece of the MoPac/SH 455W toll loop over the Barton Springs do not connect
Edwards Aquifer. to 1-35.

3. Keep I-35 traffic on I-35 — and keep MoPac as a local commuter Concerngd

about noise

highway. Direct traffic to the underutilized SH 130 by reducing or and visual
eliminating the tolls. Provide north-south public transit, and work pollution to
aggressively to expand telecommuting, ridesharing and other Wildflower
strategies that reduce total driving. Center. Direct

4. Protect the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center — by improving the traffic to SH
Slaughter/MoPac and La Crosse/MoPac intersections without adding 130..Expand.
six more lanes and paving the green MoPac median. As proposed, ggzgittzlr‘]uséts
increased noise, light and visual pollution from high speed, greatly No flyover in
increased Interstate 35 traffic diverted to MoPac would do severe Zilker Park.
damage to the Wildflower Center.

5. Any MoPac expansion should be limited, without connecting to I-35 at
the south end, and without building double decker flyovers through
Zilker Park, Lady Bird Lake park, and Austin High school property.

147 | Groves Eileen 08/03/15 Web Mail | | concur with putting MoPac under Slaughter & La Crosse but strenuously Favors the See Responses: R25a and R35
oppose the "Diverging Diamonds" concept. We drive on the right side of the underpasses
road, human nature knows how to drive on the right side. This swinging back & | but does not
forth is STUPID. If the majority of the traffic is passing thru north or south agree with
underneath, the traffic passing through the intersection will be substantially Diverging
reduced & proceeding like they go through ordinary overpasses. Diamond

These "creative" ideas of TxDOT as absolute failures -- the Y at Oak Hill hasn't
helped traffic. The intersection of Wm Cannon & 290 is a continuing disaster at
all hours. Why aren't there right-hand turn lanes to Wm Cannon N or S? Are
you doing anything to relieve the backup from the Fly-over to MoPac S with
the exit to Wm Cannon & backup of southbound service road of MoPac & Wm
Cannon. From 3:30 to 7 it is jammed.

Look & think about how traffic flows & design exits & intersections simply!!

Intersections
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# Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment Response
(summary)
148 | Guda Nelson 08/10/15 Hand Please accept the following comments on the “MoPac Intersections” draft The study See Responses: R2a, R2b, R2d, R3, R25, R25a, R25b, R25¢c and R25d
Delivered | environmental study: needs to
1. Study the entire project, not just the segments: The proposed “MoPac | consider all
Intersections” is just a two mile long piece of a much larger, 18 mile projects as a
tolled-loop project that would convert MoPac to a second Interstate- | Whole to
35 through south, west and north Austin. Fourteen (14) of these 18 :::;;srtand
miles would be built over the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer recharge impacts. Keep
zone. It is essential to study the entire project to understand the MoPac as a
overall impacts on Barton Springs and on Austin. local commuter
2. Study ALL of the impacts and ALL of the costs first — before building roadway and
any piece of the MoPac/SH 455W toll loop over the Barton Springs do not connect
Edwards Aquifer. to 1-35.
3. Keep I-35 traffic on I-35 — and keep MoPac as a local commuter Concerngd
about noise
highway. Direct traffic to the underutilized SH 130 by reducing or and visual
eliminating the tolls. Provide north-south public transit, and work pollution to
aggressively to expand telecommuting, ridesharing and other Wildflower
strategies that reduce total driving. Center. Direct
4. Protect the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center — by improving the traffic to SH
Slaughter/MoPac and La Crosse/MoPac intersections without adding 130..Expand.
six more lanes and paving the green MoPac median. As proposed, ggzgittzlr‘]uséts
increased noise, light and visual pollution from high speed, greatly No flyover in
increased Interstate 35 traffic diverted to MoPac would do severe Zilker Park.
damage to the Wildflower Center.
5. Any MoPac expansion should be limited, without connecting to I-35 at
the south end, and without building double decker flyovers through
Zilker Park, Lady Bird Lake Park, and Austin High school property.
149 | Hall Kerry 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
Thank you for your consideration.
150 | Hall Robert 08/07/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
151 | Haroldsen Aaron 07/24/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
152 | Haynie Elizabeth 08/05/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
153 | Heare Jerry 07/23/15 Web Mail | I did not see a way to add your names to the TxDOT email for support. But | Build Project Comment Noted

sent it anyway! | support the proposals and urge TXDOT to begin making these
changes as soon as possible

MoPac Intersections — July 30, 2015 Public Hearing Summary

51




Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary

# Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment Response
(summary)
154 | Heare Jerry 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
155 | Hebert Donald 08/05/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
156 | Henry Ray 07/25/15 Web Mail | | support the proposed underpass projects at La Crosse and Slaughter Lane for | Build Project Comment Noted
improved mobility. Thank You. Ray Henry
157 | Hefner David 08/10/15 Hand Please accept the following comments on the “MoPac Intersections” draft The study See Responses: R2a, R2b, R2d, R3, R25, R25a, R25b, R25¢c and R25d
Delivered | environmental study: needs to
1. Study the entire project, not just the segments: The proposed “MoPac | consider all
Intersections” is just a two mile long piece of a much larger, 18 mile projects as a
tolled-loop project that would convert MoPac to a second Interstate- | Whole to
35 through south, west and north Austin. Fourteen (14) of these 18 :gjﬁc;itand
miles would be built over the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer recharge impacts. Keep
zone. It is essential to study the entire project to understand the MoPac as a
overall impacts on Barton Springs and on Austin. local commuter
2. Study ALL of the impacts and ALL of the costs first — before building roadway and
any piece of the MoPac/SH 455SW toll loop over the Barton Springs do not connect
Edwards Aquifer. to 1-35.
3. Keep I-35 traffic on I-35 — and keep MoPac as a local commuter Concerngd
about noise
highway. Direct traffic to the underutilized SH 130 by reducing or and visual
eliminating the tolls. Provide north-south public transit, and work pollution to
aggressively to expand telecommuting, ridesharing and other Wildflower
strategies that reduce total driving. Center. Direct
4. Protect the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center — by improving the traffic to SH
Slaughter/MoPac and La Crosse/MoPac intersections without adding 130..Expand.
six more lanes and paving the green MoPac median. As proposed, ggzlcl)it:::c?;
increased noise, light and visual pollution from high speed, greatly No flyover in
increased Interstate 35 traffic diverted to MoPac would do severe Zilker Park.
damage to the Wildflower Center.
5. Any MoPac expansion should be limited, without connecting to I-35 at
the south end, and without building double decker flyovers through
Zilker Park, Lady Bird Lake Park, and Austin High school property.
158 | Heldenfels IV Frederick 07/29/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
159 | Hendricks Tim 07/23/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted

projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible. Let’s get
Austin moving again.
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2. Study ALL of the impacts and ALL of the costs first — before building
any piece of the MoPac/SH 45SW toll loop over the Barton Springs
Edwards Aquifer.

3. Keep I-35 traffic on I-35 — and keep MoPac as a local commuter
highway. Direct traffic to the underutilized SH 130 by reducing or
eliminating the tolls. Provide north-south public transit, and work
aggressively to expand telecommuting, ridesharing and other
strategies that reduce total driving.

4. Protect the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center — by improving the
Slaughter/MoPac and La Crosse/MoPac intersections without adding
six more lanes and paving the green MoPac median. As proposed,
increased noise, light and visual pollution from high speed, greatly

local commuter
roadway and
do not connect
to I-35.
Concerned
about noise
and visual
pollution to
Wildflower
Center. Direct
traffic to SH
130. Expand

# Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment Response
(summary)
160 | Hernandez Felipe 08/05/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
161 | Herring Phil 07/24/15 Web Mail | | am officially in support of approving the proposals and proceeding with Build Project Comment Noted
construction of the intersections at Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue as
soon as possible.
162 | Hesson Shane 07/24/15 Web Mail | As a resident of South Austin, | am very optimistic that there were be some Build Project Comment Noted
capital improvements to MoPac to help ease the commute to Central Austin.
Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
163 | Hibpshman Karen 07/09/15 Web Mail | | feel the overall design of the Slaughter and La Crosse intersections on MoPac | Build Project Comment Noted
would be a great benefit to all that travel along MoPac. It improves the flow of
traffic and will allow those continuing south to connect with SH45 or FM1826
164 | Hildebrand Wes 07/23/15 Web Mail | I'm a resident of District 5 and travel through both intersections at MoPac and | Build Project Comment Noted
La Crosse Avenue and Slaughter Lane. | strongly support intersection
improvements at these locations and request that you approve the proposals
to proceed to construct the projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as
soon as possible.
165 | Hill Richard 07/23/15 Web Mail | “Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible. ” Richard Hill,
neighbor to MoPac and business owner.
166 | Hindsman Brenda 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
167 | Holden Nichole 08/10/15 Hand Please accept the following comments on the “MoPac Intersections” draft The study See Responses: R2a, R2b, R2d, R3, R25, R25a, R25h, R25¢c and R25d
Delivered | environmental study: needs to
1. Study the entire project, not just the segments: The proposed “MoPac | consider all
Intersections” is just a two mile long piece of a much larger, 18 mile projects as a
tolled-loop project that would convert MoPac to a second Interstate- whole to
35 through south, west and north Austin. Fourteen (14) of these 18 understand
miles would be built over the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer recharge | aquifer
zone. It is essential to study the entire project to understand the impacts. Keep
overall impacts on Barton Springs and on Austin. MoPac as a
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Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
Thank you for your consideration.

# Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment Response
(summary)
increased Interstate 35 traffic diverted to MoPac would do severe public transit
damage to the Wildflower Center. opportunities.
5. Any MoPac expansion should be limited, without connecting to I-35 at | No flyover in
the south end, and without building double decker flyovers through Zilker Park.
Zilker Park, Lady Bird Lake Park, and Austin High school property.
168 | Holding Luke 08/05/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
169 | Holman Alan 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
170 | Hood David 07/30/15 Comment | Please consider moving the traffic lights back, closer to the stopping point. Build Project Comment Noted
Form Your current drawings show the traffic lights to be behind the diverging
(incoming lane) which seems like it could lead to crashes or at lease blocking of
the lane, which would tie up traffic. This is hard to explain without using your
diagram!
171 | Hopke Jim 07/29/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the DDI projects at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible. As you know, this work
will allow drivers who want to turn left to keep moving and reduces the
number of traffic signals, resulting in a reduction in delays and travel time.
172 | Horn Jay 07/24/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible. | have seen
this DDl implemented in various areas and enjoy the efficiency it provides to
travelers.
173 | Horne Ed 07/29/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
Thank you for your consideration.
174 | Howe Kalinda 07/23/15 Web Mail | Please approve and move forward with the Slaughter Lane and la Crosse Build Project Comment Noted
Avenue construction projects. This intersection, as is now, is very dangerous
and in the past, has resulted in many traffic accidents and fatalities. Thank you
for your consideration and time!
175 | Ice Lauren 07/30/15 Comment | This project imposes too much impermeable cover over the recharge zone and | The project will | See Responses: R2, R25c, R53j and R53I
Form removes too much vegetation in this beautiful part of Austin. | worry that all of | harm the
these plans, done piecemeal, do not consider the full impacts/cumulative Edwards
impacts and it is not planning for (perhaps precluding planning for) mass Aquifer
transit, which needs to take place in the MoPac corridor. This project is in the Recharge Zone.
recharge zone — it is offensive to hear your engineers/scientists say there will Removes too
be no adverse impacts from this. much
vegetation.
176 | Innes Jim 07/23/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
177 | Islam Rashed 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
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First Name

Date

Method

Comment (verbatim)

Comment
(summary)

Response

178

Jenkins

Bobby

07/30/15

Web Mail

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
Thank you for your consideration.

Build Project

Comment Noted

179

Jett

John

07/29/15

Web Mail

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
Thank you for your consideration.

Build Project

Comment Noted

180

Jobes

Helen

07/27/15

Web Mail

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

Build Project

Comment Noted

181

Johnson

Adam

07/22/15

Web Mail

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible. These
improvements will positively impact me personally and will be beneficial to our
community as a whole.

Thank you for your efforts to solve some of the more critical traffic bottlenecks
in Austin and to help our great city remain a great place to live and work.

Build Project

Comment Noted

182

Johnson

Chase

07/23/15

Web Mail

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

Build Project

Comment Noted

183

Johnson

Debbie

07/28/15

Web Mail

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
Thank you for your consideration.

Build Project

Comment Noted

184

Jones

Bryan

08/05/15

Web Mail

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

Build Project

Comment Noted

185

Jones

Clint

07/23/15

Web Mail

| am in support of the MoPac intersection construction projects proposed at
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue. | hope that you will approve of those
projects and commence constructing those intersections as proposed as soon
as possible.

Build Project

Comment Noted

186

Jones

David

08/03/15

Web Mail

As someone who fights these two intersection each day when going to work,
please built these underpasses. It's much needed. | would also love to see
some aesthetic features on these bridges. Maybe bring in the Wildflower
Center to help green up the project? Or use some colors or different stamp
concrete design to be used on the walls.

Build Project

Use aesthetic
features on the
bridges. Bring
in the
Wildflower
Center to help

See Responses: R2 and R2d
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary

# Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment Response
(summary)
187 | Jones Henry 08/10/15 Hand Please accept the following comments on the “MoPac Intersections” draft The study See Responses: R2a, R2b, R2d, R3, R25, R25a, R25b, R25¢c and R25d
Delivered | environmental study: needs to
1. Study the entire project, not just the segments: The proposed “MoPac | consider all
Intersections” is just a two mile long piece of a much larger, 18 mile projects as a
tolled-loop project that would convert MoPac to a second Interstate- | Whole to
35 through south, west and north Austin. Fourteen (14) of these 18 undirstand
miles would be built over the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer recharge i’c‘nqwtri;:':s. Keep
zone. It is essential to study the entire project to understand the MoPac as a
overall impacts on Barton Springs and on Austin. local commuter
2. Study ALL of the impacts and ALL of the costs first — before building roadway and
any piece of the MoPac/SH 455W toll loop over the Barton Springs do not connect
Edwards Aquifer. to 1-35.
3. Keep I-35 traffic on I-35 — and keep MoPac as a local commuter Concerngd
about noise
highway. Direct traffic to the underutilized SH 130 by reducing or and visual
eliminating the tolls. Provide north-south public transit, and work pollution to
aggressively to expand telecommuting, ridesharing and other Wildflower
strategies that reduce total driving. Center. Direct
4. Protect the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center — by improving the traffic to SH
Slaughter/MoPac and La Crosse/MoPac intersections without adding 130.|.Expand.
six more lanes and paving the green MoPac median. As proposed, SEE;SERITS
increased noise, light and visual pollution from high speed, greatly No flyover in
increased Interstate 35 traffic diverted to MoPac would do severe Zilker Park.
damage to the Wildflower Center.
5. Any MoPac expansion should be limited, without connecting to I-35 at
the south end, and without building double decker flyovers through
Zilker Park, Lady Bird Lake Park, and Austin High school property.
188 | Jones Pat 07/22/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible. This is much
needed to improve traffic flow.
189 | Joyce Ben 07/23/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible. | have lived in
Austin all of my life and the traffic on South MOPAC must be addressed.
190 | Jung Emily 07/27/15 Web Mail | | write in support of the proposed underpasses at Slaughter and La Crosse Build Project Comment Noted

Avenue. Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the
intersection projects located there as soon as possible.
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# Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment Response
(summary)
191 | Kallerman Dick 07/30/15 Public I'm Designated Chair for the Austin Sierra Club. On behalf (inaudible). | know Does an See Responses: R2b, R25b, R25¢ and R53g
Testimony | the Environmental Assessment is on your website; but | urge you to put a copy | Environmental
in a couple of libraries in town, hard copies in a couple of libraries for those of | Impact
us who are computer challenged. An Environmental Assessment is a very weak | Statement give
cousin to an Environmental Impact Statement, and the Environmental us an accurate
Assessment covers cumulative effects which is the MoPac South Project and picture of the
45 Southwest. That's about 15 miles over the Edward’s Aquifer Recharge Zone, | impacts to the
and | don't know how you can do that with an Environment Assessment. | Edward’s
would think an Environmental Impact Statement, a federal impact statement, | Aquifer
is the very least to cover that kind of lengthy project. There was no mention of | Recharge Zone.
cumulative impact adding on the other part of the loop between 45 Southwest
and Interstate 35, which would make what we call the Western Loop or
Western Bypass on Interstate 35, from 35 all the way to Lady Bird Lake. Now,
that's about 18 miles; and we would like to see an Environmental Impact
Statement that tells us the environmental impact of 18 miles of highway over
the Edwards Aquifer Recharge Zone, what the cultural impact would be, what
the social impact would be of on the western bypass to I-35. | think somehow
the federal folks in town are in slumber mode because of the magnitude of
this project and the other projects that go along with it. An Environmental
Impact Statement, certainly, is the very least that should be accomplished.
Thank you very much.
192 | Kapner Mark 08/10/15 Hand Please accept the following comments on the “MoPac Intersections” draft The study See Responses: R2a, R2b, R2d, R3, R25, R25a, R25b, R25¢c and R25d
Delivered | environmental study: needs to
1. Study the entire project, not just the segments: The proposed “MoPac | consider all
Intersections” is just a two mile long piece of a much larger, 18 mile projects as a
tolled-loop project that would convert MoPac to a second Interstate- | Whole to
35 through south, west and north Austin. Fourteen (14) of these 18 undgfrstand
miles would be built over the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer recharge ?r:;;trs. Keep
zone. It is essential to study the entire project to understand the MoPac as a

overall impacts on Barton Springs and on Austin.

2. Study ALL of the impacts and ALL of the costs first — before building
any piece of the MoPac/SH 45SW toll loop over the Barton Springs
Edwards Aquifer.

3. Keep I-35 traffic on I-35 — and keep MoPac as a local commuter
highway. Direct traffic to the underutilized SH 130 by reducing or
eliminating the tolls. Provide north-south public transit, and work
aggressively to expand telecommuting, ridesharing and other
strategies that reduce total driving.

4. Protect the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center — by improving the
Slaughter/MoPac and La Crosse/MoPac intersections without adding
six more lanes and paving the green MoPac median. As proposed,
increased noise, light and visual pollution from high speed, greatly

local commuter
roadway and
do not connect
to I-35. Direct
traffic to SH
130. Expand
public transit
opportunities.
No flyover in
Zilker Park.
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary

overall impacts on Barton Springs and on Austin.

2. Study ALL of the impacts and ALL of the costs first — before building
any piece of the MoPac/SH 45SW toll loop over the Barton Springs
Edwards Aquifer.

3. Keep I-35 traffic on I-35 — and keep MoPac as a local commuter
highway. Direct traffic to the underutilized SH 130 by reducing or
eliminating the tolls. Provide north-south public transit, and work
aggressively to expand telecommuting, ridesharing and other

local commuter
roadway and
do not connect
to I-35. Direct
traffic to SH
130. Expand
public transit
opportunities.
No flyover in
Zilker Park.

# Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment Response
(summary)
increased Interstate 35 traffic diverted to MoPac would do severe
damage to the Wildflower Center.
5. Any MoPac expansion should be limited, without connecting to I-35 at
the south end, and without building double decker flyovers through
Zilker Park, Lady Bird Lake Park, and Austin High school property.
193 | Kasper Mary Alice 07/23/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
194 | Keedy Laura 08/07/15 Web Mail | Please reconsider your decision to only have one Lane entering N MoPac from | W Slaughter to | See Response: R18
traffic heading West on Slaughter Lane. It doesn't make any sense to go north MoPac
through all of the cost necessary to alleviate the massive amounts of traffic needs two
congestion in our area, only to cut corners that will not produce the type of lanes
relief we have fought so long and so hard for! | don't know what method was
used to determine that only one turning lane is necessary at this intersection.
Cutting lanes is a common practice at this particular area, and it's
INFURIATING! Please do not be enablers of road rage. It would be so easy to
designate one additional right turn lane that also has the option of going
straight. PLEASE, PLEASE, PRETTY PLEASE reconsider this very sensible and
easy fix. NOT KIDDING!
195 | Keedy Mark 08/04/15 Web Mail | Well overdue to begin this construction improvement. Please reconsider only Build Project See Response: R18
having one west bound lane from Slaughter turning north onto MoPac. Even W Slaughter to
with the addition of 45 from 1626 to MoPac there will still be a lot of traffic north MoPac
coming from Shady Hollow, Oak Parke and Sendera using that lane to enter needs two
MoPac. lanes
196 | Keifer Megan 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
197 | Kelly Robert 08/10/15 Hand Please accept the following comments on the “MoPac Intersections” draft The study See Responses: R2a, R2b, R2d, R3, R25, R25a, R25b, R25¢c and R25d
Delivered | environmental study: needs to
1. Study the entire project, not just the segments: The proposed “MoPac | consider all
Intersections” is just a two mile long piece of a much larger, 18 mile projects as a
tolled-loop project that would convert MoPac to a second Interstate- | Whole to
35 through south, west and north Austin. Fourteen (14) of these 18 undgfrstand
miles would be built over the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer recharge ?r:EIaStrs. Keep
zone. It is essential to study the entire project to understand the MoPac as a
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# Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment Response
(summary)
strategies that reduce total driving.
4. Protect the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center — by improving the
Slaughter/MoPac and La Crosse/MoPac intersections without adding
six more lanes and paving the green MoPac median. As proposed,
increased noise, light and visual pollution from high speed, greatly
increased Interstate 35 traffic diverted to MoPac would do severe
damage to the Wildflower Center.
5. Any MoPac expansion should be limited, without connecting to I-35 at
the south end, and without building double decker flyovers through
Zilker Park, Lady Bird Lake park, and Austin High school property.
198 | Kimble Logan 07/23/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
199 | Kingham Luke 07/23/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
200 | Kniss Elle 08/10/15 Hand Please accept the following comments on the “MoPac Intersections” draft The study See Responses: R2a, R2b, R2d, R3, R25, R25a, R25b, R25¢c and R25d
Delivered | environmental study: needs to
1. Study the entire project, not just the segments: The proposed “MoPac | consider all
Intersections” is just a two mile long piece of a much larger, 18 mile projects as a
tolled-loop project that would convert MoPac to a second Interstate- | Whole to
35 through south, west and north Austin. Fourteen (14) of these 18 ::Sief;srtand
miles would be built over the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer recharge impacts. Keep
zone. It is essential to study the entire project to understand the MoPac as a

overall impacts on Barton Springs and on Austin.

2. Study ALL of the impacts and ALL of the costs first — before building
any piece of the MoPac/SH 45SW toll loop over the Barton Springs
Edwards Aquifer.

3. Keep I-35 traffic on I-35 — and keep MoPac as a local commuter
highway. Direct traffic to the underutilized SH 130 by reducing or
eliminating the tolls. Provide north-south public transit, and work
aggressively to expand telecommuting, ridesharing and other
strategies that reduce total driving.

4. Protect the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center — by improving the
Slaughter/MoPac and La Crosse/MoPac intersections without adding
six more lanes and paving the green MoPac median. As proposed,
increased noise, light and visual pollution from high speed, greatly
increased Interstate 35 traffic diverted to MoPac would do severe
damage to the Wildflower Center.

5. Any MoPac expansion should be limited, without connecting to I-35 at
the south end, and without building double decker flyovers through

local commuter
roadway and
do not connect
to I-35. Direct
traffic to SH
130. Expand
public transit
opportunities.
No flyover in
Zilker Park.
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# Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment Response
(summary)
Zilker Park, Lady Bird Lake Park, and Austin High school property.
201 | Koch Steve 08/10/15 Hand Please accept the following comments on the “MoPac Intersections” draft The study See Responses: R2a, R2b, R2d, R3, R25, R25a, R25b, R25¢c and R25d
Delivered | environmental study: needs to

1. Study the entire project, not just the segments: The proposed “MoPac | consider all
Intersections” is just a two mile long piece of a much larger, 18 mile projects as a
tolled-loop project that would convert MoPac to a second Interstate- | Whole to
35 through south, west and north Austin. Fourteen (14) of these 18 :::;;srtand
miles would be built over the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer recharge impacts. Keep
zone. It is essential to study the entire project to understand the MoPac as a
overall impacts on Barton Springs and on Austin. local commuter

2. Study ALL of the impacts and ALL of the costs first — before building roadway and
any piece of the MoPac/SH 45SW toll loop over the Barton Springs do not connect
Edwards Aquifer. to I—.?:S. Direct

3. Keep I-35 traffic on I-35 — and keep MoPac as a local commuter tlr;c];flg to S:
highway. Direct traffic to the underutilized SH 130 by reducing or publlic?:::sit
eliminating the tolls. Provide north-south public transit, and work opportunities.
aggressively to expand telecommuting, ridesharing and other No flyover in
strategies that reduce total driving. Zilker Park.

4. Protect the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center — by improving the
Slaughter/MoPac and La Crosse/MoPac intersections without adding
six more lanes and paving the green MoPac median. As proposed,
increased noise, light and visual pollution from high speed, greatly
increased Interstate 35 traffic diverted to MoPac would do severe
damage to the Wildflower Center.

5. Any MoPac expansion should be limited, without connecting to I1-35 at
the south end, and without building double decker flyovers through
Zilker Park, Lady Bird Lake Park, and Austin High school property.

202 | Korb Ruth 07/31/15 Web Mail | Slaughter merging onto MoPac with only 1 lane? This is so ridiculous. There W Slaughter to | See Response: R18

are too many subdivisions plus all the unknown areas accessing from 1626 to
Brodie to Slaughter. Why are there 2 lanes departing from MoPac onto
Slaughter so necessary if you have only 1 to enter? When that was built
someone thought it a necessity for 2 lanes to turn onto Slaughter and it works.
You usually only have to wait 2 or 3 lights to turn at peak traffic. It would only
makes sense that 2 lanes are needed to enter. Please reconsider!!

north MoPac
needs two
lanes
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# Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment Response
(summary)
203 | Krayas Berit 08/10/15 Hand Please accept the following comments on the “MoPac Intersections” draft The study See Responses: R2a, R2b, R2d, R3, R25, R25a, R25b, R25¢c and R25d
Delivered | environmental study: needs to
1. Study the entire project, not just the segments: The proposed “MoPac | consider all
Intersections” is just a two mile long piece of a much larger, 18 mile projects as a
tolled-loop project that would convert MoPac to a second Interstate- | Whole to
35 through south, west and north Austin. Fourteen (14) of these 18 undirstand
miles would be built over the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer recharge i’c‘nqwtri;:':s. Keep
zone. It is essential to study the entire project to understand the MoPac as a
overall impacts on Barton Springs and on Austin. local commuter
2. Study ALL of the impacts and ALL of the costs first — before building roadway and
any piece of the MoPac/SH 455W toll loop over the Barton Springs do not connect
Edwards Aquifer. to 1-35.
3. Keep I-35 traffic on I-35 — and keep MoPac as a local commuter Concerngd
about noise
highway. Direct traffic to the underutilized SH 130 by reducing or and visual
eliminating the tolls. Provide north-south public transit, and work pollution to
aggressively to expand telecommuting, ridesharing and other Wildflower
strategies that reduce total driving. Center. Direct
4. Protect the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center — by improving the traffic to SH
Slaughter/MoPac and La Crosse/MoPac intersections without adding 130.|.Expand.
six more lanes and paving the green MoPac median. As proposed, SEE;SERITS
increased noise, light and visual pollution from high speed, greatly No flyover in
increased Interstate 35 traffic diverted to MoPac would do severe Zilker Park.
damage to the Wildflower Center.
5. Any MoPac expansion should be limited, without connecting to I-35 at
the south end, and without building double decker flyovers through
Zilker Park, Lady Bird Lake Park, and Austin High school property.
204 | Krieger Scot 08/03/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
205 | Krob Hannah 07/23/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
206 | Kuykendall Don 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
207 | Laas Steve 07/23/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted

projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
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# Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment Response
(summary)

208 | Lamm Matthew 08/04/15 Web Mail | IT is time to get with the program. Having a single turn lane going North on W Slaughter to | See Response: R18
MOPAC from west Slaughter lane is a disaster. Cars back up to Bowie High north MoPac
School in the morning sometimes, that is over a mile! There needs to be two needs two
lanes turning from W bound slaughter. Come drive Slaughter on a school lanes
morning around 8 am...good luck. Traffic at the MOPAC intersection has
increased over 60% in the last 5 years. Time to get a real program in place not
a Band-Aid on a gunshot wound.

209 | Lamy Jay 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

210 | Lancaster Julia 08/08/15 Web Mail | The plans for these intersection "upgrades" at Slaughter Lane and La Crosse The proposed See Responses: R2, R2d, R25 and R25a

Avenue intersections are concerning for two primary reasons:

(1) There is a lot of concrete in these plans. It seems the mindset is to pave
over every last green space in Austin in order to "improve" traffic congestion
while ignoring alternative modes such as faster and efficient bus service.
Before long, Austin and San Marcus (or San Antonio) will become one
conjoined area - just like Dallas/Ft. Worth and their respective surrounding
suburbs. BTDT (Been There. Done That.). | do not want that for Austin.

(2) There is decimation of beautiful tree groves (just like what happened for
the MOPAC "Improvement" portion) to be replaced by concrete roads and ugly
sound barriers that will ultimately become graffiti pallets. In fact, when the
sound barriers were in the first stages of construction on the west side of
MOPAC - near the Enfield area - uncompleted panels were "tagged". Now, |
have the displeasure of looking at ugly sound barrier walls on my daily
commutes. Gone . . looking at those beautiful trees along MOPAC. And, these
sound barrier walls are proposed on MOPAC South, too.

If similar walls become part of this project, plant trees and/or bushes in front
of them. Or, add growing vines, or any other vegetation that will moderate the
ugliness of blank walls. Otherwise, they will ultimately get marked/tagged and
have to be cleaned up at taxpayer expense. Plant trees, etc. in front of the
barrier walls on the north MOPAC improvement stretch, too.

Other comments:

Maybe | missed the information, but there does not seem to be a coordinated
plan for the entire length of MOPAC "improvements". It seems haphazardly
put together with a fixation of "express lanes", miles of added concrete, and
limiting the view of Austin's beautiful landscape with walls and high bridges.

As a whole, alternative transportation systems do not support Southwest
Austin. An example: it would take me 1-1/2 hrs. by bus in the morning to go
from Oak Hill to northwest Austin. | can drive that route in approximately 30
minutes. Why would | take a bus when my round-trip commute is less than a
one-way bus trip?

improvements
should not be
built — too
much concrete
and alternative
modes of travel
are ignored.
Sound barriers
are
unattractive
and if they are
built need to
have trees and
bushes planted
around them.
Plant trees
also. We need
better and
faster bus
service and
light rail.
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Last Name

First Name

Date

Method

Comment (verbatim)

Comment
(summary)

Response

Put money into meaningful alternative modes of transportation (better and
faster bus service, light rail) that actually will service Southwest Austin
residents and others.

211

Lashinger

Robert

08/07/15

Web Mail

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

Build Project

Comment Noted

212

Legate

Luke

07/29/15

Web Mail

| would like to voice my support for expanding the MoPac intersections of
Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue. They lanes and space are available to
alleviate traffic and stop lights for North and South bound travel. If you look at
Southbound MoPac at rush hour (4-7 pm), it backs up to William Cannon. That
is causing cars to idle for long periods. Please use the space to expand the
lanes and create bridges or underpasses to keep traffic flowing. | have said for
years, an additional lane could be added and provide some relief for drivers as
well as help ease the backlog of cars. Austin, like it or not is a big city and our
leaders must address expansion of roads for air quality, safety, and
productivity. Please expedite the process and move forward already. Thank
you

Build Project

Comment Noted

213

Lemos

Jesse

07/23/15

Web Mail

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

My wife and | just bought a house in Circle C. With the additional
development of the land from La Crosse down to Back Bay Lane (office
complex) it would be pertinent to get this roadway done before that is
completed.

Build Project

Comment Noted

214

Lemos

Jesse

07/23/15

Web Mail

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

Build Project

Comment Noted

215

Lemos

Jim

07/23/15

Web Mail

| urge you to please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the
intersection projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

Build Project

Comment Noted

216

Lewis

Julie

07/24/15

Web Mail

Just do it!

Build Project

Comment Noted

217

Lewis

Julie

07/30/15

Comment
Form

There needs to be 2 lanes going from westbound Slaughter onto MoPac North.
Every morning (Sept — June) the right lane of Slaughter backs up past Zuniga
and sometimes all the way to Wolf Creek and beyond. From Zuniga, Often |
have to run left into the left lane and merge into the standing traffic in the
right lane to get on MoPac N. That one lane has to accommodate all of Shady
Hollow, Oak Creek, Sendera plus all the traffic coming up from Brodie from
1626. Many people illegally turn right from the second lane.

W Slaughter to
north MoPac
needs two
lanes

See Response: R18

218

Lickteig

Josh

07/23/15

Web Mail

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

Build Project

Comment Noted

219

Linehan

Paul

07/27/15

Web Mail

After reviewing the proposals for intersection improvements, | respectfully
request that you approve the proposals and proceed to construct the
intersection projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

Build Project

Comment Noted
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# Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment Response
(summary)

220 | Lingor Tania 07/23/15 Web Mail | I understand a conventional intersection is being proposed for the MoPac and | Build Project Comment Noted
La Crosse Avenue intersection and an innovative intersection referred to as a
Diverging Diamond Intersection (DDI) at MoPac and Slaughter Lane. Please
approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection projects at
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible

221 | Little Lew 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

222 | Logue Laurie 07/28/15 Web Mail | As a resident of Circle C for 10 years, Please approve the proposals and Build Project Comment Noted
proceed to construct the intersection projects at Slaughter and La Crosse
Avenue as soon as possible.

223 | Luchak Derek 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

224 | Lutz Matthew 07/24/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

225 | Macfarlane Andrew 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

226 | Macleod Scott 07/31/15 Fax These intersection improvements are a critical part of the planned changes to | Build Project Comment Noted
S. MoPac and SH 45. The current surface configuration cannot handle the
increased traffic once SH 45 is open and MoPac traffic increases.

227 | Maddox Lawrence 08/01/15 Web Mail | Is there consideration being given to opening a southbound entrance to Need SB See Response: R25a
MoPac from Davis Lane? It seems awkward that one cannot access entrance to
southbound MoPac nor can one exit at Davis Lane from Northbound MoPac MoPac from
south of Davis Lane. Maybe this project should include these modifications as Davis Lane
well.
PS, my interest, even though I live in Round Rock is that my son and his family
live just off Escarpment.

228 | Malina Robert 07/23/15 Web Mail | An email of support for the DDI at La Crosse & Slaughter Build Project Comment Noted

229 | Marcus Troy 07/23/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

230 | Marez Juan 08/08/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

231 | Martin David 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

232 | Martin Jeremy 07/30/15 Comment | The Austin Chamber of Commerce is a membership organization representing | Build Project Comment Noted

Form 3,000 businesses in central Texas. The Chamber supports a comprehensive,

regional, multimodal transportation system. These proposed intersection
improvements on MoPac South will reduce traffic and improve mobility. The
Chamber supports the immediate construction of these intersections to
provide much needed traffic congestion relief as soon as possible.
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overall impacts on Barton Springs and on Austin.
2. Study ALL of the impacts and ALL of the costs first — before building
any piece of the MoPac/SH 45SW toll loop over the Barton Springs

local commuter
roadway and
do not connect

# Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment Response
(summary)
233 | Martin Jeremy 07/03/15 Public Good evening. My name is Jeremy Martin, and I'm here on behalf of the Build Project Comment Noted
Testimony | Austin Chamber of Commerce. The Austin Chamber of Commerce is a
membership organization representing 3,000 businesses here in Central Texas.
The Chamber supports comprehensive regional multi-mobile transportation
systems. These proposed intersection improvements on MoPac South will
reduce traffic and improve mobility. The Chamber supports the immediate
construction at these intersections to provide much needed traffic congestion
relief as soon as possible.
234 | Martin Kendel 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
235 | Matheney Clark 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
236 | Mathias Matt 07/23/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible. They are long
overdue and will help Austinites live a better life and reduce pollution by
keeping our automobiles moving.
237 | Matthews Steve 07/23/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
238 | McDonald Wayne 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
239 | McFarland Susan 07/23/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
240 | McGregor Doug 07/23/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible. As a real
estate professional, transportation matters to my clients.
241 | Mclntyre Chris 08/10/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
242 | MclLean Carlotta 07/26/15 Web Mail | | write to say that | support the immediate approval of improvements to Build Project Comment Noted
MoPac at La Crosse and Slaughter Lanes.
243 | McLean William 07/31/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
244 | McWhorter Kathleen 08/10/15 Hand Please accept the following comments on the “MoPac Intersections” draft The study See Responses: R2a, R2b, R2d, R3, R25, R25a, R25h, R25¢c and R25d
Delivered | environmental study: needs to
1. Study the entire project, not just the segments: The proposed “MoPac | consider all
Intersections” is just a two mile long piece of a much larger, 18 mile projects as a
tolled-loop project that would convert MoPac to a second Interstate- | Whole to
35 through south, west and north Austin. Fourteen (14) of these 18 undirstand
miles would be built over the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer recharge faqw er
impacts. Keep
zone. It is essential to study the entire project to understand the MoPac as a
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# Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment Response
(summary)
Edwards Aquifer. to I-35.
3. Keep I-35 traffic on I-35 — and keep MoPac as a local commuter Concerned
highway. Direct traffic to the underutilized SH 130 by reducing or about. noise
eliminating the tolls. Provide north-south public transit, and work anﬂ v;sualt
aggressively to expand telecommuting, ridesharing and other \F/)\(/)il:ﬂfv?/ero
strategies that reduce total driving. Center. Direct
4. Protect the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center — by improving the traffic to SH
Slaughter/MoPac and La Crosse/MoPac intersections without adding 130. Expand
six more lanes and paving the green MoPac median. As proposed, public transit
increased noise, light and visual pollution from high speed, greatly opportuniti.es.
increased Interstate 35 traffic diverted to MoPac would do severe gi(IJkZIZI(z\::I:.m
damage to the Wildflower Center.
5. Any MoPac expansion should be limited, without connecting to I-35 at
the south end, and without building double decker flyovers through
Zilker Park, Lady Bird Lake Park, and Austin High school property.
245 | Meade Ron 08/08/15 Web Mail | I am not in favor of this proposal. | would MUCH prefer to see improvements Do not build. See Responses: R2 and R25
in public transportation rather than accommodating more single occupancy Invest instead
vehicles with more lanes of asphalt. Specifically, I'm not willing to sacrifice in public transit
trees and green space for asphalt and sound barriers. and
| personally commute by bicycle most days from Oak Hill to Downtown Austin. | bike/pedestria
| SO MUCH appreciate the bike/pedestrian bridge project over Barton Creek n lanes. Do not
and Loop 360!! sacrifice trees
There ARE alternatives to single occupancy vehicles. With more/better options | and green
available - rail, efficient bus system, safe bike/pedestrian lanes - more citizens | space.
will choose to use alternatives.
Finally, emphasis from City and community leaders to promote public transit
options is vital in keeping Austin from being "developed" into another
Houston.
246 | Mercer Thomas 07/23/15 Web Mail | “Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible. ”
247 | Miksch Josh 07/23/15 Web Mail | All, Build Project Comment Noted

Please approve the intersection and underpass proposals and proceed to
construct the intersection projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon
as possible. These projects will provide greatly reduced travel times for my
wife and | every day and will help improve our quality of life here in south
Austin.
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# Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment Response
(summary)
248 | Miller Kathi 08/01/15 Web Mail | 1.1 agree with Keep MoPac Local that this project is obviously just part of an Do not build. See Responses: R2b, R2d, R3, and R35a
overall plan to link MoPac with I-35. | do not want a six-lane interstate highway | This is part of a
going two blocks from my house. | do want to keep MoPac local. plan to link I-35
to MoPac. The
2. 1 am concerned that the construction at Slaughter and La Crosse is going to construction
turn Davis Lane into a very crowded link from MoPac to Escarpment to Circle C | will harm Davis
and back as drivers try to avoid the construction. Lane and the
Wildflower
3.l am concerned about the Wildflower Center. Please do not damage this Center.
jewel of Southwest Austin.
249 | Miller Paul 07/23/15 Web Mail | I am fully in support of the proposed MoPac improvements at the Slaughter Build Project Comment Noted
and La Crosse intersections. Please approve the proposals and proceed to
construction as soon as possible. | travel these intersections regularly and
these improvements are desperately needed.
250 | Miller Troy 07/23/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals for the MoPac intersections at Slaughter and La Build Project Comment Noted
Crosse. Not only will this help traffic on MoPac, but it will alleviate rush hour
traffic headaches on Slaughter Ln while trying to access MoPac. We need this
done ASAP!!! Thanks!
251 | Mills Chip 07/23/15 Web Mail | As a resident of southwest Austin, | ask that you please approve the proposals | Build Project Comment Noted
and proceed to construct the intersection projects at Slaughter and La Crosse
Avenue as soon as possible.
252 | Milstead Phyllis 07/24/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible. ”
253 | Mitchell Cathy 07/29/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible. There aren’t
any good alternatives for those of us who have to travel that route every day.
254 | Moore Graham 07/29/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
255 | Moore Joseph 07/29/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
256 | Moore Tatum 07/23/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
257 | Morgan Rusty 07/23/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted

projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
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# Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment Response
(summary)
258 | Morrow Krissy 08/10/15 Hand Please accept the following comments on the “MoPac Intersections” draft The study See Responses: R2a, R2b, R2d, R3, R25, R25a, R25b, R25¢c and R25d
Delivered | environmental study: needs to
1. Study the entire project, not just the segments: The proposed “MoPac | consider all
Intersections” is just a two mile long piece of a much larger, 18 mile projects as a
tolled-loop project that would convert MoPac to a second Interstate- | Whole to
35 through south, west and north Austin. Fourteen (14) of these 18 :::;;srtand
miles would be built over the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer recharge impacts. Keep
zone. It is essential to study the entire project to understand the MoPac as a
overall impacts on Barton Springs and on Austin. local commuter
2. Study ALL of the impacts and ALL of the costs first — before building roadway and
any piece of the MoPac/SH 455W toll loop over the Barton Springs do not connect
Edwards Aquifer. to 1-35.
3. Keep I-35 traffic on I-35 — and keep MoPac as a local commuter Concerngd
about noise
highway. Direct traffic to the underutilized SH 130 by reducing or and visual
eliminating the tolls. Provide north-south public transit, and work pollution to
aggressively to expand telecommuting, ridesharing and other Wildflower
strategies that reduce total driving. Center. Direct
4. Protect the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center — by improving the traffic to SH
Slaughter/MoPac and La Crosse/MoPac intersections without adding 130..Expand.
six more lanes and paving the green MoPac median. As proposed, ggzgittzlr‘]uséts
increased noise, light and visual pollution from high speed, greatly No flyover in
increased Interstate 35 traffic diverted to MoPac would do severe Zilker Park.
damage to the Wildflower Center.
5. Any MoPac expansion should be limited, without connecting to I-35 at
the south end, and without building double decker flyovers through
Zilker Park, Lady Bird Lake Park, and Austin High school property.
259 | Murphy Matt 07/29/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
260 | Murphy Michael 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
261 | Murr Vickie 07/23/15 Web Mail | I have a 19-mile commute to work every morning. | take Bee Cave Road from Build Project Comment Noted

Highway 71 to MoPac. Depending on the time of morning, it can range from 1
hour and 45 minutes to 30 minutes if you wait and leave at 9:30am —and
that’s when school is out! Your campaign for this “Diverging Diamond
Intersection” has a lot of promising features to it for a city that is over grown,
has at least 180 new people/families moving here every month (adding to the
traffic problem), and a severe mobility issue in every square mile of this city
and the surrounding suburbs. Living in southwest Austin, | have seen the
growth factor sky rocket and now there is a true grid lock at least once or
twice a week that you hear on the news and it’s due to poor infrastructure and
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Last Name

First Name

Date

Method

Comment (verbatim)

Comment
(summary)

Response

over growth. Just look at how long we have heard about the “Y” in Oakhill in
the news...15 years at least to revamp and it’s just now being done — partially.

| have seen the TxDOT video and like the idea because the over-all flow of
traffic on highways means several lanes and minimal traffic lights. | bet if |
printed up a bumper sticker “NO MORE TRAFFIC LIGHTS IN AUSTIN, TEXAS”
and sold them for $1.00 each, | could fund your project! More stagnation
within our infrastructure is just like pouring concrete on the cars in motion. |
know you are focusing on Slaughter & La Crosse Avenue and this area has
become just like all the others in Austin —it’s a hot mess. If it's your commute,
you are stuck in long lines of traffic, irritated drivers and unfortunately you
witness on a regular basis road rage, Austin drivers running red lights out of
frustration and that creates wrecks, more backed up traffic and at time it takes
precious lives.

Austin drivers take the feeder roads between the major highways in Austin
(Highway 290, Highway 71, Highway 360 & MoPac) and these are areas where
this could be a great value too. | see this DDI as having great potential for
movement instead of gridlock. | hope this project is listened too and goes
through so it will be a catalyst for all the other areas in Austin that need
attention badly.

You know they used to say you spent most of your time at home or at work.
They didn’t live in Austin, Texas and have to drive!

262

Murray

Kathryn

08/10/15

Hand
Delivered

Please accept the following comments on the “MoPac Intersections” draft
environmental study:

1. Study the entire project, not just the segments: The proposed “MoPac
Intersections” is just a two mile long piece of a much larger, 18 mile
tolled-loop project that would convert MoPac to a second Interstate-
35 through south, west and north Austin. Fourteen (14) of these 18
miles would be built over the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer recharge
zone. It is essential to study the entire project to understand the
overall impacts on Barton Springs and on Austin.

2. Study ALL of the impacts and ALL of the costs first — before building
any piece of the MoPac/SH 455SW toll loop over the Barton Springs
Edwards Aquifer.

3. Keep I-35 traffic on I-35 — and keep MoPac as a local commuter
highway. Direct traffic to the underutilized SH 130 by reducing or
eliminating the tolls. Provide north-south public transit, and work
aggressively to expand telecommuting, ridesharing and other
strategies that reduce total driving.

4. Protect the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center — by improving the
Slaughter/MoPac and La Crosse/MoPac intersections without adding
six more lanes and paving the green MoPac median. As proposed,
increased noise, light and visual pollution from high speed, greatly

The study
needs to
consider all
projects as a
whole to
understand
aquifer
impacts. Keep
MoPac as a
local commuter
roadway and
do not connect
to I-35.
Concerned
about noise
and visual
pollution to
Wildflower
Center. Direct
traffic to SH
130. Expand

See Responses: R2a, R2b, R2d, R3, R25, R25a, R25b, R25¢c and R25d
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Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

# Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment Response
(summary)
increased Interstate 35 traffic diverted to MoPac would do severe public transit
damage to the Wildflower Center. opportunities.
5. Any MoPac expansion should be limited, without connecting to I-35 at | No flyover in
the south end, and without building double decker flyovers through Zilker Park.
Zilker Park, Lady Bird Lake Park, and Austin High school property.
263 | Musat Vincent 08/03/15 Web Mail | Please construct the MoPac improvements as quickly as possible as traffic is Build Project Comment Noted
worsening and safety is the biggest concern. These and all other proposed
expansions and improvements to the roadway and highway network in
southwest Austin need to be contracted now and not 10 years from now. All of
these projects have been put off long enough and are way overdue!!!! BUILD
THESE ROAD PROJECTS NOW!!1I
264 | Myers Cis 07/23/15 Web Mail | Itis very important that transportation become a top priority in Central Austin | Build Project Comment Noted
and Travis County. We have to start somewhere so let’s start with some
MoPac proposals. Please approve these and proceed to construct the
intersection projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
265 | Nabers Mary 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
Thank you for your consideration.
266 | Nabours Cathy 07/23/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
267 | Nappi Chris 07/30/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
268 | Nash John 7/30/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
269 | Nelms Todd 07/29/15 Web Mail | As a long time citizen of South Austin | have seen the incredible growth of our | Build Project Comment Noted
city and the resulting traffic problems. | am writing you today asking to please
approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection projects at
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible. Infrastructure projects
such as this will help alleviate the traffic congestion in the South MoPac
corridor and help Austin move forward.
270 | Nelson John 07/31/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
271 | Neslund Melissa 07/24/15 Web Mail | As a south Austin resident who inches on MoPac south each day, | beg that Build Project Comment Noted
you approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection projects
at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
272 | Neujahr Jeff 08/10/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
273 | Newman JP 07/22/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible. IT IS MUCH
NEEDED!!!!
274 | Nichols Shannon 08/03/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
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projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

# Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment Response
(summary)
275 | Nichols Shannon 08/10/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
276 | Nims Adam 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
277 | Nirenberg Alan 07/23/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
278 | Nirenberg Alan 07/29/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
279 | Noling Craig 07/30/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
280 | Nordstrom Marisa 08/10/15 Hand Please accept the following comments on the “MoPac Intersections” draft The study See Responses: R2a, R2b, R2d, R3, R25, R25a, R25b, R25¢c and R25d
Delivered | environmental study: needs to
1. Study the entire project, not just the segments: The proposed “MoPac | consider all
Intersections” is just a two mile long piece of a much larger, 18 mile projects as a
tolled-loop project that would convert MoPac to a second Interstate- | Whole to
35 through south, west and north Austin. Fourteen (14) of these 18 :nj;(r;tand
miles would be built over the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer recharge irgpacts. Keep
zone. It is essential to study the entire project to understand the MoPac as a
overall impacts on Barton Springs and on Austin. local commuter
2. Study ALL of the impacts and ALL of the costs first — before building roadway and
any piece of the MoPac/SH 45SW toll loop over the Barton Springs do not connect
Edwards Aquifer. to I-35.
3. Keep I-35 traffic on I-35 — and keep MoPac as a local commuter Concerngd
about noise
highway. Direct traffic to the underutilized SH 130 by reducing or and visual
eliminating the tolls. Provide north-south public transit, and work pollution to
aggressively to expand telecommuting, ridesharing and other Wildflower
strategies that reduce total driving. Center. Direct
4. Protect the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center — by improving the traffic to SH
Slaughter/MoPac and La Crosse/MoPac intersections without adding 130..Expand.
six more lanes and paving the green MoPac median. As proposed, public tra.ntc.lt
opportunities.
increased noise, light and visual pollution from high speed, greatly No flyover in
increased Interstate 35 traffic diverted to MoPac would do severe Zilker Park.
damage to the Wildflower Center.
5. Any MoPac expansion should be limited, without connecting to I-35 at
the south end, and without building double decker flyovers through
Zilker Park, Lady Bird Lake Park, and Austin High school property.
281 | Offineer Therese 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
282 | Opalka Doug 07/23/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
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# Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment Response
(summary)

283 | Oreyzi Shaadi 07/23/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

284 | Patman Jason 07/30/15 Public Thank you everybody for taking the time to hear your community. This is how | The See Response: R25

Testimony | the greatest decisions in history have been made. We have reached a critical automobile has

point for the automobile, where one of the greatest innovations of the met its
modern era has met its limitations. We're swinging away from moderate use limitations. We
and are beginning to experience the effects of abuse, the ever-expanding don’t need to
demand for roadway. In our current frame of mind, it's set TxDOT eyes on a build on sacred
piece of land which contains geological miracles, a place deemed sacred by the | land to expand
indigenous people. This place has retained its virtue despite constant threats the roadways.
of development by the efforts of the people of your community, driven not by | Carpools and
money or private interests, driven by unbounded passion to do what's best for | public transit
the land that gives us everything. The best solution, as always, will take time are better
and hard work. It will take looking at how we lived in the past and interfacing | options.
that with today, establishing business closer to home, creating social network
spaces to employ your neighbors so you don't have to go as far as to do the
jobs that you did, and eliminating the need for commerce outside of town. As
of now the majority of commuters travel to work solo. That's a lot of extra
cars. Carpooling is more fun, anyway. Employers incentivize and encourage
carpools. The man in the suit that comes to your town in a time of struggle
with promises to improve the situation for the right price, the town ends up
divided by this unnecessary and ineffective improvement is our type of story.
When a town has what they need and somebody comes through with
improvement from the new world, it's the same story. It's history repeating
itself. Do not be fooled by this quick fix that would just end in more traffic
congestion. We have everything we need. You're alive today, aren't you? Let's
go forth and honor our ancestors by making the most out of what we have,
looking closer to home for solutions, building community and building our
neighbors instead of carving up the last of the sacred lands and waters that
brought the pioneers and the native people to this enchanting land, where
rivers merged and opportunities were thick.

285 | Paulovich Elizabeth 08/05/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted

Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
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# Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment Response
(summary)
286 | Pavlinik Caroline 07/22/15 Web Mail | | am a District 8 Resident and a citizen who uses this intersection multiple Build Project Comment Noted
times a day! Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the
intersection projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
287 | Peredo Carols 08/01/15 Web Mail | | do not believe the divergent diamond provides enough traffic relief for the Diverging See Responses: R18 and R35
MoPac/slaughter intersection. Please reconsider a larger and more robust Diamond
intersection type that would serve our neighborhoods better. The slaughter Intersection
westbound entry to north MoPac needs at least 2 lanes as it is a constant concept will
struggle every morning with the current one lane entry. | see how the not provide
divergent diamond would help alleviate the traffic, but with continued growth | traffic relief
in the area | do not see the divergent diamond as a viable long term solution. |
also see it as a hazard as | see many accidents currently at that intersection,
and the divergent diamond would turn those T-bone accidents into head to
head collisions, which are categorically worse. There are several thousand type
A personality type people that live in the Circle C area, and | believe the traffic
flow created by divergent diamond pattern would invite more lethal type
accidents when combined with the driving patterns of the neighboring
population.
288 | Perez Bethany 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
289 | Perez Cynthia 08/10/15 Hand Please accept the following comments on the “MoPac Intersections” draft The study See Responses: R2a, R2b, R2d, R3, R25, R25a, R25h, R25¢c and R25d
Delivered | environmental study: needs to
1. Study the entire project, not just the segments: The proposed “MoPac | consider all
Intersections” is just a two mile long piece of a much larger, 18 mile projects as a
tolled-loop project that would convert MoPac to a second Interstate- | Whole to
35 through south, west and north Austin. Fourteen (14) of these 18 undirstand
miles would be built over the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer recharge ?r:EIaStrs. Keep
zone. It is essential to study the entire project to understand the MoPac as a

overall impacts on Barton Springs and on Austin.

2. Study ALL of the impacts and ALL of the costs first — before building
any piece of the MoPac/SH 45SW toll loop over the Barton Springs
Edwards Aquifer.

3. Keep I-35 traffic on I-35 — and keep MoPac as a local commuter
highway. Direct traffic to the underutilized SH 130 by reducing or
eliminating the tolls. Provide north-south public transit, and work
aggressively to expand telecommuting, ridesharing and other
strategies that reduce total driving.

4. Protect the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center — by improving the
Slaughter/MoPac and La Crosse/MoPac intersections without adding
six more lanes and paving the green MoPac median. As proposed,
increased noise, light and visual pollution from high speed, greatly
increased Interstate 35 traffic diverted to MoPac would do severe

local commuter
roadway and
do not connect
to I-35.
Concerned
about noise
and visual
pollution to
Wildflower
Center. Direct
traffic to SH
130. Expand
public transit
opportunities.
No flyover in
Zilker Park.
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(summary)
damage to the Wildflower Center.
5. Any MoPac expansion should be limited, without connecting to I-35 at
the south end, and without building double decker flyovers through
Zilker Park, Lady Bird Lake Park, and Austin High school property.
290 | Perez Jose 08/07/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
291 | Perry Chris 08/06/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
292 | Perry Daniel 07/23/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
293 | Person Casey 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
294 | Personett Mike 08/10/15 Letter The City of Austin (the City) has reviewed the Draft Environmental Assessment | The City of See Responses: R2, R25¢, R53, R53i, R53j, R53k and R53I

(DEA) for the MoPac South La Crosse and Slaughter intersections project,
which was published for public comment on June 30, 15 and offer the
following comments for your consideration. Broadly, we understand the
limitation on the level of detail that can be provided during the environmental
review process and in the supporting documentation. The City appreciates the
willingness of the project sponsor, the Austin District of the Texas Department
of Transportation (TXDOT), to engage with the City during the design and
construction phases of the project. While the City has concerns about the
adequacy of the technical documents that support the findings in the DEA, we
feel it is more important to engage collaboratively in future phases of the
project to achieve a shared goal of avoiding, minimizing, and mitigating
potential adverse environmental impacts, particularly in regard to sensitive
karst features and groundwater resources.

The attached comments include suggestions on technical and inter-agency
coordination issues that should be addressed for this project. Importantly,
many of the technical and coordination issues associated with this project are
substantially similar to issues associated with other CTRMA projects that are
currently undergoing environmental review (i.e., MoPac South and Oak Hill
Parkway). Accordingly, we are hopeful that we can apply coordination
processes, environmental protection strategies and measures, and lessons
learned from the subject project to other major roadway projects in the
Edwards Aquifer Barton Springs Zone (BSZ).

The concerns of greatest importance that we believe should be addressed
during the design and construction phases of the project are summarized
below.

*The “community standard” of non-degradation of water quality should be
adopted for the design of stormwater controls. As has been demonstrated
through our collaboration on the SH45 Southwest Project, it is feasible from
both a technical and cost perspective to achieve significantly higher levels of
stormwater treatment than that required by current State of Texas
regulations.

Austin offers
suggestions to
enhance
technical and
coordination
issues to avoid
and minimize
adverse
environmental
impacts to the
BSZ during
construction.

Response: R294

TxDOT plans to continue moving forward, with focus on increased face-to-
face interaction, on practical outcomes, and on the sharing of technical
expertise with the City of Austin that is mutually beneficial.

Response: R294a

1. Adescription of how the document is organized and where to find
supporting information was added to Section 1.1.

2. The EA was revised to state that five potential karst features were
found in the right-of-way.

3. All commitments made in the EA will be included in the final design
plans.

4. The Hazardous Materials Technical Memorandum regulatory records
review was conducted by GeoSearch and documented in a Radius
Report. The Radius Report was prepared for two projects: MoPac
South (from Cesar Chavez Street to Slaughter Lane) and MoPac
Intersections (from north of Slaughter Lane to south of La Crosse
Avenue). The elements of the Radius Report that relate to MoPac
Intersections are highlighted in yellow.

5. Comment noted.
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Comment
(summary)

Response

*While the City understands the concept and definition of “independent
utility”, the required analysis of cumulative impacts should extend to existing,
planned, and reasonably foreseeable mobility projects that are or will be
physically interconnected at a regional scale and which may have impacts on a
common regional environmental receptor (i.e., the Edwards Aquifer and
associated natural resources). The significance of this from our perspective is
that there may be opportunities to offset impacts from one project with
mitigation measures in another, and perhaps even to achieve an overall net
reduction in pollutants at a regional level from roadways in the BSZ.

*For the construction phase of the project the City remains available to assist
with the development and implementation of a rigorous environmental
compliance process. As has been committed for the SH45 SW project, this
should include third-party oversight and inspection (i.e., an Environmental
Compliance Officer) with authority to ensure full compliance with
environmental protection requirements.

*Extend the collaborative process we are engaged in for the SH45 SW project
to this project, as has been discussed with the TXDOT Austin District. This
would include convening working groups of technical experts from various
stakeholder agencies to address such topics as water quality controls,
construction phase environmental compliance, and monitoring and adaptive
management. Participating agencies should include CTRMA, TXDOT, the
Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer Conservation District, Travis County, and the
City of Austin.

*Consider the potential merits of engaging the City for the ongoing inspection
and maintenance of stormwater management facilities for this and other
projects in the BSZ.

*Include environmental monitoring, both during and after construction, to
ensure timely detection and adaptive management responses to problems
that may arise that threaten sensitive environmental resources.

The City looks forward to continuing to build a strong collaborative
relationship with both CTRMA and the TXDOT Austin District for the
betterment of the community and the region, both in terms of addressing
pressing mobility issues and protecting the natural environment. If you have
any questions or would like to further discuss these concerns, please contact
me at (512) 974-2652 or at mike.personett@austintexas.gov.

Considerations during Project Design and Construction:

*(5.12.2) Creating temporary impoundments (for example up-gradient from
E&S controls, or grade changes in preliminary grading work) could be utilized
during construction as a temporary ponding area to hold some sediment-laden
water and prevent its transport off site.

*Vertical sand filters are identified as potential BMPs for the project. Vertical
sand filters, such as those currently in use on MoPac south are reported to
have design problems affecting performance and require significant
maintenance. The City remains willing to work with your design engineers on
more effective alternatives for these BMPs through the technical workgroup
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Comment
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Response

process.

*It does not appear that the proposed project would directly impact the
hydraulic conveyance of the impacted channels (unnamed Tributary to
Kincheon Branch — culverts, Slaughter Creek — bridge and relief culverts,
Slaughter Creek Tributary 4 — culverts, Danz Creek Tributary 1 — culverts).
Based on City models, the existing roadway is not overtopped at the Slaughter
Creek crossing.

*Qur primary stormwater quality concern is that sufficient detention be
provided for the proposed areas of new impervious cover and that the existing
detention volume along the corridor be maintained. The existing detention
most likely to be impacted would be the area between the existing MoPac
lanes to the south of Slaughter Lane. Project schematics show approximate
areas for detention that we believe can be of sufficient size, but we request
review of design calculations and plans to verify the adequacy of these
controls.

*Based on the TxDOT Hydraulic Design manual, for a given project the
designer chooses the design storm frequency, or inversely the Annual
Exceedance Probability (AEP) for a structure. Typically, this is selected based
on risk and economic factors. The Draft EA does not specify the AEP for this
project. It does state that the detention ponds are designed to attenuate the
peak flows for “a range of storms, including the 2-year”. Also state in the
report: “The facility would permit the conveyance of the 100-year flood,
inundation of the roadway being acceptable.” Not stated in the report is the
storm frequency that causes inundation. The City requests more information
on the AEP (or level of service) for the project.

*The City requests that TXDOT consider using the community standard of non-
degradation or no increase in pollutant loading, in the design of stormwater
control measures. This would be similar to what is being accomplished on the
SHA45 SW project as a result of collaboration of City engineers and CTRMA
consultants. This could be acknowledged in Section 8.2 of the EA on water
guality commitments.

*Consider new alternatives to the hazardous materials traps (HMT) that were
required by the 1990 consent decree with the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer
Conservation District. Some of these units have had operational difficulties in
the past and there may be designs and controls to increase the efficiency for
the nine within the ROW of this project and the one that is to be replaced.
Telemetry such as described for use on Batch Detention facilities being
considered by CTRMA on other projects could also be added to receive
advance information in the event of a collected spill and when maintenance is
required. Collaboration on investigation of new options for HMTs during the
design phase of this project would benefit all organizations involved.

*The City requests that staff geologists receive notice and have the
opportunity to observe and consult in mitigation of any significant karst voids
encountered during the construction of the project. An objective of void
mitigation where feasible should be to maintain of the integrity of the void and
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associated flow pathways.

*Since there is no State of Texas guidance on the matter of karst biological
surveys, if caves are encountered if construction U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
standards and procedures should be used. (U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.
2014a. Section 10(a)(1)(A) Karst Invertebrate Survey Requirements for
Conducting Presence/Absence Surveys for Endangered Karst Invertebrates in
Central Texas. Austin Ecological Services Filed Office, Austin, TX. May 8, 2014).
If karst features encountered during construction that have potential habitat
for listed species of concern, we request that biologists with the Austin Water
Utility Wildlands Division be consulted.

*Recent projects constructed for TXDOT/CTRMA (e.g., Oak Hill area, FM 1626,
MoPac North) have installed erosion and sedimentation controls that meet
regulatory requirements but have failed to control transport of sediment off
site. Close monitoring of E & S controls by an on-site Environmental
Compliance Manager would help ensure adequate performance of these
controls and timely modification of controls to prevent the discharge of
sediment from disturbed areas

*During construction staging, vegetation this is to be removed should be used
for mulch to distribute on-site for soil stabilization. This will minimize
importation of materials that could contain invasive plant and insect species.
*During construction staging, any permanent water quality controls should be
constructed first, if possible, in addition to proposed temporary controls.
*The City requests that you share a draft of the Water Pollution Abatement
Plan during the development of project Plans, Specifications and Estimates
(PS&E) at the earliest opportunity. The City would like to collaborate with
TXDOT on the Geologic Assessment and BMP sections of the WPAP document.
This could obviate the need for additional formal comments by the City on the
official submittal.

Proposed Corrections and Minor Changes to the Draft Environmental
Assessment:

*Readability of the document would be improved by adding a brief description
of how the document is organized. This could explain that the body of the
document is abbreviated and that analysis supporting the findings and
conclusions are found in Technical Memoranda.

*The statement in section 5.13.3 that “two recharge features and one sinkhole
were identified” appears to conflict with statement on page 14 in Section
5.12.2 that the ROW contains one subsurface basin and three surface drainage
basins for caves/sinkholes and that five features were observed in the ROW.
*Much of the 184 pages of the hazardous materials appendix could be
removed since the report contains all records for the entire MoPac South
project, including the intersections. There are only nine pages highlighted in
the GeoSearch report that are relevant to subject project.

*Please show the buffer for the Slaughter Creek fracture zone on project site
plans with a note on design plans that the area is to be fenced to prevent
disturbance prior to or during construction.
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also support the proposed underpasses at La Cross and Slaughter. Please
complete these projects as fast as you can!

# Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment Response
(summary)
*Review of digital versions of the document (or future environmental review
documentation) would be improved by providing hyperlinks to other
supporting documents, such as referenced TxDOT guidance or design manuals.
This would be beneficial to both the public and interagency partners
interested in understanding the specifics of design and environmental
requirements.
295 | Peschel Randy 07/23/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
296 | Peters Pete 07/29/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
297 | Pheiffer Sam 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
298 | Pickens Matt 08/05/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
299 | Pierce Darrell 07/23/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
300 | Pollock Josh 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
301 | Pope Richard 07/30/15 Comment | | completely support the building out of Loop 1 in preparation of the addition Build Project Comment Noted
Form of completing the extension of SH 45. Please, do NOT let SOS and the other so
called environmentalists to dissuade this from happening. They have no
concern or real interest of the people who live in SW Austin or Travis County. If
we really are to be honest, we need to admit that MoPac already has the
traffic that SOS claims will be added. They are already there. SW 45 addition
and the expansion of Loop 1 will simply move traffic off of Brodie Lane.
302 | Powdrill Brent 07/29/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
303 | Powitzky Chris 08/05/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
304 | Price Tom 08/03/15 Web Mail | You should do NO BUILD. Mo Pac should be a local road. You are trying to turn | Do Not Build. See Responses: R25a and R32
it into a substitute for 135. The people don't want that. Widen I35 if you need MoPac should
to, or make 130 a FREE way. not be a
substitute for I-
35.
305 | Priddy Cliff 08/09/15 Web Mail | | support your proposal to add toll lanes on MoPac from downtown to 45. | Build Project Comment Noted
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# Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment Response
(summary)
306 | Primosic Don 07/29/15 Web Mail | Please provide the traffic count information for the following: Please provide | See Response: R2a
1. Current traffic counts at Slaughter and La Crosse. traffic counts.
2. Traffic counts after the SW45 extension project is completed and Response: R306
operational. As explained in R35 and R32, several interchange options were evaluated at
3. Traffic counts if only underpasses at both intersections are operational Slaughter Lane. A standard diamond interchange at Slaughter Lane was not
without the DDl is in place. recommended because in 2035 the intersection would not operate at an
4. Traffic counts after the SW45 extension is operational and both underpasses acceptable level of service (LOS). As such, the standard diamond interchange
are in place without the DDI. at Slaughter Lane would not address the purpose of the project (reduce travel
5. Traffic counts with the DDI solution and with the SW45 extension in place. delay and enhance safety by improving intersection operations).
Several tables in the Proposed Action, Purpose and Need Technical
Memorandum provide detailed traffic information including the number of
vehicles entering the intersections, LOS and total delay during the morning
and evening peak hours. Table 2 describes the current (2013) traffic
conditions in the MoPac Intersections project area. Table 7 describes the
2035 traffic conditions assuming all projects listed in CAMPO 2035 are
constructed except the MoPac Intersections Project (referred to as the No-
Build Scenario). Table 8 describes the 2035 traffic conditions assuming all
projects listed in CAMPO 2035 are constructed including the MoPac
Intersections Project as proposed (referred to as the Build Scenario). Table 8
then provides a comparison of the 2035 Build and No-Build Scenarios.
307 | Pruett Darryl 08/03/15 Web Mail | One lane from Slaughter onto MoPac is asking for disastrous bottlenecks. W Slaughter to | See Response: R18
There needs to be more lanes for traffic moving onto MoPac from Slaughter. north MoPac
needs two
lanes
308 | Purcell Jennifer 07/23/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
309 | Putman David 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
310 | Ragusa Jake 07/23/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
311 | Ramirez Michael 07/23/15 Web Mail | | wanted to reach out to you to ask that you please approve the proposals and | Build Project Comment Noted
proceed to construct the intersection projects at Slaughter and La Crosse
Avenue as soon as possible.
This is vital to the growth of Austin and we really need this to happen.
312 | Ramseur Mark 07/30/15 Web Mail | As a resident of northern Hays County with an office in Austin, | use MoPac Build Project Comment Noted
south on a daily basis. It is my opinion that the intersection projects at
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue are both needed as soon as possible. | am
very supportive of both projects.
313 | Randazzo Chris 07/23/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted

projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible. These
improvements are one of many that are needed to improve our local mobility
and improve our quality of life in central Texas.
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314 | Ravensborg Shana 08/04/15 Web Mail | As someone who drives this stretch on a daily basis, | am excited about the Build Project. See Response: R42
proposed changes. The only remaining concern is a note in the Statesman Concerned
regarding the SH45 project which will be potentially ongoing at the same time. | about SH45 SW
They reported that it appears that project will complete BEFORE this one. | opening up
can't begin to imagine the nightmare that will ensue if SH45 opens WITHOUT before the
traffic flowing unimpeded on south MoPac at La Crosse and Slaughter. You Intersections
may not have a final construction schedule, but | would ask that there be some | Project
coordination between the two projects and as much effort as possible put into
coordination of the work. The overlap may be due to things like side street,
landscaping, etc - but if the traffic is still stopping at traffic lights when 45
opens, we will see crazy gridlock at rush hour. Keep up the great work - and
get 'er done!

315 | Rea Steven 07/23/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
Both of these projects will have a tremendous impact on the future of Austin
and managing our future transportation and traffic needs.

316 | Reed Amy 07/29/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

317 | Reed Jerry 07/23/15 Web Mail | The traffic flow for MOPAC is as important as IH 35. These arteries are the Build Project Comment Noted
traffic lifeblood of Austin and vital to our economy. Please approve and
support the construction of improved intersection on MOPAC at La Crosse and
at Slaughter lane.

318 | Rein Bob 07/23/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

319 | Reynolds Jessica 08/10/15 Web Mail | The MoPac intersections project is CRITICAL to the safety and quality of life for | Build Project Comment Noted
South Austin residents as well as a way to decrease pollution and
environmental impacts. Without these improvements, traffic will continue to
back up, commutes will take longer and longer, pedestrians and bicyclists will
be in great danger, accidents will continue to happen, and pollution from idling
motors will pollute our air and water. Doing nothing is not an option! It is vital
that these improvements take place. | STRONGLY support these improvements
and VEHEMENTLY OPPOSE doing nothing.

320 | Ridgeway Jean 07/23/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

321 | Ridgeway Ryan 07/23/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

322 | Rindahl Brock 08/05/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

323 | Roberts Mark 07/31/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted

Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
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324 | Robinson Wes 08/03/15 Web Mail | I'm a resident of Circle C and a certified cycling instructor for the League of Opposes See Responses: R1 and R35
American Bicyclists and | am writing in opposition to the proposed divergent Diverging
diamond intersection design at Slaughter and MoPac. Through traffic is Diamond
required to swerve to the opposite side of the roadway on the bridge and to Intersection
return to the right side of the roadway after the bridge. All of this lateral design. If this
roadway movement will occur next to cyclists in bike lanes (which do not exist | has to be built,
on either side of the intersection) likely resulting in motorists inadvertently protect bike
crossing into the bike lane as they swerve from one side to the other. If a lanes with
divergent diamond intersection is necessary, | would propose protected bike barriers or
lanes with concrete barriers to prevent motorists from encroaching into the remove bike
bike lane or | would remove the bike lanes entirely, add shoulders to the right- | lanes and add
most through lane, and install "Bicycle May Use Full Lane" signs encouraging shoulders
cyclists to slow traffic by controlling the lane through the intersection, in
accordance with best cycling practices.
325 | Rogers Jeff 07/23/15 Web Mail | | approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection projects at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
326 | Rollins Mike 07/29/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
327 | Rose Jimmy 07/31/15 Web Mail | At the 7/30/15 public hearing at Bowie High School, it was noted that there W Slaughter to | See Response: R18
will remain only a single lane entering MoPac north from westbound north MoPac
Slaughter. This lane backs up past Zuniga drive during the morning rush hour, needs two
and | would like to urge reconsideration of this approach. lanes
328 | Rosenberg Richard 07/23/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
329 | Ross George 07/23/15 Web Mail | The environment study receives my complete support. Please proceed with Build Project Comment Noted
design, bidding process, selection of contractor and construction as soon as
possible. The intersections are badly needed. By the date the intersections are
completed, they will be needed far more than today.
330 | Saad Walter 07/31/15 Web Mail | I have reviewed the website regarding improvements to the MoPac Build Project Comment Noted
intersections in South Austin. Please approve the proposals and proceed to
construct the intersection projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon
as possible.
331 | Schissler Jim 07/30/15 Comment | The project should move forward to complete MoPac as an expressway by Build Project Comment Noted
Form converting the last two signalized intersections to interchanges. This | the last

phase of design who's time has come based on the volume of traffic and the
continued growth in southwest Austin. With their commitment to meeting the
environmental standards and the advancement in pollution controls, | am sure
his will be a great example of how highway engineering can improve
conditions of those using MoPac.
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332 | Schissler Jim 07/30/15 Public I'd like to say that | think this project should move forward to complete MoPac | Build Project Comment Noted
Testimony | as an expressway, converting the last two signalized intersections into
interchanges. This is the last phase of a design for the highway whose time
has come based on the volume of traffic and the continued growth in
southwest Austin. With their commitment to making the environmental
standards and advancements in pollution controls, I'm sure this will be a great
example of how engineering can improve the conditions of those using MoPac.
The evidence is based on the current conditions of MoPac that these
interchanges were originally designed to be built, and their time has come.
333 | Schlotter William 07/29/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
334 | Schooley Lexi 08/10/15 Hand Please accept the following comments on the “MoPac Intersections” draft The study See Responses: R2a, R2b, R2d, R3, R25, R25a, R25h, R25¢c and R25d
Delivered | environmental study: needs to
1. Study the entire project, not just the segments: The proposed “MoPac | consider all
Intersections” is just a two mile long piece of a much larger, 18 mile projects as a
tolled-loop project that would convert MoPac to a second Interstate- | Whole to
35 through south, west and north Austin. Fourteen (14) of these 18 undirstand
miles would be built over the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer recharge ?r:r);{s. Keep
zone. It is essential to study the entire project to understand the MoPac as a
overall impacts on Barton Springs and on Austin. local commuter
2. Study ALL of the impacts and ALL of the costs first — before building roadway and
any piece of the MoPac/SH 45SW toll loop over the Barton Springs do not connect
Edwards Aquifer. to I-35.
3. Keep I-35 traffic on I-35 — and keep MoPac as a local commuter Concerngd
about noise
highway. Direct traffic to the underutilized SH 130 by reducing or and visual
eliminating the tolls. Provide north-south public transit, and work pollution to
aggressively to expand telecommuting, ridesharing and other Wildflower
strategies that reduce total driving. Center. Direct
4. Protect the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center — by improving the traffic to SH
Slaughter/MoPac and La Crosse/MoPac intersections without adding 130..Expand.
six more lanes and paving the green MoPac median. As proposed, public tra.ntqt
opportunities.
increased noise, light and visual pollution from high speed, greatly No flyover in
increased Interstate 35 traffic diverted to MoPac would do severe Zilker Park.
damage to the Wildflower Center.
5. Any MoPac expansion should be limited, without connecting to I-35 at
the south end, and without building double decker flyovers through
Zilker Park, Lady Bird Lake park, and Austin High school property.
335 | Schott Marcia 07/29/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted

Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
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336 | Schwartz William 08/05/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
337 | Scott Chuck 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
338 | Scott Dale 07/31/15 Web Mail | The plan regarding the MoPac and Slaughter is very concerning to me. W Slaughter to | See Responses: R18 and R25a
Westbound slaughter lane traffic sees significant backup in the mornings. I've north MoPac
seen it back up all the way past Bowie. As a resident of Sendera Place, this is needs two
very troubling to me in the mornings, as | work downtown and have significant | lanes
wait times just to get to the westbound lane from the south side of slaughter. |
believe that two lanes are still needed at the Slaughter MoPac intersection Bottleneck at
along with a right turn only lane. MoPac and
William
There are also significant delays south bound at MoPac and William Cannon Cannon.
because of the merging traffic from Westbound 290 and the reduction of Continue 3
MoPac from 3 lanes southbound to 2. Much of this could be reduced by very lanes SB all the
little funding. Southbound MoPac is wide enough to continue the 3 lanes south | way to Dauvis.
bound all the way to Davis lane. TX Dot could have the furthest right lane end
as an exit to Davis at that point. This would reduce the backup significantly, as
many motorists are exiting at Davis and the bottleneck would not occur at
William Cannon.
339 | Scott Travis 07/27/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
340 | Scruggs Ed 07/30/15 Comment | While | oppose the way the environmental study is broken up and not a Concerned See Responses: R2b and R25d
Form complete study of the entire MoPac corridor, if this project goes through am | about light
worried about potential light pollution to the Wildflower Park, Circle C on the pollution on
Park and the Wildflower Center (near La Crosse). Would like to see more Circle Con the
specifics on how light pollution would be controlled —and hope you will use Park and the
LED lighting with light controlled Boxes (down facing light boxes) —and also Wildflower
minimize the height of the light poles. Center
341 | Seaberg Shawn 07/29/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
342 | Segal Amy 08/10/15 Hand Please accept the following comments on the “MoPac Intersections” draft The study See Responses: R2a, R2b, R2d, R3, R25, R25a, R25b, R25¢c and R25d
Delivered | environmental study: needs to
1. Study the entire project, not just the segments: The proposed “MoPac | consider all
Intersections” is just a two mile long piece of a much larger, 18 mile projects as a
tolled-loop project that would convert MoPac to a second Interstate- whole to
35 through south, west and north Austin. Fourteen (14) of these 18 :nj;(resrtand
miles would be built over the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer recharge ir:pacts. Keep
zone. It is essential to study the entire project to understand the MoPac as a

overall impacts on Barton Springs and on Austin.

2. Study ALL of the impacts and ALL of the costs first — before building
any piece of the MoPac/SH 45SW toll loop over the Barton Springs
Edwards Aquifer.

local commuter
roadway and
do not connect
to I-35.
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3. Keep I-35 traffic on I-35 — and keep MoPac as a local commuter Concerned
highway. Direct traffic to the underutilized SH 130 by reducing or about noise
eliminating the tolls. Provide north-south public transit, and work and visual

. . . . pollution to
aggressively to expand telecommuting, ridesharing and other .

i . Wildflower
strategies that reduce total driving. Center. Direct

4. Protect the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center — by improving the traffic to SH
Slaughter/MoPac and La Crosse/MoPac intersections without adding 130. Expand
six more lanes and paving the green MoPac median. As proposed, public transit
increased noise, light and visual pollution from high speed, greatly opportunities.
increased Interstate 35 traffic diverted to MoPac would do severe No flyover in

. Zilker Park.
damage to the Wildflower Center.

5. Any MoPac expansion should be limited, without connecting to I-35 at
the south end, and without building double decker flyovers through
Zilker Park, Lady Bird Lake Park, and Austin High school property.

343 | Seldon Niles 08/10/15 Hand Please accept the following comments on the “MoPac Intersections” draft The study See Responses: R2a, R2b, R2d, R3, R25, R25a, R25h, R25¢c and R25d
Delivered | environmental study: needs to

1. Study the entire project, not just the segments: The proposed “MoPac | consider all
Intersections” is just a two mile long piece of a much larger, 18 mile projects as a
tolled-loop project that would convert MoPac to a second Interstate- whole to
35 through south, west and north Austin. Fourteen (14) of these 18 understand
miles would be built over the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer recharge | aquifer
zone. It is essential to study the entire project to understand the impacts. Keep
overall impacts on Barton Springs and on Austin. MoPac as a

2. Study ALL of the impacts and ALL of the costs first — before building local commuter
any piece of the MoPac/SH 45SW toll loop over the Barton Springs roadway and
Edwards Aquifer. do not connect

3. Keep I-35 traffic on I-35 — and keep MoPac as a local commuter to I-35.
highway. Direct traffic to the underutilized SH 130 by reducing or Concerned
eliminating the tolls. Provide north-south public transit, and work about noise
aggressively to expand telecommuting, ridesharing and other and visual
strategies that reduce total driving. pollution to

4. Protect the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center — by improving the Wildflower
Slaughter/MoPac and La Crosse/MoPac intersections without adding Center. Direct
six more lanes and paving the green MoPac median. As proposed, traffic to SH
increased noise, light and visual pollution from high speed, greatly 130. Expand
increased Interstate 35 traffic diverted to MoPac would do severe public transit
damage to the Wildflower Center. opportunities.

5. Any MoPac expansion should be limited, without connecting to I-35 at | No flyover in

the south end, and without building double decker flyovers through
Zilker Park, Lady Bird Lake Park, and Austin High school property.

Zilker Park.
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary

# Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment Response
(summary)

344 | Semiglasow Carolyn 07/31/15 Web Mail | Your plan to keep only a single lane entering MoPac north from westbound W Slaughter to | See Response: R18
Slaughter is a dangerous one. Regardless of your "traffic pattern analysis", north MoPac
there needs to be two lanes turning north onto MOPAC. It is better to get this | needs two
right the first time.. lanes
On Slaughter, the right lane backs up so far - at least past Zuniga - during heavy
traffic times that many people do the jerk-merge to get on MoPac. This is
dangerous and will cause even more problems as more traffic flowing through
the intersection will encourage more people to go around the waiting traffic
and try to merge in at the front. Short sighted and dangerous.

345 | Shaffer Dustin 07/31/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

346 | Sharp Jerry 08/04/15 Web Mail | A attended the first part of the public hearing on July 30th at Bowie High Build Project Comment Noted
School. | got all of my questions answered by the staff/consultants. | am
pleased with all the plans. Thank you for your planning.

347 | Shea Brigid 08/10/15 Web Mail | Please consider these comments on the “MoPac Intersections” draft The study See Responses: R2, R2a, R2b, R2c, R3, R25, R25a, R25¢, R25d and R53g
environmental study. These are submitted on behalf of Brigid Shea, Travis needs to
County Commissioner, Precinct Two. consider all
At the outset we respectfully ask that you step back from your current process | projects as a
in order to study the entire proposed MoPac expansion and SH 45 SW tolled whole to
loop as a whole in a single study. The proposed “MoPac Intersections” is atwo | understand
mile segment of the larger, approximately 18-mile long project that, as aquifer
proposed, would convert MoPac from a local commuter highway into a second | impacts. Keep
interregional, partially tolled highway and alternative to Interstate 35. MoPac as a

This fundamental change to MoPac poses a substantial threat to the quality of
life and health of MoPac commuters and those who live, play, attend school,
or work along this proposed 18-mile project. The special places that will be
harmed by this project include Barton Springs, Zilker Park, the Lady Bird
Johnson Wildflower Center, Lady Bird Lake, Lady Bird Lake park land, the
Austin Nature Center, the Zilker Botanical Garden, the Barton Creek Creek
greenbelt, Flint Ridge and Blowing Sink caves, and Austin High School.
Approximately fourteen (14) of the 18 miles of the SH 45 SW/MoPac
expansion loop, including the two mile long “MoPac Intersections” segment,
would be built on top of the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer recharge zone. It
is essential to study the entire project, before any part of it is built, in order to
understand the overall impacts on Barton Springs, the Barton Springs Edwards
Aquifer, and on Austin.

A comprehensive study is the only way that a proper consideration of
alternatives can be done in a meaningful way. Those potential alternatives
include paying off the toll debt on SH 130 so that it will better serve its
intended purpose — to relieve traffic on I-35. Providing public transit along the
I-35 corridor is also needed, together with planned improvements to I-35.

In the current, piecemeal process, the only alternatives considered are
alternatives to each piece of the MoPac/SH 45 SW loop: the question of

local commuter
roadway and
do not connect
to I-35.
Concerned
about noise
and visual
pollution to
Wildflower
Center. Direct
traffic to SH
130. Expand
public transit
opportunities.
No flyover in
Zilker Park.
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary

Last Name

First Name

Date

Method

Comment (verbatim)

Comment
(summary)

Response

alternative investments that would improve north-south commuting without
connecting South MoPac to Interstate 35 is never raised (or, is only raised on
the very last piece, when hundreds of millions of dollars have already been
spent based on the assumption that the last piece will, of course, be built, as
recently expressed by Capital Area Metropolitan Planning Organization Chair
Will Conley).

For more than thirty years the official comprehensive plan for the City of
Austin has called for steering development to the east and downstream of the
Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer recharge zone. City of Austin voters have
approved more than $100 million in bonds to purchase parks, preserves, and
watershed protection lands over the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer in order
to protect the aquifer and provide for recreation and wildlife conservation.
Many of these lands would be directly harmed by air, water, noise, and light
pollution resulting from the proposed SH 45 SW/MoPac expansion loop. Yet,
as proposed, the expansion of MoPac with the “MoPac Intersections” and
“MoPac South” projects, taken together with the proposed SH 45 SW, would
steer commuters currently downstream of the aquifer to the west and over
the aquifer. Secondary development over the aquifer would follow these road
investments.

Given the traffic challenges across our region, and the opportunity to make
immediate investments in other projects that would provide clear benefits to
local commuters, the additional time needed to study the overall project
would allow those other projects to move forward promptly, rather than wait
for many years until after the MoPac and SH 45 SW expenditures are fast
tracked. Interim improvements on MoPac, including restriping an existing lane
to a “high occupancy vehicle” lane could provide short-term benefits to
current MoPac commuters. Similarly, “through turns” or similar innovative
intersections like those built on US 281 in northern Bexar County and being
built now at the Oak Hill Y could improve traffic flow

We especially believe it important to step back and look at alternatives to
improving the Slaughter/MoPac and La Crosse/MoPac intersections without
adding six more lanes and paving the currently green MoPac median because
of the harm that will be done to the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center by
increased noise, light and visual pollution from high speed, greatly increased
traffic flow. The construction phase, as well as long-term operation, and the
diversion of Interstate 35 traffic to MoPac, including truck traffic, poses a
major threat to the mission and survival of the Wildflower Center.

Finally, given the importance of these issues, the number and complexity of
issues, and the distraction of summer vacation season, we ask that you extend
the public comment period on the “MoPac Intersections” draft Environmental
Assessment for at least thirty (30) days.

348

Silas

Monica

07/28/15

Web Mail

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

Build Project

Comment Noted
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary

Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

# Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment Response
(summary)
349 | Sinn Melissa 07/31/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
350 | Smith Brant 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
351 | Smith Bryan 08/05/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
352 | Smith Craig 08/10/15 Web Mail | The MoPac intersections project should not proceed until it has been part of a | This project See Response: R2b
comprehensive federal environmental impact study covering all of the projects | needs to be
on South MoPac and State Hwy. 45 SW that will connect with it. part of a
Federal EIS
353 | Smith Hank 07/30/15 Comment | This project has been anticipated since MoPac was first built. Initially the Build Project Comment Noted
Form frontage roads were built in anticipation of building the main lanes when
traffic warranted. It’s time to build these roads NOW!
354 | Smith Jordan 08/03/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
355 | Spears Berry 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
Thank you for your consideration.
356 | Springer Steve 08/05/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible..
357 | Sproull lain 08/05/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
358 | Stauch Andrew 08/07/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
359 | Stephenson Ken 07/30/15 Comment | Make east bound La Crosse a 2 lane turn at MoPac heading North. See EB La Crosse See Response: R18
Form diagram. needs to be 2
lanes headed
to north MoPac
360 | Sternberg Steve 08/03/15 Web Mail | To have just one lane accessing MoPac going North from Slaughter will simply | W Slaughter to | See Response: R18
continue the back-up in the morning hours and continue to contribute to north MoPac
dangerous "sneak-ins" from the through lane as drivers try to "beat the line" needs two
by quick "cutting in." In the morning hours, between 6:45am and 8:30am, lanes.
most traffic on Slaughter, coming either from the West (Circle C) or the East
from Shady Hollow, 1626 via Brodie or from Westgate or Manchaca want to
access MoPac. There are two West MoPac access lanes but only one East
MoPac access lane on Slaughter. The morning back-up is beyond measure --
you haven't lived until you've experienced a back-up to Zuniga or Bremner
with dangerous "cutting-in" from the right through lane as driver's try to beat
the odds and the wait.
361 | Stevens Jennifer 07/29/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
362 | Stuart Seth 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
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Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

# Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment Response
(summary)
363 | Stubblefield Joel 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
364 | Suker Brian 07/29/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
365 | Sullivan Mary 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
366 | Sullivan Patrice 08/10/15 Hand Please accept the following comments on the “MoPac Intersections” draft The study See Responses: R2a, R2b, R2d, R3, R25, R25a, R25b, R25¢c and R25d
Delivered | environmental study: needs to
1. Study the entire project, not just the segments: The proposed “MoPac | consider all
Intersections” is just a two mile long piece of a much larger, 18 mile projects as a
tolled-loop project that would convert MoPac to a second Interstate- | Whole to
35 through south, west and north Austin. Fourteen (14) of these 18 ::Sie]c;itand
miles would be built over the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer recharge impacts. Keep
zone. It is essential to study the entire project to understand the MoPac as a
overall impacts on Barton Springs and on Austin. local commuter
2. Study ALL of the impacts and ALL of the costs first — before building roadway and
any piece of the MoPac/SH 455W toll loop over the Barton Springs do not connect
Edwards Aquifer. to 1-35.
3. Keep I-35 traffic on I-35 — and keep MoPac as a local commuter Concerngd
about noise
highway. Direct traffic to the underutilized SH 130 by reducing or and visual
eliminating the tolls. Provide north-south public transit, and work pollution to
aggressively to expand telecommuting, ridesharing and other Wildflower
strategies that reduce total driving. Center. Direct
4. Protect the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center — by improving the traffic to SH
Slaughter/MoPac and La Crosse/MoPac intersections without adding 130..Expand.
six more lanes and paving the green MoPac median. As proposed, ggigit::::;
increased noise, light and visual pollution from high speed, greatly No flyover in
increased Interstate 35 traffic diverted to MoPac would do severe Zilker Park.
damage to the Wildflower Center.
5. Any MoPac expansion should be limited, without connecting to I-35 at
the south end, and without building double decker flyovers through
Zilker Park, Lady Bird Lake park, and Austin High school property.
367 | Tassher Bernadette | 07/30/15 Comment | Re: slow passage through stoplights motorists need to be educated — when Drivers need to | Comment Noted
Form waiting for a green light or turn around, drivers need to accelerate quickly — hit | react faster at
the gas! To allow more vehicles to pass through when light/arrow is green green lights.
368 | Taylor Tim 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
369 | Teodecki Stephen 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
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# Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment Response
(summary)
370 | Therrell Ryan 08/05/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
371 | Thiessin Dave 08/10/15 Hand Please accept the following comments on the “MoPac Intersections” draft The study See Responses: R2a, R2b, R2d, R3, R25, R25a, R25h, R25¢c and R25d
Delivered | environmental study: needs to
1. Study the entire project, not just the segments: The proposed “MoPac | consider all
Intersections” is just a two mile long piece of a much larger, 18 mile projects as a
tolled-loop project that would convert MoPac to a second Interstate- whole to
35 through south, west and north Austin. Fourteen (14) of these 18 understand
miles would be built over the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer recharge | aquifer
zone. It is essential to study the entire project to understand the impacts. Keep
overall impacts on Barton Springs and on Austin. MoPac as a
2. Study ALL of the impacts and ALL of the costs first — before building local commuter
any piece of the MoPac/SH 45SW toll loop over the Barton Springs roadway and
Edwards Aquifer. do not connect
3. Keep I-35 traffic on I-35 — and keep MoPac as a local commuter to I-35.
highway. Direct traffic to the underutilized SH 130 by reducing or Concerned
eliminating the tolls. Provide north-south public transit, and work about noise
aggressively to expand telecommuting, ridesharing and other and visual
strategies that reduce total driving. pollution to
4. Protect the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center — by improving the Wildflower
Slaughter/MoPac and La Crosse/MoPac intersections without adding Center. Direct
six more lanes and paving the green MoPac median. As proposed, traffic to SH
increased noise, light and visual pollution from high speed, greatly 130. Expand
increased Interstate 35 traffic diverted to MoPac would do severe public transit
damage to the Wildflower Center. opportunities.
5. Any MoPac expansion should be limited, without connecting to I-35 at | No flyover in
the south end, and without building double decker flyovers through Zilker Park.
Zilker Park, Lady Bird Lake park, and Austin High school property.
372 | Tolson Benjamin 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
373 | Tomes Craig 07/30/15 Web Mail | Please do the diverging diamond and get it done with underpasses at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Ave or Overpasses (don't care), but get it done
already and stop talking about it. Austin and all their Hippies spend more time
haggling over BS issues. Their "If you don't build it they won't come" attitude
doesn't work and frankly it never has. We the many are all left sitting in non
moving traffic burning fossil fuel to please the few who cry at the sound of
progress yet they claim to be progressive which is ironic? Move faster please,
because it gets worse every month as more homes are built throughout Hayes
county to South and West. the time line to get anything done in Austin is
worse than Washington D.C.
374 | Topfer Richard 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted

Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
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# Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment Response
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375 | Trim Lisa 08/05/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
376 | Trylko Paul 08/07/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
377 | Tucek Bob 08/03/15 Web Mail | | am writing to you after picking up your latest MoPac Intersections The DDl is good | Response: R377
Environmental Study flier, which | picked up at the July 30 public meeting a but the La At La Crosse Avenue, a standard diamond intersection best achieved the
Bowie HS where | was able to review the maps of both intersections. | Crosse project purpose. No additional right-of-way is needed. The standard diamond
unfortunately could not remain for the presentation, but nevertheless would improvements | intersection accommodates the anticipated traffic volume in 2035. It was
like to express my concerns. are lacking. originally envisioned in the design when MoPac was constructed in the early
Favors a 1990’s; therefore it fit well within the existing facility.
| was rather dismayed to read in your latest flier that "At La Crosse Avenue, the | dumbbell
study is proposing a standard diamond intersection, similar to most roundabout.
intersections in the area."
While | applaud the innovation being applied to the MoPac/Slaughter
intersection (where a DDl is proposed), | deplore the lack thereof at MoPac's
intersection with La Crosse. Surely those designing this project could come up
with something new and interesting for this crossing as well.
I'd like to suggest that this intersection would be well suited to a dumbell
roundabout (see image below). The traffic flow through that intersection is not
at the level extant at Slaughter and should well be handled by such a
roundabout.
Austin prides itself in being an innovative city, but it is sorely lacking in the
development and use of uncontrolled (signal-less) intersections. Perhaps La
Crosse could be a start. I'd appreciate it if you'd pass along this suggestion to
your engineers.
378 | Turnquist Steve 07/29/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
Thank you for your consideration.
379 | Ulmann Camille 07/30/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
380 | Vadgama Ashok 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted

Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

MoPac Intersections — July 30, 2015 Public Hearing Summary

90




Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary
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(summary)
381 | Valescu Michael 08/05/15 Web Mail | I love the whole thing, and in fact | wonder why it hasn't been done already! | Build Project See Responses: R1, R2 and R35
frequently travel through both intersections at various hours and am always
fuming about the backup. | think the proposed solution is both elegant and Please replace
efficient, and will speed traffic flow. That being said, there's one thing that the trees and
bothers me: the pedestrian access. A standard diamond intersection requires a | plant the ones
pedestrian to cross 2 lanes of traffic, whereas the DDI requires the same removed in a
person to cross 4 lanes. Talk about double your fun! And once entered into the | beneficial place
protected crossover, they get to compete with insane bicyclists for space in
the crossover. But it's a minor issue.. let's get digging! Oh, yeah, and please,
replace those trees you're going to murder up at La Crosse. | don't mind
sacrificing a few trees, but please be responsible and replace them somewhere
they can do someone some good? Thank You.
382 | VanderMeulen | Kurt 07/23/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection Build Project Comment Noted
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
383 | Varteressian Peter 07/30/15 Comment | The plan looks good! I'm glad it is funded. Please take it into account that the Build Project See Responses: R1 and R2
Form sidewalks should be wide enough for bikes as well as for peds. Please budget Sidewalks
to add more trees to replace those that will be removed. should be wide
enough for
bikes and
pedestrians.
Add more trees
to replace the
lost ones.
384 | Vassberg Liliane 07/30/15 Verbal My comment is that | wonder if there is any way to keep the vegetation that is | Keep the See Responses: R2 and R25
Comment | to be cut, | guess, or that's to be eliminated as you get closer to Slaughter and | vegetation and
given to to La Crosse, because right now there's some nice trees, a little median, you trees. Are
Court know, there plans for
Reporter | and | wonder if we could keep those trees if there's anyway. And my other public
comment is also kind of a question. When a project such as this one is transportation
initiated, is there any plan for any possible future public transportation like like light rail?
light-rail or something like that? | don't know exactly it would make sense to
already plan for this. | don't think there is any light-rail being planned at this
time, but maybe, you know, within 10 years, 15 years, something could be
done. So I'm just wondering if as long as there's some building, if there's a way
to plan for that.
385 | Vega Zoila 07/30/15 Comment | This project removes too many healthy trees which reduces air quality — Please | Do Not Build. See Responses: R2, R2c and R25c¢
Form resolve the local traffic problems without elevated or depressed lanes — Please do not
removing all of those trees for a reduction of 8 minutes in 2035 is unwarranted | remove the
— the depressed lanes are really to connect to SH 45 and reroute traffic from IH | trees. The
35 to MoPac and | can’t support that. project is really
designed to

connect I-35 to
MoPac.
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386 | Vega Zoila 07/30/15 Comment | Very saddened that all of trees including heritage trees 200 yrs old will be Please find a See Responses: R2, R2¢, R2d, and R100

Form removed of the intersections — please find a way to save some if possible. way to save as
Plant new trees as much as possible by the ponds and to hide the wall but give | many trees as
them proper spacing and soil volume so that they can grow to be heritage possible; plant
trees new trees;
Don’t remove heritage trees or even larger trees for sound walls — located TxDOT should
sound walls away from the % critical root zone minimum and from the full root | be more
zone if possible sensitive to
The sound wall on the bridge over the creek (circle c parkland) should be built | local
without interfering or impacting the creek at all. If additional pylons are ordinances Air
needed for the wind load, they will cause significant destruction to the creek quality will
when built (during construction), event if built right next to the existing pylons. | suffer.
Transplant 1-3 heritage trees, please help with the donations even if TxDOT
doesn’t have a budget for this. Show TxDOT intent in saving these trees with
personal donations from TXDOT staff.
Please, TxDOT should be more sensitive to local ordinances. We love trees in
Austin and trees are mitigated when removed. Heritage trees in particular can
only be removed in the city if there is no alternative and they are mitigated at
a 3x rate. In this project, TxDOT is not even doing a tree survey to know how
many healthy trees they are removing, and TxDOT will mitigate only by
planting as much as they can afford with their minimal landscaping budget. Air
quality will degrade because of the number of trees removed.

387 | Vega Zoila 07/30/15 Verbal | do not live in this area, | live by Congress and Ben White, but | frequent this This project is See Responses: R2 and R2d
Comment | area a lot. | come to the Wildflower Center often and | shop in this area so I'm | unacceptable. |
given to familiar with Circle C. My comments are about the trees. | think this project -- | am saddened
Court the neighborhood says the project is necessary. | don't know that | agree, but | by the loss of

Reporter | I'm very saddened by the loss of so many trees, mostly the Heritage trees. All | all the trees.
of the trees will be removed in the medians at Slaughter and La Crosse and I'm | Please do a
told that there is no alternative design because of the slopes. | wish that tree survey so
TxDOT was more sensitive to local ordinances. In the City of Austin, we have a | that we will
strong Heritage tree ordinance that protects Heritage trees. | know that know how
TxDOT is a state office and therefore they don't have to abide by the many trees
ordinance, but | wish they would be more sensitive. For instance, TDOT is not they will

even doing a tree survey because they're saying, well, we're removing
everything. In the City of Austin rules, you have to do a tree survey so that you
replace what you remove. | know those rules don't apply to Texas law, but |
wish that at least they would do a tree survey to know how much they
remove. They tell me, well, we are removing everything and we can only plan
whatever we can afford, that we have a very small landscaping budget, so we'll
plan whatever we can. That's not good enough and that is what makes me
very sad about this project. The other thing is on the sound walls. Please put
the sound walls in the manner that you don’t have to remove Heritage trees
because too many trees have been lost already. The last one is the sound wall
on top of the bridge on the creek over Circle C parkland, try to build that in the
way that it does not interfere at all with the creek. If you have to build pylons

remove. Please
put the sound
walls in so that
you won’t have
to remove any
more heritage
trees.
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to reinforce for the added load, all of that construction will disturb the creeks
significantly. Try to transplant some of the trees, try to contribute to that
transplanting effort even if there's no budget, maybe that's stuff that TxDOT
could fulfill. And my personal opinion is | find this project unacceptable
because it removes so many trees. Even if neighbors say it's good, | wish there
was a different way.
388 | Vincent Josh 08/10/15 Hand Please accept the following comments on the “MoPac Intersections” draft The study See Responses: R2a, R2b, R2d, R3, R25, R25a, R25b, R25¢c and R25d
Delivered | environmental study: needs to
1. Study the entire project, not just the segments: The proposed “MoPac | consider all
Intersections” is just a two mile long piece of a much larger, 18 mile projects as a
tolled-loop project that would convert MoPac to a second Interstate- | Whole to
35 through south, west and north Austin. Fourteen (14) of these 18 :nj;(r;tand
miles would be built over the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer recharge ir:pacts. Keep
zone. It is essential to study the entire project to understand the MoPac as a
overall impacts on Barton Springs and on Austin. local commuter
2. Study ALL of the impacts and ALL of the costs first — before building roadway and
any piece of the MoPac/SH 455W toll loop over the Barton Springs do not connect
Edwards Aquifer. to 1-35.
3. Keep I-35 traffic on I-35 — and keep MoPac as a local commuter Concerngd
about noise
highway. Direct traffic to the underutilized SH 130 by reducing or and visual
eliminating the tolls. Provide north-south public transit, and work pollution to
aggressively to expand telecommuting, ridesharing and other Wildflower
strategies that reduce total driving. Center. Direct
4. Protect the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center — by improving the traffic to SH
Slaughter/MoPac and La Crosse/MoPac intersections without adding 130..Expand.
six more lanes and paving the green MoPac median. As proposed, public tra.ntqt
opportunities.
increased noise, light and visual pollution from high speed, greatly No flyover in
increased Interstate 35 traffic diverted to MoPac would do severe Zilker Park.
damage to the Wildflower Center.
5. Any MoPac expansion should be limited, without connecting to I-35 at
the south end, and without building double decker flyovers through
Zilker Park, Lady Bird Lake Park, and Austin High school property.
389 | Waggoner Clinton 08/03/15 Web Mail | The proposed exit for Southbound MoPac traffic desiring to exit to westbound | Exit WB to Bee | See Response: R25a

Bee Caves road does not fix this dangerous intersection. The design shown will
still require westbound Bee Caves road traffic to cross multiple lanes in a very
short distance. This design will both slow traffic and be prone to accidents.
There needs to be a flyover from Southbound MoPac that will lead directly to
the proper lane to go west on Bee Caves road without any need for motorists
to have to merge across several lanes in a short distance.

Caves does not
resolve
dangerous
intersection.
Please build
flyover.
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary

# Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment Response
(summary)
390 | Whaley Roy 07/30/15 Public | am Conservation Chair for the Austin Regional Group of the Sierra Club. And | | Use the fund to | See Responses: R2a, R25 and R25a
Testimony | am here tonight to speak sympathetically to the neighbors and friends that we | divert trucks

have in Circle C and the traffic problems that they have, and we want to find a
solution for that. It's simply that adding more pavement to MoPac is not going
to be that solution. As Mr. Bunch said, if we complete the loop around to I-35,
that puts 30,000 additional cars on MoPac every day; and so it is not a traffic
solution. For our friends in Circle C we have an interchange problem, and we
do need to find a solution for that. And there is a possibility of a Michigan
right turn, U-turn, however you want to call that. And it's possible that simply
the diverging diamond could be a solution also, but not if MoPac underneath
it. So we speak for our friends and neighbors and fellow Austinites in Circle C,
but not for the people that don't live here in Austin. Sierra Club is part of the
Keep MoPac Local Coalition, as many neighborhoods and other groups are,
and businesses; and we do want to keep it local, as it was originally envisioned,
because it was not part of the loop. And by doing it in stages, they are slowly
building it into a loop. Now, if we could simply take the money that we'd be
spending on this and defray the cost on 130 just for the trucks that run
through Austin, that would create better flow on I-35, which should help with
the MoPac problems; and we won't increase flow on MoPac. Again, adding
30,000 cars a day is not going to increase the traffic flow -- or ease the traffic
flow on MoPac. So we do need to find a solution for these interchanges. Again
and again | have to say, creating the outer loop which was once envisioned to
go well west of Austin but now to say that it's always been planned as a loop, it
was never planned for MoPac Boulevard to be that loop. And it has always
been considered MoPac Boulevard. Even though it has the misnomer of Loop
1, it was never envisioned as a western loop. Let's find a solution for folks here
in south Austin. Let's not make that multiple lanes. It doesn't work. Let's shift
traffic to SH 130 and alleviate some of our concerns here.

and other
traffic to SH
130 to relieve |-
35 and keep
MoPac as a
local commuter
highway. Circle
C residents
need a solution
but the current
plans will only
add more
traffic
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary

# Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment Response
(summary)
391 | Waley Roy 08/10/15 Hand Please accept the following comments on the “MoPac Intersections” draft The study See Responses: R2a, R2b, R2d, R3, R25, R25a, R25b, R25¢c and R25d
Delivered | environmental study: needs to
1. Study the entire project, not just the segments: The proposed “MoPac | consider all
Intersections” is just a two mile long piece of a much larger, 18 mile projects as a
tolled-loop project that would convert MoPac to a second Interstate- | Whole to
35 through south, west and north Austin. Fourteen (14) of these 18 :::;;srtand
miles would be built over the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer recharge impacts. Keep
zone. It is essential to study the entire project to understand the MoPac as a
overall impacts on Barton Springs and on Austin. local commuter
2. Study ALL of the impacts and ALL of the costs first — before building roadway and
any piece of the MoPac/SH 455W toll loop over the Barton Springs do not connect
Edwards Aquifer. to 1-35.
3. Keep I-35 traffic on I-35 — and keep MoPac as a local commuter Concerngd
about noise
highway. Direct traffic to the underutilized SH 130 by reducing or and visual
eliminating the tolls. Provide north-south public transit, and work pollution to
aggressively to expand telecommuting, ridesharing and other Wildflower
strategies that reduce total driving. Center. Direct
4. Protect the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center — by improving the traffic to SH
Slaughter/MoPac and La Crosse/MoPac intersections without adding 130..Expand.
six more lanes and paving the green MoPac median. As proposed, ggzgittzlr‘]uséts
increased noise, light and visual pollution from high speed, greatly No flyover in
increased Interstate 35 traffic diverted to MoPac would do severe Zilker Park.
damage to the Wildflower Center.
5. Any MoPac expansion should be limited, without connecting to I-35 at
the south end, and without building double decker flyovers through
Zilker Park, Lady Bird Lake park, and Austin High school property.
392 | Walsh Colleen 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
393 | Wamsted Ron 08/03/15 Web Mail | | understand that the current thought is to have only one lane of travel turning | W Slaughter to | See Response: R18
North on MoPac off of Slaughter. In my opinion that is rather short sighted as north MoPac
traffic backs up all the way to Bowie to the East now. If the worry is that too needs two
many vehicles will be merging on to north MoPac then the access lane should lanes.
be made long enough that the vehicles turning left would have the
opportunity to merge into one lane as is done on many of the over passes in
the city already.
394 | Ward Karen 07/29/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted

Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary

# Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment Response
(summary)
395 | Watson Peggy 08/10/15 Hand Please accept the following comments on the “MoPac Intersections” draft The study See Responses: R2a, R2b, R2d, R3, R25, R25a, R25b, R25¢c and R25d
Delivered | environmental study: needs to
1. Study the entire project, not just the segments: The proposed “MoPac | consider all
Intersections” is just a two mile long piece of a much larger, 18 mile projects as a
tolled-loop project that would convert MoPac to a second Interstate- | Whole to
35 through south, west and north Austin. Fourteen (14) of these 18 :::;;srtand
miles would be built over the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer recharge impacts. Keep
zone. It is essential to study the entire project to understand the MoPac as a
overall impacts on Barton Springs and on Austin. local commuter
2. Study ALL of the impacts and ALL of the costs first — before building roadway and
any piece of the MoPac/SH 455W toll loop over the Barton Springs do not connect
Edwards Aquifer. to 1-35.
3. Keep I-35 traffic on I-35 — and keep MoPac as a local commuter Concerngd
about noise
highway. Direct traffic to the underutilized SH 130 by reducing or and visual
eliminating the tolls. Provide north-south public transit, and work pollution to
aggressively to expand telecommuting, ridesharing and other Wildflower
strategies that reduce total driving. Center. Direct
4. Protect the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center — by improving the traffic to SH
Slaughter/MoPac and La Crosse/MoPac intersections without adding 130..Expand.
six more lanes and paving the green MoPac median. As proposed, ggzgittzlr‘]uséts
increased noise, light and visual pollution from high speed, greatly No flyover in
increased Interstate 35 traffic diverted to MoPac would do severe Zilker Park.
damage to the Wildflower Center.
5. Any MoPac expansion should be limited, without connecting to I-35 at
the south end, and without building double decker flyovers through
Zilker Park, Lady Bird Lake park, and Austin High school property.
396 | Webber Darren 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
397 | Weber Matt 08/03/15 Web Mail | As a resident of the South Austin area, | am in full support of constructing the Build Project Comment Noted

MoPac underpasses at La Crosse and Slaughter lanes. As detailed in TxDOT's
Environmental Impact study, the underpasses will allow for future traffic
volume growth with no measurable impacts to the environment and will
actually increase safety at the intersections by separating the traffic volume
through the intersection.
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary

# Last Name First Name | Date Method Comment (verbatim) Comment Response
(summary)
398 | Weety Jaynee 08/10/15 Hand Please accept the following comments on the “MoPac Intersections” draft The study See Responses: R2a, R2b, R2d, R3, R25, R25a, R25b, R25¢c and R25d
Delivered | environmental study: needs to
1. Study the entire project, not just the segments: The proposed “MoPac | consider all
Intersections” is just a two mile long piece of a much larger, 18 mile projects as a
tolled-loop project that would convert MoPac to a second Interstate- | Whole to
35 through south, west and north Austin. Fourteen (14) of these 18 :n:;(resrtand
miles would be built over the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer recharge inquacts. Keep
zone. It is essential to study the entire project to understand the MoPac as a
overall impacts on Barton Springs and on Austin. local commuter
2. Study ALL of the impacts and ALL of the costs first — before building roadway and
any piece of the MoPac/SH 455W toll loop over the Barton Springs do not connect
Edwards Aquifer. to 1-35.
3. Keep I-35 traffic on I-35 — and keep MoPac as a local commuter Concerngd
about noise
highway. Direct traffic to the underutilized SH 130 by reducing or and visual
eliminating the tolls. Provide north-south public transit, and work pollution to
aggressively to expand telecommuting, ridesharing and other Wildflower
strategies that reduce total driving. Center. Direct
4. Protect the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center — by improving the traffic to SH
Slaughter/MoPac and La Crosse/MoPac intersections without adding 13(t)).|.Expand.
six more lanes and paving the green MoPac median. As proposed, ggp;(;ttl:zir‘]cis;s.
increased noise, light and visual pollution from high speed, greatly No flyover in
increased Interstate 35 traffic diverted to MoPac would do severe Zilker Park.
damage to the Wildflower Center.
5. Any MoPac expansion should be limited, without connecting to I-35 at
the south end, and without building double decker flyovers through
Zilker Park, Lady Bird Lake park, and Austin High school property.
399 | Whitehurst Katie 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
400 | Willhite Joe 07/31/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
401 | Williamson Matthew 07/28/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
402 | Willman Kathy 07/29/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
403 | Winetroub Jerry 07/23/15 Web Mail | Trafficimprovements are critical for Austin and our quality of life is at stake. Build Project Comment Noted
Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection
projects at Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
404 | Wood James 07/29/15 Web Mail | Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Build Project Comment Noted

Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.
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Table 1. Public Comment and Response Summary

Last Name

First Name

Date

Method

Comment (verbatim)

Comment
(summary)

Response

405

Wood

Robert

08/09/15

Web Mail

Please address the backlog that occurs every morning for the westbound
people on Slaughter that are trying to turn right (north) onto MoPac. There are
two lanes turning left from the eastbound side even though there are many
neighborhoods and a couple of cities (Kyle, Buda, etc.) that are approaching
from the east. The single right turn lane is simply insufficient for the traffic
load that it must bear.

If current MoPac lanes are going to become the feeder road, then there should
be two right turn lanes from westbound Slaughter onto MoPac and then two
lanes entering MoPac from the feeder road.

The current configuration that is heavily weighted towards the Circle C traffic
(since they come from the south and the west) is unfair and inefficient.

W Slaughter to
north MoPac
needs two
lanes.

See Response: R18

406

Yarbrough

Yvette

08/04/15

Web Mail

More than one lane needs to enter MoPac North from westbound Slaughter.
The bottleneck here is a major reason for the amount of traffic backing up
westbound Slaughter. The continuous turn and merge that was recently
implemented helps, but most people don't know that they don't have to stop
and that they should stay in the turn lane and merge. For the amount of traffic
at this intersection, there should be TWO lanes turning onto MoPac, similar to
the traffic flow coming from eastbound Slaughter. The number of people in
Circle C accessing MoPac has to be much less than the number of people
travelling westbound (including Hays County residents trying to access MoPac
by traveling up Brodie to Slaughter).

W Slaughter to
north MoPac
needs two
lanes.

See Response: R18

407

Yeakey

David

08/03/15

Web Mail

I am in full agreement with construction on MoPac South. | think it is horrible
nothing has been done about the terrible traffic in South Austin. | believe
whole-heartedly with environmental concerns. | wonder how the traffic that is
already there is affecting the environment and how does waiting any longer
make it better? | say move forward and work safely around and native
endangered areas.

Build Project

Comment Noted

408

Zimmerman

Brett

08/10/15

Web Mail

As a long-time resident of Austin, | support the approval of the proposals and
ask you to proceed to construct the intersection projects at Slaughter and La
Crosse Ave as soon as possible. As this city grows, the only thing getting in the
way of success is the lagging infrastructure in Austin. Let’s roll!

Build Project

Comment Noted

409

Zimmerman

Mark

07/28/15

Web Mail

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at
Slaughter and La Crosse Avenue as soon as possible.

Build Project

Comment Noted
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Figure 1. Lady Bird Johnson
Wildflower Center
Representative Noise Receivers
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Austin American-Statesman

statesman.com | austin360.com

’ =" @ STATE OF TEXAS

Y A COUNTY OF TRAVIS
NOTICE OF PUBLIC Before me, the undersigned authority, a Notary Public
HEARING in and for the County of Travis, State of Texas, on this
MOPAC INTERSECTIONS i
ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY day peﬁonally appeared Alej.andro f:ado.
IN TRAVIS COUNTY, TEXAS Advertising Agent of the Austin American-Statesman,

a daily newspaper published in said County and State
that is generally circulated in Bastrop, Bell, Blanco,
Brazos, Burleson, Burnet, Caldwell, Colorado, Carnal,
Coryell, Fayette, Gillespie, Gonzales, Guadalupe,
Hays, Kerr, Lampasas, Lee, Llano, Milam, Nueces,
San Saba, Travis, Washington and Williamson
Counties, who being duly sworn by me, states that
the attached advertisement was published at the
lowest published rato for Classified advertising in said
on the fi ing date(s), to wit: MOPAC
INTERSECTIONS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY, First
date of Publication 06/30/2015, Last date of Publication
06/30/2015 Web and print times Published 1, Legal
Notices, 2 X 12, and that the attached is a true copy of
said advertisement.
Ad ID: 842135
Ad Cost: 2,752.80

‘ SWORN AND /SGRI50 TO BEF ME, on
‘ 07/21/2015

Notary Pubﬂc
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Letter to 126 Public and Elected Officials

From: Laura Bohl <|bohl@mobilityauthority.com>
Date: Wed, Jul 15, 2015 at 9:34 AM
Subject: FW: MoPac Intersections Environmental Study Public Hearing

Good morning,

TxDOT and the Mobility Authority will host a public hearing on Thursday, July 30, 2015 regarding the
proposed construction of non-tolled mobility improvements at the MoPac intersections of Slaughter Lane
and La Crosse Avenue in southwest Austin. These intersections were originally constructed in 1992 and have
grown increasingly congested over the years. Traffic congestion at these intersections is causing travel
delays and adversely affecting access and mobility. This is a separate project with its own operational
independent utility from the MoPac South Environmental Study. For more information about the

MoPac Intersections project, visit: http://www.mopacsouth.com/intersections/study.php

MoPac Intersections Environmental Study Public Hearing
Bowie High School (cafeteria)

4103 Slaughter Lane, Austin, TX 78749

Thursday, July 30, 2015

- 5:00-6:00 PM: Open House - profect information will be available for review, and project team members
will be available to answer questions.
- 6:00 PM: Technical Presentations, followed by a public comment period

The proposed improvements would extend the MoPac main lanes underneath both intersections. The
intersection of La Crosse Avenue and MoPac would be configured as a standard diamond interchange,
typical of most intersections in the area. The intersection at Slaughter Lane and MoPac would be a diverging
diamond intersection (DDI).

A DDI is an innovative intersection that shifts traffic approaching the intersection to the left, then back to
the right after the intersection to allow drivers who want to turn left to keep moving and reduce the number
of traffic signal intervals. An informational video demonstrating how the DDI would operate can be viewed
here: http://www.mopacsouth.com/intersections/innovative-solutions.php

Because DDI’s are relatively new to Central Texas, we have been and will continue to reach out to the
community to share this video and other information about DDls.

No additional right-of-way would be required to accommodate the proposed improvements, and no
residential or business displacements would result from implementation. The improvements would not be
tolled.

Although the Draft Environmental Assessment document identifies proposed improvements,

final environmental approval can occur only after a public comment period including a public hearing,
consideration of comments, and evaluation of environmental effects. A final decision about whether or not
to build the project is anticipated later this year. If the improvements are approved, TxDOT will lead
construction.

Please let us know if you have any questions or concerns about the project. We would be happy to schedule
a meeting with you or your staff.

Sincerely,

Mario Espinoza, Deputy Executive Director
Central Texas Regional Mobility Authority
mespinoza@mobilityauthority.com
512-450-6291

Greg Malatek, P.E. District Engineer
Texas Department of Transportation
Austin District
Greg.Malatek@txdot.gov
512-832-7000 <tel:512-832-7000>
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Businesses Walked for MoPac Intersections Public Hearing

July 15,2015

Handouts: MoPac Intersections Fact Sheet, DDI Fact Sheet, Public Hearing Postcard

The area included businesses along Slaughter Lane between Sendera Mesa Drive on
the east side of MoPac and Beckett Road on the west side of MoPac. There are no
businesses at the LaCrosse Avenue intersection. LB] Wildflower Center is there, as is
an entrance to a neighborhood. A total of 38 businesses received the handouts. One
business was closed. Alamo Drafthouse Cinema accepted the flyers but also
suggested we reach out to their corporate offices if we have not done so already.

Northeast Corner of Slaughter Lane
McLane Family Dental

Austin Immediate Care
Wendy's

Taco Bueno

Back Spin

Which Wich

Castle Dental

Birds Barber Shop

Say Om

Northwest Corner of Slaughter Lane

Chase Bank

St. David's Urgent Care
Kash Boutique

Nails & You

Class Act Cleaners

Kumon

Southwest Smiles Family Dentistry
Kidspa

Barre3

Edward Jones Investments
Circle C Orthodontics
Sweet Caroline’s

Southwest Corner of Slaughter Lane

Mattress Firm

ATX Bikes

Koko FitClub

Austin Mail Express
Reid’s cleaners

ZPizza

TCBY

Pronails

Burger Fi

Matthew Horne Dentistry

MoPac Intersections
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On Call Emergency Center

AT&T

North by Northwest

Alamo Drafthouse Cinema (also suggested we call their corporate office at 512-219-
7800)

The Coffee Bean and Tea Leaf

Austin Diagnostic Clinic

Southeast Corner of Slaughter Lane
United Heritage Credit Union
Walgreens
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tel:512-219-7800
tel:512-219-7800
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Central Texas Reglonal Mobility Authority

¢/o0 MoPac Intersections Environmental Study
3300 North IH-35, Suite 300

Austin, TX 78705

Public Hearing 7-30-15
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Attachment D

Photographs




Photo 1: Guests registered at the sign in table for public hearing.
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Photo 2: Ms. Melissa Hurst from the Mobility Authority explains the preliminary layout for the Build Alternative.

MoPac Intersections 3 Public Hearing Summary Report
Travis County Attachment D July 30, 2015



Photo 3: Video shows neighbors how the diverging diamond intersection at Slaughter Lane/MoPac will work.
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Photo 4: Attendees discuss the diverging diamond intersection at Slaughter Lane and MoPac.
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Photo 5: Mr. Jimmy Robertson, AICP from Jacobs gives technical presentation.
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Photo 6: Audience listens to presentation at public hearing.
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Photo 7: Mr. Bill Bunch of Keep MoPac Local provides testimony.
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Photo 8: Mr. Chris Bishop from TxDOT gives background information on project.
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Photo 9: Visitor reviews proposed noise barrier locations.
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Photo 10: Project team discusses MoPac Intersections with attendees.
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Photo 11: Project team discusses MoPac Intersections with attendees.
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Photo 12: Attendees walk through a series of display boards explaining the project.
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1 PROCEEDIMNGS

2 ME. BISHOP: Ladies and gentlemen i1f you

3 will, take your seats, please.

4 If you can hear me, please take vyour

5 seats so the public hearing can begin this evening.

3 UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: We can't hear you.
7 ME. BISHOP: Is that better? Oh,

g wonderful.

9 Well, first of all, good evening. My

10 name is Chris Bishop; and I am the Public Information

11 Officer for the Austin District of TxDOT, or the Texas
12 Department of Transportation, if vou like the long name.
13 Today is July 30, 2015; it is 6:01 p.m.

14 I would like to begin the Public Hearing for the

15 proposed MoFac Intersection Project. The project limits
16 are from north of Slaughter Lane to south of Lacrosse

17 Avenue.

18 Tonight Lorena Echeverria de Misi is

19 going to be serving as our Official Public Hearings
20 Officer.
21 This evening's proceedings are going to
22 be conducted in English. We do have, I believe, Spanish
23 translation services available; and if needed, please
24 raise your hand and talk to the folks back at the table.
25 On behalf of TxDOT, I would like to
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welcome you to tonight's hearing. We want to thank you
all for your attendance, and we loock forward to
receiving your comments.

If you did not sign in tonight, please do
so either during the break or before leaving tonight.
We want to have a record of everybody's attendance this
evening. That way we can also add you to our mailing
list for any future project updates.

The format of this hearing is shown on
the agenda located in vour information packet and on the
screen. If you did not receive a packet when you
entered, once again, they are back at the =sign-in table.

After my opening and brief introduction,
Jimmy Robertson with Jacobs is going to present a
summary of the proposed project, environmental process
and studies; and then Stephanie Messerli with Jacobs is
going to present the engineering design.

At this time we're going to take a moment
also to recognize the local government officials that
are present tonight. Austin City Council Member Ellen
Troxclair. There she is.

(Applause.)

ME. BISHOP: Did we miss anybody else
from the list, somebody that they didn't ecatch? Any

other elected officials? Terrifiec. It's nice to be on
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top of things.

I would also like to recognize the
personnel here from TxDOT and from the Central Texas
Regional Mobility Authority. If vou're =itting, please
stand and wave. If you're standing, please wave. These
are typically the people you're going to find at the
display boards over on the sides and in the back. Look
for folks with name tags.

And we also want to thank the Austin
Independent School District and Bowie High School for
allowing us the use of their facility for tonight's
hearing.

You may be asking: Why am I here? In
which case --

{Loud horn sounded.)

ME. BISHOP: Okay. We'll fix that for
you.

{Laughter.)

ME. BISHOP: The purpose of this Public
Hearing is to provide an update on the project, describe
the alternatives studied to address project need and
purpose, present the Draft Environmental Assessment and
the Build Alternative that resulted from those studies,
and to receive public input on the Environmental

Assessment and the Build Alternative.
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1 Here's the way this works: Following the
2 technical presentations, we're going to take a l5-minute
3 break. Then we're going to be receiving your verbal
4 comments. Flease feel free to, once again, go back to
5 the exhibits in the open house area. Staff is going to
3 be available -- look for the tags -- to answer your
7 gquestions at that time.
3 After the break, we're going to call the
] hearing back to order for the public comment session.
10 Verbal comments will be limited to 3 minutes and will be
11 taken in the order that the speaker cards are received,
12 and vou will make the comments to me and the court
13 reporter up here at the microphone.
14 You may have noticed, as I just said, we
15 have a court reporter here with us tonight to record
16 your comments. She will be preparing a transcript of
17 this hearing.
18 The comment portion of the hearing is
19 solely intended for receiving verbal public comment
20 about the proposed MoPac Intersections project. For
21 that reason, we will not be answering gquestions during
22 the formal public comment period. It's vour time to
23 talk, not necessarily to ask gquestions. You get to
24 state yvour mind. We're not going to be answering any
25 gquestions you raise. However, the project team is going
Page 5
Acuscribe Court Reporters, Inc. - A Veritext Company
(BO0) 4970277
MoPac Intersections 6 Public Hearing Summary Report
Travis County Attachment F July 30, 2015



10

11

1z

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

MoPac Intersections

Travis County

Job No. 2095200

to be available during the break to answer guestions one
on one. We will be available for a short period after
the comment period; and, if necessary, after the
hearing, we'll find somebody for vou to talk to.

If you wish to present a wverbal
comment == I know you probably understand, but I'm going
over this for the newbies -- please £ill out a speaker
registration card at the sign-in table. Leave the
completed card with the staff there. The speakers will
be called up in the order submitted.

¥ou can provide verbal comments to the
court reporter. You can also submit written comments --
there's other ways for you to send those in -- if you
want to let things gel, vou're not guite ready to speak
this evening.

At the back of your information packet
there is a comment form. If yvou don't want to comment
or 1f yvou do want to comment, but you don't want to
speak verbally tonight or want to comment in more detail
or in addition to anvthing you say tonight, please
submit wour comments in writing. They can be placed in
the box in the back, they can be faxed, mailed, or sent
online. Sorry, no carrier pigeons allowed tonight. You
can find out all the ways vou can submit a comment in

yvour handout packet.
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All comments to be included in the public
hearing comment Record must be received by August 10th,
2015 == you have a little bit of time =- by midnight
Central Daylight Time. Your comments will be reviewed
and taken into consideration during future project
development. & comment and response report is going to
be included in the summary of this Public Hearing and
will be posted online at www.MoPacSouth.com when
complete. You be able to find them there.

At this time Jimmy Robertson with Jacobs
is going to come up and present a summary of the
environmental process and studies.

Jimmy .

ME. ROBERTS0M: Thank wou, Chris.

Good evening, everyone. My name is Jimmy
Robertson with Jacobs Engineering, and I am assisting
TxDOT and the Mobility Authority on the MoPac
Intersections Environmental Study.

How that we have covered the format of
the Public Hearing and wayes to provide comments, I want
to share an overview of the proposed project.

bs Chris mentioned, the proposed project
limits are from approximately 2,500 feet north of
Slaughter Lane to approximately 3,700 feet south of

La Crosse Avenue. The proposed project is approximately
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1 Z miles long.
2 The Mobility Ruthority and TxDot studied
3 several alternatives for addressing the purpose and need
4 for improvements. The Build Alternative identified
5 through the Environmental Assessment would extend MoPac
3 through lanes under both Slaughter Lane and La Crosse
7 Avenue intersections using under passes. Before we get
] into the details of the Build Alternative, I'd like to
g talk about the Draft Environmental Assessment that was
10 made available for public comment on June 30th, 2015.
11 This Federal Environmental Assessment was
12 conducted under the regquirements defined in the Wational
13 Environmental Policy Ackt.
14 The document includes an assessment of
15 potential direct, indirect and cumulative impacts to the
16 natural and human environment as shown on this slide and
17 on the exhibits at the back of the room.
18 The public was engaged on this project
19 beginning with the development of the need for and
20 purpose of the proposed improvements, and on the
21 evaluation of alternative options.
22 Community involvement has taken many
23 forms including over 20 stakeholder meetings, an open
24 house outside Burger Fi in October 2013, a virtual open
25 house, attendance at community events such as the
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Circle C Food Trailer Night, fact sheets, e-newsletters,
and webpage updates.

The purpose of the proposed project is to
reduce travel delay and enhance safety.

The need for a project arises from
historic population and employment growth in the
surrounding area, which has led to traffic congestion,
increased delay, and crashes at the intersections.
Growth trends are expected to continue, leading to
further deterioration in intersection operations and
safety.

The Metropolitan Planning Organization,
MPO, for Bastrop, Burnet, Caldwell, Hays, Travis, and
Williamson counties, the Capital Area Metropolitan
Planning Organization, CAMPO, is responsible for
conducting urban transportation planning process for the
Austin metropolitan area. &As part of this mission,
CAMPO monitors regional growth trends and provides
forecasts for population, households, and employment for
use in both short-term and long-term planning.

Based on information from CAMPO, between
1990 to 2012, the population has increased by 86
percent. These growth trends are expected to continue.
Between 2012 an 2035, the population is projected to

grow by another 61 percent.
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1 Between 19%0 to 2012, the employment has
2 grown almost 90 percent. These growth trends are

3 expected to continue. Between 2012 and 2035, the

4 employment is projected to grow by 74 percent.

5 This continued growth will exacerbate the
3 current congestion problems at the Slaughter Lane and
T La Crosse Avenue intersections.

3 Increasing traffic on MoPac has created
9 an additional burden to the already congested

10 intersections at Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue.
11 A traffic analysis was performed using
12 peak=hour turning movement counts collected in October
13 2013 to understand the current intersection operations
14 at these two cross streets MoPac northbound and south-

15 bound lanes. In addition, the CAMPO 2035 Travel Demand

16 Model was used to forecast the travel times at these
17 intersections.
18 Under the Mo Build or Do Hothing
19 Alternative, it could take three times longer to drive
20 on MoPac through the Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue
21 intersections in 2035.
22 MoPac is a grade-separated intersection
23 and access-controlled facility from its northern
24 terminus at SH 45 Horth down to Davis Lane. South of
25 Davis Lane, MoPac has at-grade intersections with
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1 Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue, representing the

2 only remaining signalized intersections on the entire

3 facility. &n analysis of crash data from 2008 to mid-

4 2013 was performed to compare conditions and crash rates
5 for the project area with the grade-separated area

6 immediately to the north.

7 The grade-separated section of MoPac from
g William Cannon Drive to Davis Lane has a crash rate of

] 47.1 crashes per 100 million wvehicle miles travelled, or
10 VMT, as compared to the project area, which has 55.7

11 crashes per 100 million VMT. The grade-separated

12 section just north of the project area has a lower crash
13 rate even when it carries more than double the traffic
14 volume.

15 After defining the need for and purpose

16 of improvements at these two intersections with MoPac,
17 the Study Team considered alternatives that could reduce
18 travel delay and enhance safety.

19 Initially the Study Team evaluated
20 overpasses, the MoPac non-tolled mainlanes passing over
21 Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue, and underpasses,
22 the MoPac non-tolled mainlanes passing under Slaughter
23 Lane and La Crosse Avenue.
24 Based on this evaluation and the support
25 of the public, the Study Team decided to focus on
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1 underpasses for the following reasons: Existing
2 conditions in the project area favor the geometry for an
3 underpass, owing in part to the original construction
4 plans, which were designed with a planned future
5 underpass at both Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue.
3 When MoPac was built in early 19%90s, the intent was to
7 convert the connections at Slaughter Lane and La Crosse
3 Avenue to entrance and exit ramps when the future lanes
g were constructed.
10 The cost of constructing underpasses is
11 about $12.5 million less than overpasses. The Mo Build
12 or Do Nothing Alternative was also considered in the
13 Draft Environmental Assessment.
14 Several innovative underpass options were
15 considered, including: standard diamond intersection,
16 gsingle-point urban intersection, grade-separated round-
17 about, and diverging diamond intersection.
18 At Slaughter Lane and MoPac a diverging
19 diamond intersection would best achieve the project
20 purpose to reduce travel delay and enhance safety:
21 Mo conditional right-of-way is needed.
22 It ig important that the intersection improvements fit
23 within existing right-of-way to cause the least amount
24 of impacts to the surrounding environmental and adjacent
25 land uses.
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The standard diamond and the roundabout
alternatives would not accommodate anticipated 2035
traffic volumes or number of turning movements.

The single-point urban intersection would
accommodate anticipated 2035 traffic volumes, but travel
time delays would be longer than a diverging diamond
intersection and it would be more expensive than a
diverging diamond intersection.

At La Crosse Avenue a standard diamond
intersection best achieved the project purpose:

Mo additional right-of-way is needed.

The standard diamond intersection
accommodates the anticipated traffic volume in Z035.

bnd it was originally envisioned in the
design when MoPac was constructed in the early 1990s;
therefore, it fit well in the existing facility.

The Build Alternative that was analyzed
in the Environmental Assessment includes the non-tolled
mainlanes passing under Slaughter Lane and under
La Crosse Avenue. This was accomplished with a
diverging diamond intersection at Slaughter Lane and a
standard diamond intersection at La Crosse Avenue.
Stephanie Messerli will provide more detail on the
design of the Build Alternative later in this

presentation.
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1 The Build Alternative is consistent with

2 the purpose and need; regquires no additional

3 right=of=way and, therefore, no commercial or

4 residential relocations; avolids and minimizes impacts to
5 water guality; minimizes traffic noise levels; is

6 consistent with the regional planning efforts; provides
7 safe pedestrian and bicycle access; and causes no harm

3 to endangered species.

] Potential impacts resulting from the

10 proposed project to the human environment were evaluated
11 in the Environmental Assessment.

12 There would be no impacts to land use in
13 the area because this project would be built within the
14 exist right-of-way.

15 Background research of archeological and
16 historic resources was conducted, resulting in the

17 identification of two archeological sites which were not
18 eligible for the Hational Register of Historic Places.
19 These studies showed that no adverse effects to cultural
20 resources would result from this project.
21 An analysis of sSoCloeCOnoOmic resources
22 was conducted and found that there would be no
23 disproportionately high and adverse effects on minority
24 and low-income populations.
25 Potential impacts from carbon monoxide
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and mobile source air toxics or (MSATs) were also
evaluated and no adverse effects to air guality are
anticipated.

A review of regulatory databases was
conducted and an Initial Site Assessment for Hazardous
Materials was prepared. HNo hazardous materials concerns
were identified.

Wisual impacts would be minimal.

Slaughter Lane would be raised less than 3 feet above
its existing elevation. La Crosse Avenue would remain
at current its current elevation, resulting in
negligible to no change in viewsheds of adjacent
properties. The removal of trees in the median may make
the intersection more vigible for some properties and
may result in a view across the right-of-way which was
previously blocked by vegetation.

Traffic noise will be highlighted in more
detain in the next slide.

A Traffic Hoise Analysis was conducted to
examine existing noise levels and projected future noise
levels. This analysis concluded that there would be a
noise impact at 101 noise receivers including
residences, commercial properties, parks, and trails.

To mitigate for these impacts the effectiveness of noise

abatement was evaluated. MHNoise barriers were found both

Page 15

Acuscribe Court Reporters, Inc. - A Veritext Company
(B00) 4597-0277

16
Attachment F

Public Hearing Summary Report

July 30, 2015



Job No. 2095200

1 reasonable and feasible. In order to be feasible, the

2 abatement measure must be able to reduce the noise level
3 at greater than 50 percent of impacted, first row

4 receivers by at least 5 decibels. To be considered

5 reasonable, the abatement measure must not exceed the

6 cost-effectiveness criterion of 525,000 for each

7 receiver that would benefit from a noise reduction of at
] least 5 decibels. MHoise barriers, shown with orange

9 lines on the slide, were found to be reasonable and

10 feasible on east side of MoPac at Circle C Wildflower

11 Park and the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center and on
12 the west side of MoPac from Slaughter Lane to La Crosse
13 Avenue.

14 TxDOT will conduct noise workshops with

15 the owners of property adjacent to the proposed noise

16 barriers. These property owners will assist TxDOT in

17 determining whether the noise barrier would be

18 constructed.

19 Potential impacts resulting from the
20 proposed project to the natural environment were also
21 evaluated in the Draft Environmental Assessment.
22 The proposed project would remove the
23 trees currently in median between 5laughter Lane and
24 La Crosse Avenue. If the Build Alternative is approved
25 T®xDOT will utilize a native seed mix to create a diverse
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native roadside.

Less than a tenth of an acre of a
tributary of Slaughter Creek within the existing
right-of-way would be impacted by the project. These
impacts would be authorized under a U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers Hationwide Permit.

Part of the project is located within the
100 year floodplain. The hydraulic design for this
project will meet current FEMA and TxDOT design
criteria.

The results of studies relating to
geology, water guality, water guantity, and threatened
and endangered species will be described in the next two
glides.

TxDOT coordinated with TCEQ, the Texas
Commission on Environmental Quality, on this project.

This project is located over the Barton
Springs Segment of the Edwards Aquifer Recharge Zone.

Caves and karst voids are known to be
present in this area. The word "karst" describes an
area of irregular limestone in which erosion has
produced fissures, sinkholes, underground streams, and
CAVEerns.

Construction activities would not occeur

within the surface drainage of any known cave. However,
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1 the proposed project area lies within the subsurface

2 drainage basin for Blowing Sink Cave, a cave which

3 connects directly to the Edwards Aquifer. To avoid

4 impacts to caves and water guality, drainage would be

5 directed away from cave entrances located outside the

3 right-of=wvay.

7 The maximum cut depth under Slaughter

3 Lane would be approximately 23 feet, and for La Crosse

9 Avenue it would be approximately 25 feet. HRelocation or
10 adjustment of underground pipelines that eross the

11 project area do not at this time appear to be necessary.
12 The need for pipeline adjustments will be further

13 evaluated during final design and coordinated with the
14 pipeline owners to ensure the public's safety during and
15 after construction.

16 The proposed improvements would add new

17 impervious cover within the existing right-of-way. This
18 project will comply with the Edwards Aquifer Rules which
19 regquire B0 percent removal of the increase of Total
20 Suspended Solids, or TS5, which is used as a marker for
21 pollutants in runcoff. This will be accomplished by
22 incorporating temporary and permanent TCEQ approved Best
23 Management Practices and measures to protect geologic
24 features discovered during construction.
25 Based on the results of these analyses
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1 and mitigation measures no adverse effects on water
2 gquality or guantity are anticipated from this project.
k] TxDOT coordinated with the Texas Parks
4 and Wildlife Department on this project.
5 The project area includes habitat for
3 threatened and endangered species; therefore, surveys
7 were conducted for karst invertebrates, salamanders, and
3 the golden-cheeked warbler. HNo threatened or endangered
9 species were encountered during these surveys.
10 Based on the inclusion of TCEQ approved
11 Best Management Practices to protect water guality and
12 wildlife, no adverse effects are anticipated.
13 The potential for indirect impacts was
14 evaluated in the Environmental Assessment. These are
15 impacts that are farther removed in distance or occur
16 later in time but still are reasonably foreseeable.
17 Indirect impacts are mostly related to growth induced by
18 a project.
19 This project would not result in induced
20 growth and, therefore, would not result in indirect
21 impacts, based on the following reasons: This project
22 would not create new economic or development
23 cpportunities. It does not provide new accesgs to land
24 in the project area.
25 The potential for cumulative impacts was
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also evaluated in the Environmental Assessment.
Cumulative impacts are focused on incremental direct and
indirect impacts when added to the impacts of actions by
others. This study evaluated the cumulative impacts of
every project in the CAMPO 2035 Plan, including MoFac
South and 5H 45 Southwest.

Although this project is located within
the ecologically sensitive Barton Springs Segment of the
Edwards Aquifer, it would utilize TCEQ approved Best
Management Practices during construction to avoid
impacts to water guality and endangered species. The
project would not result in any direct or indirect
impacts that would contribute to cumulative impacts to
these resources.

Stephanie Messerli, our project design
engineer, will now provide a brief focus on the proposed
Build Alternative.

MS5. MESSERLI: Good evening. My name is
Stephanie Messerli with Jacobs, and I am assisting T=xDOT
and the Mobility Authority with this project.

I'm going to focus the remainder of this
presentation on the design elements of the Build
hlternative that was evaluated in the Environmental
Assessment.

As Jimmy mentioned, the proposed
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1 allowing through traffic and left-turning traffic to

2 proceed through an intersection simultanecusly.

3 This is an artistic rendering of what the
4 intersection of Slaughter Lane and MoPac could look like
5 after construction. The wviewpoint in this image is

3 looking west. Vehicles traveling westbound on Slaughter
7 Lane wanting to cross MoPac would diverge to the left

g and either take the free left turn to enter southbound

] MoPac or after crossing MoPac diverge back to the right
10 gide of the road to continue westbound on Slaughter

11 Lane. Pedestrians are accommodated in a barrier

12 protected median. The cyelist is traveling on the bike
13 lane to cross over MoPac.

14 b diverging diamond intersection is

15 currently being constructed on REM 1431 and I-35 in Round
16 Rock.

17 A representative video on how a diverging
18 diamond intersection would function is located at the

19 back of the room, and it's also available on the project
20 website at www.McPacSouth.com.
21 L standard diamond intersection is
22 proposed at La Crosse Avenue and MoPac, similar to most
23 intersections in the area.

24 This is an artistic rendering of what the
25 intersection of La Crosse Avenue and MoPac could leook
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like after construction. The viewpoint in this image is
looking south. As you can see, vehicles are traveling
on the mainlanes under La Crosse Avenue. Vehicles that
need to access La Crosse Avenue have taken an exit and
are traveling on the ramps preparing to turn right or
left onto La Crosse Avenue. The shared use path is
separated from the vehicles on the ramp. Pedestrians
and cyclists are traveling on sidewalks and bike lanes
to cross over MoPac.

This project includes an ADA-compliant
Shared Use FPath along the west side of MoPac that
connects from Slaughter Lane to La Crosse Avenue. It
would also connect to the proposed City of Austin trail
and Slaughter Creek.

Proposed improvements include
construction of ADA-compliant sidewalks on the new
bridge at Slaughter Lane and La Crosse Avenue to provide
a safe east-west connection.

Bike lanes are also included on Slaughter
Lane and La Crosse Avenue to allow cyclists to safely
cross over MoPac.

Several best management practices, or
BMPs, would be implemented during construction to avoid
and minimize any impacts, including: Stormwater

Pollution Prevention Flan; Water Pollution Abatement
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1 Plan as required by the Edwards Agquifer Rules dust
2 control measures; covering or treating disturbed areas
3 with dust suppression technigues; stormwater controls
4 will remain in place until vegetation is reestablished
5 where possible; conducting clearing of vegetation
6 outside of nesting season for migratory birds; and
7 measures will be taken to protect geologic features
] discovered during construction.
] This project would be funded with local,
10 state, and federal funds. The total project is
11 currently estimated at 546 million.
12 Chris will now describe the schedule and
13 next steps for the proposed project.
14 ME. BISHOP: Thank vou, Jimmy and
15 Stephanie.
16 For some of the new people that have come
17 in, I'm going to recap a few things. Please bear with
18 me. The comments received tonight in this Public
19 Hearing about the MoPac Intersections Project, as well
20 as other written comments submitted before the end of
21 the comment periocd, which is August 10th, will be
22 summarized, analyzed, and responded to in an overall
23 report. This final Public Hearing Report, including the
24 responses to comments, will be available to the public
25 online at www.MoPacSouth.com, and will be addressed in
Page 24
Acuscribe Court Reporters, Inc. - A Veritext Company
(BO0) 4970277
MoPac Intersections 24 Public Hearing Summary Report
Travis County Attachment F July 30, 2015



Job No. 2095200

1 the Final Environmental Assessment.
2 Once again, if you want to make verbal
3 comments tonight, please f£ill out a speaker card located
4 at the sign-in table at back. We welcome your wverbal
5 comments or written comments or a combination of both.
6 A1l will be included in the official Public Hearing
T Record.
3 Now, in a just a minute, we'll have a 15=
g minute recess. We'll then reconvene to take wverbal
10 comments.
11 Let me reiterate that public hearings
12 follow a very formalized process where the formalized
13 public comment period is solely intended for receiving
14 public comment. We will not be answering guestions
15 during that time; but if vyou do have guestions, please
16 take time to talk with the project team. They're the
17 ones wearing the name tags back at the warious exhibits.
18 We're going to take a brief recess,
19 allowing vou the opportunity to view the exhibits and
20 discuss with project team. It is 6:33 p.m., and we
21 ghould reconvene at 6:48. We are in recess.
22 (Recess from 6:33 to 6:55 p.m.)
23 ME. BISHOP: Ladies and gentlemen, if vyou
24 would, please take a seat. It is time for the public
25 comment portion of our hearing.
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1 One point that I would like to make as a

2 reminder, nothing that you'wve seen presented here

3 tonight is final. It's all subject to change based on

4 written and verbal comments that we receive.

5 If you wish to present a verbal comment

3 tonight, let's formalize it. If vou want to tell us

7 your thoughts, that's why we're here at a Public

3 Hearing. If vou haven't turned in a speaker card,

9 please give it to Robena Jackson. HRobena is at the back
10 table. If you can hear me, hold up your hand. There

11 she is, the very nice lady in the red dress back there.
12 Please give her those cards. They're located back at

13 the sign-in table if you didn't pick one up when you

14 entered. And, likewise, if yvou're somewhere else, hold
15 up your hand; and somebeody will get one to you. Just

16 make sure you get one.

17 If you do not wish to stand and speak

18 tonight, in the back of your information packet is -- or
19 any other paper or card, you can write down your
20 comments and place them in the white box back at the
21 sign-in table; and they can also be mailed or faxed to
22 the project team. That information is in vour packet.
23 The mailing address and fax number are there.
24 ¥You may also share yvour comments with the
25 court reporter. There's a second one, I believe, in the
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1 back; and if not, when we wrap this up, we can work on

2 getting that for you.

3 Let me remind you that we will not be

4 answering guestions during the verbal comment period.

5 It is your time to speak; and i1f you still have

6 gquestions, the staff will be happv to meet with you. We
7 do a time limit on the school; but, vyou know, you can

] get with them and ask guestions. And if vou need even

] more information, we'll work something out to where

10 someone can get with you, if necessary, after the

11 meeting. It might be in days to come.

12 In order to ensure that everyone who

13 wants to make a formal comment this evening has an

14 opportunity to do so, we will limit all comments to

15 3 minutes. A timer, located on the screen, will

16 indicate the beginning of vour 3 minutes; and at the end
17 of the 3 minutes, you will be asked to be seated so the
18 next speaker can make their comments.

19 Once again, we have a court reporter
20 who's going to make a written transcript. If vou have
21 additional comments, those will be added to the record
22 as well.
23 I want to state this: FPlease be sure
24 when vou come up, come to the microphone, face the court
25 reporter or face me. The court reporter so that she's
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sure to get all the nuances of what yvou're saying, or
you can speak to me if you want to have somebody that's
pretty much at eye level. I'll be happy to do that for
you.

I'm going to call out the names of people
who are signed up to speak in order, and use the
microphone. I ask you to state your name and then go
into whatever your comments are so that they can be
recorded.

Mike Abkowitz. I'm sorry if I have the
accent on the wrong syllable.

And, if you would, spell yvour last name
just to make sure that, A, we can understand your
handwriting and so that the court reporter gets it
properly.

ME. ABEOWITZ: My name 1s Mike Abkowitz,
B-B-K-0-W-I-T-Z. I'm the Interim Executive Director of
the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center. Thank you for
the opportunity to speak.

The University of Texas Lady Bird Johnson
Wildflower Center encompasses 279 acres at the southeast
intersection of La Crosse Avenue and MoPac. The Center
is a neighboring property that is impacted by the MoPac
South, MoPac Intersections, and Southwest 45 projects.

It is alsoc a subcontract consultant for this property,
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1 providing expertise to TxDOT in the creation of
2 ecological roadside on the MoPac South and Intersections
3 projects.
4 UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: We can't hear you.
5 Louder.
3 ME. ABEOWITZ: These three projects taken
7 together will significantly impact people and the
3 environment in this area. If done appropriate, these
] projects could create beautiful, ecologically rich
10 roadsides that support wildlife, natural ecosystems, and
11 the people living and working nearby.
12 We want these projects to carry forward,
13 supporting Lady Bird Johnson's vision to improve our
14 roadsides with native wildflowers and grasses.
15 The MoPac Intersections Project is a step
16 in the right direction. It will potentially improve
17 safety and access to drivers, pedestrians, and bikers at
18 that intersection.
19 The Wildflower Center welcomed 130,000
20 vigitors last year and depends on admissions revenue.
21 Safety is an important concern.
22 We also appreciate TxDOT for the design
23 that suppresses the lanes at La Crosse, which could help
24 noise issues at that intersection. Still, much will
25 need to be done to improwve the landscapes at that
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1 intersection, particularly in light of (inaudible)
2 species and major tree removals that will occur in the
3 existing median.
4 However, we have concerns that
5 {inaudible) taken together will contribute to the
& increased traffic on MoPac South. Increased traffiec on
7 MoPac South may produce traffic noise and air pollution
] to the extent that it would jeopardize the viability of
] the Wildflower Center as a public botanic garden,
10 wildlife haven, popular event center, popular recreation
11 space, and planet research and conservation
12 organization.
13 There's no current plan to alleviate
14 noise from La Crosse South to the connection with
15 Southwest 45. MoPac is currently slated to remain at
16 and above grade level there, which will lead to
17 increased noise pollution, much more than any sound wall
18 can alleviate.
19 We recommend that this concern be
20 identified and addressed in the project planning in a
21 cumulative way so for the MoPac South, MoPac
22 Intersections, and Southwest 45 projects and a solution
23 be found to mitigate increased noise level from traffic.
24 Thank vou for your consideration.
25 MR. BISHOP: Thank you.
Page 30
Acuscribe Court Reporters, Inc. - A Veritext Company
(BO0) 4970277
MoPac Intersections 30 Public Hearing Summary Report
Travis County Attachment F July 30, 2015



Job No. 2095200

1 Zoila Vega.

2 (Ho response.)

3 ME. BISHOF: I was told that she had

4 left, but I'm making sure she didn't come back in.

5 Michael Fossum.

3 (Ho response.)

7 ME. BISHOP: Same thing.

g Mr. Dick EKallerman.

9 ME. KALLERMAMN: Good evening. My name is
10 Dick Kallerman. I'm Designated Chair for the Austin

11 Sierra Club. On behalf (inaudible.}

12 THE REFORTER: I'm sorry. I can't hear

13 at all.

14 UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Speak up, man.

15 ME. KALLERMAMN: (Inaudible) couple of

16 months. I know it's on vour website; but I urge you to
17 put a copy in a couple of libraries in town, hard copies
18 in a couple of libraries for those of us who are

19 computer challenged the Environmental Assessment
20 accomplished on this project.
21 An Environmental Assessment is a wvery
22 weak cousin to an Environmental Impact Statement, and
23 the Environmental Asszessment covers cumulative effects
24 which is the MoPac South Project and 45 Southwest.
25 That's about 15 miles owver the Edwards Aguifer Recharge
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Zone, and I don't know how you can do that with an
Environment Assessment. I would think an Environmental
Impact Statement, a federal impact statement, is the
very least to cover that kind of lengthy project.

There was no mention of cumulative impact
adding on the other part of the loop between 45
Southwest and Interstate 35, which would make what we
call the Western Loop or Western Bypass on
Interstate 35, from 35 all the way to Lady Bird Lake.
Mow, that's about 18 miles; and we would like to see an
Environmental Impact Statement that tells us the
environmental impact of 18 miles of highway over the
Edwards Aquifer Recharge Zone, what the cultural impact
would be, what the social impact would be of on the
western bypass to I-35.

I think somehow the federal folks in town
are in slumber mode because of the magnitude of this
project and the other projects that go along with it.
An Environmental Impact Statement, certainly, is the
very least that should be accomplished.

Thank you wvery much.

MR. BISHOP: Bill Bunch.

ME. BUNCH: Good evening. I'm Bill
Bunch, with the Keep MoPac Local Cecalition. As the name

suggests, we believe that MoPac should continue to
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1 operate as it does today as primarily a local commuter

2 highway; and specifically, because of the limited access
3 at the south end, it does serve us as a local commuter

4 highway. This MoPac Intersections misnamed project is

5 really just a segment of the plan to convert MoPac to a
3 second Interstate I-35 through Austin.

7 Just as the prewvious speaker was making a
3 point and the speaker before that, vou can't pull this

] little Z-mile segment -- and it is 2 miles long, way

10 more than intersections =- adding three lanes each way,
11 a total of six lanes, occupying that currently beautiful
12 green median that we have with these three-way lanes.

13 That's not being done to serve local commuters. That is
14 being done to accommodate I-35 traffic diverted to MoPac
15 by way of the 45 Southwest connection.

16 There's zome good reasons to do this, but
17 there's some really good reasons to not do it. But it's
18 fundamentally dishonest to chop it up into four pieces
19 and never look at the whole and pretend like these
20 pieces don't make a whole because that whole iz a second
21 Interstate 35 through southwest and north Austin.
22 That fundamentally changes the city that
23 we all know and love. It endangers our parkland, Lady
24 Bird Lake, the Wildflower Center, Austin High School,
25 the waterfront from MoPac all the way into downtown
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because you can dump all this traffic off on Caesar
Chavez; but if they can't get into downtown, then you
have to pave our waterfront.

Cities around the world are removing
double-decker bridges and giant urban freeways because
of the blight that they've caused. They are lifting up
pavement out of their parklands, rather than bringing
more into it.

There are soclutions to help MoPac flow
better for current commuters. If we make it I-35 west,
you cannot build enough lanes to have it ever function;
and that's the mess that we're heading towards. Traffic
will explode, and these six lanes they want to build now
will be overwhelmed basically overnight.

S0 let's be honest. Let's not chop it up
into pieces. Let's look at it comprehensively.

Thank you.

(Applause.)

MR. BISHOP: Roy Waley.

ME. WALEY: Good evening, v'all. My name
is Roy Waley. I'm the Conservation Chair for the Austin
Regional Group.

MR. BISHOP: Excuse me, sir. Would you
please face the court reporter. You're here speaking to

us, to make your comments. If you'd like to talk to
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1 evervbody, I'm sure they'd be happy to meet you out back
2 there. And you speak well enough they'll able to hear
3 who you are and know exactly who vou are and will get
4 the message as well, but the purpose here is to make
5 sure your comments are recorded for the record. And my
3 job is to make sure that the court reporter gets that.
7 Okay? HNo offense, but let's do this right. &1l right?
3 ME. WALEY: All right. I'm all for
] following the rules.
10 My name is Roy Waley, and I am
11 Conservation Chair for the Rustin Regional Group of the
12 Sierra Club. &nd I am here tonight to speak
13 sympathetically to the neighbors and friends that we
14 have in Circle C and the traffic problems that they
15 have, and we want to find a solution for that.
16 It's simply that adding more pavement to
17 MoFac is not going to be that solution. As Mr. Bunch
18 gaid, if we complete the loop around to I-35, that puts
19 30,000 additional cars on MoFac every day; and so it is
20 not a traffiec solution.
21 For our friends in Circle C we hawve an
22 interchange problem, and we do need to find a solution
23 for that. And there i= a possibility of a Michigan
24 right turn, U=turn, however you want to call that. Aand
25 it's possible that simply the diverging diamond could be
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1 a solution also, but not if MoPac underneath it.
2 S0 we speak for our friends and neighbors
3 and fellow Austinites in Circle C, but not for the
4 people that don't live here in Austin. Sierra Club is
5 part of the Keep MoPac Local Coalition, as many
3 neighborhoods and other groups are, and businesses; and
7 we do want to keep it local, as it was originally
3 envigioned, because it was not part of the loop. And by
] doing it in stages, they are slowly building it into a
10 loop.
11 How, 1f we could simply take the money
12 that we'd be spending on this and defray the cost on 130
13 just for the trucks that run through Austin, that would
14 create better flow on I-35, which should help with the
15 MoFPac problems; and we won't increase flow on MoPac.
16 Again, adding 30,000 cars a day i1s not going to increase
17 the traffic flow -- or ease the traffic flow on MoPac.
18 S0 we do need to find a solution for
19 these interchanges. Again and again I have to say,
20 creating the outer loop which was once envisioned to go
21 well west of Austin but now to say that it's always been
22 planned as a loop, it was never planned for MoPac
23 Boulevard to be that loop. And it has always been
24 considered MoPac Boulevard. Even though it has the
25 misnomer of Loop 1, it was never envisioned as a western
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1 loop.

2 Let’'s find a solution for folks here in

3 south Austin. Let's not make that multiple lanes. It

4 doesn't work. Let's shift traffiec to 130 and alleviate
5 some of our concerns here.

3 Thank you.

7 {Applause.)

g MER. BISHOP: Jason Patman.

9 MR. PATHMAN: I'm Jason Patman. Thank you
10 everybody for taking the time to hear vour community.

11 This is how the greatest decisions in history have been
12 made.

13 We have reached a critical point for the
14 automobile, where one of the greatest innovations of the
15 modern era has met its limitations. We're swinging away
16 from moderate use and are beginning to experience the

17 effects of abuse, the ever-expanding demand for roadway.
18 In our current frame of mind, it's set

19 TxDOT eyes on a piece of land which contains geological
20 miracles, a place deemed sacred by the indigenous
21 people. This place has retained its virtue despite
22 constant threats of develeopment by the efforts of the
23 people of your community, driven not by money or private
24 interests, driven by unbounded passion to do what's best
25 for the land that gives us everything.
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1 The best solution, as always, will take
2 time and hard work. It will take loocking at how we

3 lived in the past and interfacing that with today,

4 establishing business closer to home, creating social
5 network spaces to employ your neighbors so you don't

6 have to go as far as to do the jobs that you did, and

7 eliminating the need for commerce cutside of town.

8 As of now the majority of commuters

9 travel to work scle. That's a lot of extra cars.

10 Carpooling is more fun, anyway. Employers, incentivize
11 and encourage carpools.

12 The man in the suit that comes to your

13 town in a time of struggle with promises to improve the
14 situation for the right price, the town ends up divided
15 by this unnecessary and ineffective impreovement is our

16 type of story. When a town has what they need and
17 somebody comes through with improvement from the new
18 world, it's the same story. It's history repeating

19 itself.

20 Do not be fooled by this guick fix that

21 would just end in more traffie congestion. We have

22 everything we need.

23 You're alive today, aren't you? Let's go

24 forth and honor our ancestors by making the most out of

25 what we have, locking closer to home for sclutions,
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1 building community and building our neighbors instead of
2 carving up the last of the sacred lands and waters that
3 brought the pioneers and the native people to this

4 enchanting land, where rivers merged and opportunities

5 were thick.

3 Thank you.

7 {Applause.)

g MR. BISHOP: Jim Schissler.

9 ME. SCHISSLER: Hello. My name is Jim

10 Schigsler. I'd like to say that I think this project

11 should move forward to complete MoPac as an expressway,
12 converting the last two signalized intersections into

13 interchanges. This is the last phase of a design for

14 the highway whose time has come based on the volume of
15 traffic and the continued growth in southwest Austin.

16 With their commitment to making the

17 environmental standards and advancements in pollution

18 controls, I'm sure this will be a great example of how
19 engineering can improve the conditions of those using
20 MoFPac. The evidence iz based on the current conditions
21 of MoPac that these interchanges were originally
22 designed to be built, and their time has come.
23 Thank you.

24 ME. BISHOP: Thank wyou.

25 {Applause.)
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ME. BISHOP: Jeremy Martin.

ME. MARTIN: Good evening. My name is
Jeremy Martin, and I'm here on behalf of the Austin
Chamber of Commerce. The Austin Chamber of Commerce is
a membership organization representing 3,000 businesses
here in Central Texas.

The Chamber supports comprehensive
regional multi-mobile transportation systems. These
proposed intersection improvements on MoPac South will
reduce traffic and improve mobility. The Chamber
supports the immediate construction at these
intersections to provide much needed traffic congestion
relief as soon as possible.

Thank vou for your time this evening.

{Applause.)

ME. BISHOP: Zach Causey.

ME. CAUSEY: Thank vou for your time.

I'm here to address issues of our flawed infrastructure.

Essentially (inaudible) ==

MR. BISHOP: Move a little closer to the
mic. We want to make sure she hears what vou're tryving
to 2ay. We don't want her to have problems.

MR. CAUSEY: Can yvou hear me now?

THE REPORTER: When you stay close enough

to the mic.
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1 MR. CAUSEY: I think that there are

2 issues with our infrastructure. I think that we have
3 solutions on the table that we're not addressing, such
4 as our public transportation system. Carpooling is a
5 great option. There are lots of people on the roads by
] themselves, commuting to and from work; and it's

7 completely unnecessary, in my opinion.

8 I think that as indiwviduals in our

9 community, we band together and find solutions to the
10 greater problems of traffic and congestion. I don't
11 think the soluticns are building overpasses and

12 underpasses. I think the solutions are looking to our
13 neighbors and locking te our friends at destinations
14 that nearby ours and coming together as people, you

15 know, with shared rescurces. We can save money, Save
16 time, and save our lands.

17 And I loock at this 45 Scuthwest

18 connection that we have approved to build, and I don't
1% see very much progress in the way of moving towards a
20 solution. I see progress towards backpedaling and
21 moving away from what is going to be that future.
22 We need to invest in more public
23 transportation as far as trains, and I alsoc think the
24 public bus system could be improved with the same money

25 that would be used for building roads instead of
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1 building more roads for commuters.

2 Thank you for your time.

3 (Applause. )

4 MR. BISHOP: Zoila Vega.

5 UNIDENTIFIED SPFEAKER: She left for good.
] MR. BISHOF: Okay. I got the message

7 that she may have come back in.

8 Okay. That completes the list of

9 speakers for this evening.

10 Again, all comments received by

11 hugust 10th will be included in the public hearing

12 record and available to the public online with the cost
13 of reproduction, by contacting our ocffice.

14 Since this completes the werbal comments,
15 we're going to cleose this hearing. I want to thank you

16 for attending tenight. The time is 7:20. This hearing
17 iz officially adjourned. Have a safe trip home.

18 (Applause. )

19 {Hearing adjourned at 7:22 p.m.)

20 ==ooloo==

21

22

23

24

25
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CERTIFICATE OF COURT REPORTER

I, Karen Geddes, a Certified shorthand
Reporter in and for the State of Texas, before whom the
foregoing comments were taken, 4o hereby certify that
the comments were taken by me in shorthand at the time
and place menticoned in the caption hereof and thereafter
transcribed by me; that said testimony is a true record
of the comments given by said citizen; that I am neither
counsel for, related to, nor employved by any of the
parties to the action in which this Open House was
taken; and further, that I amnot a relative or employee
of any counsel or attorney emploved by the parties
hereto, nor financially or otherwise interested in the
outcome of this action.

Certified to by me this 10th day of August,
2015 .

Kamvem Deddes

KAREN GEDDES, Texas CSR 5627
Expiration Date: 12/31/1¢
Veritext Legal Sclutions
Firm Registration No. 571

207 W. 7th Street, Suite 1350
Fort Worth, Texas 76102

Phone - (817)336-2042

Page 6

AcuScribe Court Reporters, Inc. - & Vertext Corpany
(800)497-0277
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Q | am employed by TXDOT
U { do business with TxDOT , _ .
L1 | could benefit monetarlly from the project or other ftem ahout which | am commenting

All written comments will be givep the same consideration as comments presented at this public
hearing. You may leave the card with s tonight, fax ft to 51.2-996-9784 or mall it to the-address on the
back of this ferm no later than Monday, August 10, 2015. {Te mall, please fold the form In half with this
part on the inside and affix a postage stamp. Please tape closed, do nol staple.) You can also submit

comments thiough the project website; www.MoPacSouth.com under Contact Us.

The _pedtetaan W@;@}S. of e Sr@ﬁwm

bicophon  dre by awbat . Tie Mﬁ“ Scud s e
mediane trot:  CQOnk aver Moo W” WMM'H‘M}@
VWY wninvitive  pnvivomno Gy anions drak s on Cat
oF m & bilew: Sems ke g @Q(f@r%‘\a\ﬁlf&f. Ba. o
| Hande oL ot m%&ﬁﬁwﬁ fun aﬁpwm%q‘ b Hpws s
i _Systern Jhot Supports 2 imdvndnad  wode e ey
Mot goer B Smci}& o wbuctag L whed powtd

retiny Melp covshin. Mdheq copeciby by aapendiis
.. mm ’ :.




TS plan s Stimplay . Awg—f?m
An ee IVSRA Awechn .

" Central Texas Regional Mobility Authonty
¢/o MoPac Iniersections Environmental S‘tudy
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MR. ABKOWITZ: My name is Mike Abkowitz,
A-B—K~0-W—-I-T-Z. I'm the Interim Executive Director of
the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center. Thank you for
the opportunity to sﬁeak. .

The University of Texas Lady Bird Johnson
Wildflower Center encompasses 279 acres at the southeast
intersection of La Crosse Avenue and MoPac. The Center
is a neighboring property that is impacted by the MoPac

South, MoPac Intersections, and Southwest 45 projects.

Tt is also a subcontract consultant for this property,

providing expertise to TxDOT in the creation of

intersection, particularly in light of (inaudible)
species and major tree removals that will occur in the
existing median.

However, we have concerns that
(inaudible} taken toéether will contribute to the
increased traffic on MoPac South. Increased traffic on
MoPac South may produce traffic noise and air pollution
to the extent that it would jeopardize the viability of
the Wildflower Center as a public botanic garden,
wildlife haven, popular event center, popular recreation
space, and planet research and conservation
organization.

There's no current plan to alleviate
noise from La Crosse South to the connection with
Southwest 45. MoPac is currently slated to remain at
and above grade level there, which will lead to
increased noise pollution, much more than any sound wall

can alleviate.

We recommend that this concern be
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ecological roadside on the MoPac South and Intersections

projects.,
UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: We can't hear you.

i

Louder.,

MR. ABKOWITZ: These three projects taken
together will significantly impact people and the
environment in this area. If done appropriate, these
projects could create beautiful, ecologically rich
roadsides that support wildlife, natural ecosystems, and
the people living and working nearby.

We want these projects to carry forwafd,
supporting Lady Bird Johnson's vision to improve our
roadsides with native wildflowers and grasses.

The MoPac Intersections Project is a step
in the right direction. It will potentially improve
safety and access to drivers, pedestrians, and bikers at
that intersection,

The Wildflower Center welcomed 136,080
visitors last year and depends on admissions revenue.
Safety is an important concern,

We also appreciate TXDOT for the design
that suppresses the lanes at La Crosse, which could help
noise issues at that intersection. Still, much wiltl

need to be done to improve the landscapes al that
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identified and addressed in ‘the project planning in a
cumulative way so for the MoPac South, MoPac’
Intersections, and Southwest 45 projects and a solution

be found to mitigate increased noise level from traffic.

Thank you for your consideration.
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Lady Bird Johnson

Wildflowercenter

"% THE UNIVERSITY OF TEXAS AT AUSTIN

? 4801 La Crossk AVENUR | AusTin, TX 787391702 | 512.232.0100 | FAX:512.232.0156 | www.wiLorLower.orG

August 7, 2015

CTRMA

C/O MoPac Intersections Environmental Study
3300 N. IH-35, Ste. 300

Austin, TX 78705

RE: Draft Environmental Assessment MoPac (State Loop 1) Intersections, Austin District
From North of Slaughter Lane to South of La Crosse Avenue CSJ: 3 136-01-015
Travis County, Texas, June 2015

Dear Project Director:

The University of Texas Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center would like to take this
opportunity to provide comments based on our review of the 2015 Draft Environmental
Assessment for the MoPac (State Loop 1) Intersections project, We are particularly
concerned about the cumulative impacts of this project when combined with two other
proposed projects, the MoPac South and the SH-458W projects,

The Wildflower Center encompasses 279 acres at the intersection of La Crosse Avenue
and MoPac. It is a public botanic garden, wildlife haven, popular events center, outdoor
recreational space, and nationally renowned native plant research and conservation
organization, Last year, the Wildflower Center welcomed 130,000 visitors and currently
depends on revenue from admissions, memberships and facility rentals to carry forth its
mission.

Cumulative Impact of MoPac Intersections, MoPac South and SH-458W Projects

If implemented appropriately, the MoPac Intersections Project, MoPac South and SH-
458W projects could create ecologically rich roadsides that support wildlife, native
ecosystems, and the people living and working nearby. Lady Bird Johnson’s vision was
to improve our roadsides with natjve wildflowers and grasses, These projects — just
outside of her namesake Center’s doorstep ~ could become an environmental model for
how to do roads right in Texas and the U.s,

However, if implernented piecemeal and inappropriately, these three projects will have a
cumnulative adverse impact on the environment and the Wildflower Center’s activities,
Increased traffic noise, pollution and environmental degradation could threaten the
viability of the Center as a tourist destination and event center, The projects could also
negatively impact the Center’s family education programs (in the Luci and Ian Family

The mission of the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center is to conserve, restare and create healthy landscapes.




Garden proximal to MoPac) and the Center’s native ccosystems that support Texas plants
and animals.

The MoPac Intersections project, as it stands with a La Crosse overpass and depressed
lanes, is a step in the right direction. That option will potentially improve safety and
access for drivers, pedestrians and bikers coming to the Wildflower Center and
surrounding neighborhoods and attractions, including the Veloway and the forthcoming
Violet Crown Trail. The depressed lanes could also help with highway noise issues at that
intersection specifically.

However, much will need to be done to improve the landscapes at the intersection,
particularly in light of invasive species and major tree removals that will occur in the
existing median to make way for depressed lanes there. It should be noted that the
Wildflower Center is a subcontracted consultant that is providing ecological expertise to
Jacobs Engineering and TxDOT on the MoPac South and Intersections projects. Center
staff have performed ecological assessments of the impacted areas of MoPac South and
Intersections projects and are currently working with Jacobs to develop a vegetative and
landscape plan for the MoPac Intersections project.

There is great potential for improving the ecology of these roadside landscapes. However,
we are concetmed that the three proposed projects would cumulatively contribute to
increased traffic on MoPac South. Increased traffic would produce traffic noise and air
polltution to an extent that could jeopardize the existence of the Wildflower Center as a
public amenity and research organization.

There is no current plan to alleviate noise from La Crosse Avenue south to the connection
with SH-455W. MoPac is currently slated to remain at- and above-grade there, which
will lead to increased noise and pollution. There are sound walls proposed for a short
section near La Crosse as part of the Intersections project. According to information
provided to us by TxDQOT, the parts of the Wildflower Center that would be affected by
the increased traffic noise are beyond the noise buffer that the sound wall would create,
Therefore, upon completion of this project, the sound of traffic would be increased rather
than decreased at the Wildflower Center.

We recommend that this concern be identified and addressed in project planning in a
cumulative way for the MoPac South, MoPac Intersections and the SW-458W project,
and a solution be found to mitigate increased noise levels from greater traffic and

increased truck access.

These three projects taken together will also significantly impact the ecology of this area,
but as stated above, there is an opportunity to improve the existing design using sound
ecological principles. There must be an appropriate plan that decreases the invasion of
non-native plants, improves adjacent landscapes with native plants, promotes wildlife
populations (for example, pollinators), and improves water retention and quality.



Draft Envirenmental Assessment for MoPac (State Loop 1) Intersections

As stated in the 2015 Draft Environmental Assessment, the Wildflower Center is
considered a 4(f) property as codified in 23 CFR 774.15(e)(1). Section 4(f) refers to the
original section within the U.S. Depariment of Transportation Act of 1966, which
provided for consideration of park and recreation lands, wildlife and waterfow! refuges,
and historic sites during transportation project development, The law, now codified in 49
U.S.C. §303 and 23 U.S.C. §138, applies only to the U.S. Department of Transportation
(U.S. DOT) and is implemented by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and
the Federal Transit Administration through the regulation 23 Code of Federal Regulations
(CFR) 774. Federal Code includes protections for “noise-sensitive facilities™ such as the
Wildflower Center where serenity and quiet are significant attributes. “Constructive use”
occurs when the projected noise level increase attributable to the project substantially
interferes with the use and enjoyment of a noise-sensitive facility. As defined,
constructive use is a type of indirect use in which a transportation project's proximity
impacts (as opposed to direct impacts) are so severe that the protected activities, features
or attributes that quality a resource for protection under Section 4(f) are substantially
impaired. (See https://www.environment.thwa.dot.gov/sectiondf/default.aspx.)

The Draft EA concluded that the project would not result in constructive use of a section
4(f) property. It states specifically that the increase in traffic noise resulting from the
project would not impact the majority of the Wildflower Center facilities. The only
exception is a small portion of Center trail that is adjacent to MoPac and that “its [the
trail] construction next to an existing roadway [MoPac] suggests that quiet and serenity is
not a requirement for the use and enjoyment of its attributes.”

In March 2015, Wildflower Center and TxDOT Austin District staff met to discuss the
results of the traffic noise analysis and potential ways to offset the increase in traffic
noise that would be created by the proposed project. TxDOT staff explained that a noise
barrier located in the area of greatest impact to the Wildflower Center (where the
depressed median at the La Crosse intersection would return to grade level south of La
Crosse) would reduce traffic noise for a certain distance from the barrier. However, we
learned during the course of the meeting that the Wildflower Center facilities that would
be most impacted by traffic noise are not located within the noise attenuating buffer zone
that would be created by a noise barmier. The Center’s main complex (entrance, courtyard,
auditorium, visitors’ gallery, store, café, library and observation tower) are located within
900 feet of the existing MoPac right-of-way. In addition, the recently built Luci and Ian
Family Garden is within 440 feet of the existing MoPac right of way. The Luci and lan
Family Garden is currently not represented on aerial maps being used for this project,

None of these facilities are located within the proposed noise barrier’s buffer zone.
Therefore, a noise barrier would not attenuate the significant noise impacts to the
Wildflower Center. We are concerned that this project would produce traffic noise to the
extent that it would significantly impair the function of these areas. The decline in use of
Wildflower Center facilities by the public would result in a corresponding decrease in



revenue leading to economic losses. As a result, these impacts would constitute
“constructive use” of Section 4(f) as codified in 923 CFR 774.15(e)(1).

The significance of the location of the Wildflower Center in relation to redevelopment of
South MoPac presents a unique opportunity that cannot be overstated. A principle
component of Lady Bird Johnson’s legacy is to encourage optimization of roadside
beauty and ecological richness for everyone's well-being, With this project we urge
TxDOT to go above and beyond in order to do for what’s best for the Austin area and set
a precedent for the State of Texas. '

Thank you for considering our concerns. Please feel free to contact me if you have any
questions or if we can provide any additional information.

Sincerely,

Michael Abkowitz

Executive Director (Interim)

Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center
mabkowitz@wildflower.org
512-232-0119

CC: TxDOT District Environmental Engineer-Texas Department of Transportation;
P. O. Drawer 15426, Austin, TX 78761-5426

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION-Texas Division, Mike Leary,
Director, Planning and Program Development, 300 East 8th Street, Rm 826,
Austin, TX 78701

CITY OF AUSTIN, Marc A. Ott, City Manager, Steve Adler, Mayor;
Councilmembers; P.O. Box 1088, Austin, TX 78767

TRAVIS COUNTY COMMISSIONERS COURT, Sarah Eckhardt, County
- Judge; Commissioners; P.O. Box 1748, Austin, TX 78767

CENTRAL TEXAS REGIONAL MOBILITY AUTHORITY- Mike
Heiligenstein, Executive Director, 3300 N IH-35, Suite 300, Austin, TX 78705

UNIVERSITY OF TEXAS AT AUSTIN, Frederick R. Steiner, Ph.D., Dean, School
of Architecture; Patricia L. Clubb, Ph.D., Vice President for University
Operations



From: Austin Chamber of Commerce [alert@austinchamber.com) on behalf of Molly Ahrens [do-not-
reply-luminate-online@blackbaud.com]

Sent: Woednesday, July 29, 2015 1:22 PM

To: Abhby Tomiinson

Subject: Official MoPac Intersection Comment

Jul 29, 2015

Ms. Abby Tomlinson
Austin, TX

Dear Ms. Tomlinson,

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Slaughter and
LaCrosse Avenue as soon as possible.

Thank you for yeur consideration.
Sincerely,

Ms. Molly Ahrens

501 E Cltorf St

Austin, TX 78704--5610
molly.ahrensfpulte.com



From: Austin Chamber of Commerce [alert@austinchamber.com] on behalf of Jennifer Alien [do-not-
reply-luminate-online@blackbaud.com]

Sent: Thursday, July 30, 2015 3:25 PM

To: Abby Tomlinson

Subject: Official MoPac Intersection Comment

Jul 30, 2015

Ms. Abby Tomlinson
Austin, TX

Dear Ms. Tomlinson,

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Slaughter and
LaCrosse Avenue as soon as possible.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Mrs. Jennifer Allen

12309 Gun Metal Dr

Austin, TX 78735-4823
(512) 243-7350
allenfaquilacommercial . com
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From: Andrews, Mandy (TATCO) [mandrews@texasamerican.com]
Sent:  Friday, July 24, 2015 12:20 PM

To: Abby Tomlinson; 'mhurst@ctrma.org’

Subject: Offical MoPac Intersection Comment

Good Friday!

I would like to voice my support in the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection projects at
Slaughter and LaCrosse Avenue as soon as possible.

Best regards,

Mandy Andrews
Senior Business Development
Mobile: (512) 695-4124

This electronic mail message transmission contains information which may be Confidential and/or
Privileged. The information is intended to be for the sole use of the individual or entity named above. If
you are not the intended recipient, be awate that any disclosure, copying, distribution or other use of the
contents of this transmission is strictly prohibited.

If you have received this electronic mail transmission in error, please notify the sender immediately.

8/27/2015



From: Austin Chamber of Commerce [alert@austinchamber.com] on behalf of Craig Andrus [do-not-
reply-luminate-oniine@blackbaud.com}

Sent: Wednesday, July 29, 2015 11:52 AM

To: Abby Tomlinson

Subject: Official MoPac Intersection Comment

Jul 29, 2015

Ms. Abby Tomlinson
Austin, TX

Dear Ms, Tomlinson,

Please apprcve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Slaughter and
TLaCrosse Avenue as soon as possible.

Thank you for your ccnsideration.
Sincerely,

Mr. Craig Andrus

1717 W 6th St 5te 450

Austin, TX 78703-4791
andrus@aquilacommercial . com
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From: brandy archer [brandyarcher@gmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, July 23, 2015 8:51 AM

To: Abby Tomlinson

Cc: mhurst@ctrma.org

Subject: OFFICIAL MOPAC INTERSECTION COMMENT

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection projects at Slaughter and LaCrosse
Avenue as soon as possible. Thank you.

Brandy Archer

Broker Associate, CLHMS
Austin Portfolio Real Estate
KW Luxury Homes International

Cell 512.934.2508
brandyarcher@amail.com
www_.brandyarcher.com

8/27/2015



From: Austin Chamber of Commerce [alert@austinchamber.com] on behalf of Emmanuel Arias [do-
not-reply-luminate-online@blackbaud.com]

Sent: Tuesday, July 28, 2015 3:51 PM

To: Abby Tomlinson

Subject: Official MoPac Intersection Comment

Jul 28, 2015

Ms. Abby Tomlinson
Austin, TX

Dear Ms. Tomlinson,

Please approve Lhe propesals and prcceed to construct the intersections at Slaughter and
LaCrosse Avenue as soon as possible.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Mr. Emmanuel Arias

11309 Kirkland Hill Path
Austin, TX 78754-2144
(214) 298-8187
earias@capforminc.com
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From: Austin Chamber of Commerce [alert@austinchamber.com] on behalf of John Armour [do-not-
reply-luminate-online@blackbaud.com]

Sent: Wednesday, August 05, 2015 11:08 AM

To: Abby Tomlinson

Subject: Official MoPac Intersection Comment

Bug 5, 2015

Ms. Abby Tomlinson
Austin, TX

Dear Ms., Tomlinson,

Piease approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Slaughter and
LaCrosse Avenue as soon as possibkble.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Mr. John Armour

21006Dawn

LagoVista, TX 78645
johnarmour@beckgroup. com
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From: Austin Chamber of Commerce {alert@austinchamber.com] on behalf of Stephen Ashlock [do-
not-reply-luminate-online@hlackbaud.com]

Sent: Wednesday, July 29, 2015 822 AM

To: Abby Tomlinson

Subject: Official MoPac Intersection Comment

Jul 29, 2015

Ms. Abby Tomlinson
Austin, TX

Dear Ms. Tomlinscn,

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Slaughter and
LaCrosse Avenue as socn as possible.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Mr. Stephen Ashlock

3100 Misty Shore Ln

Pflugerville, TX 78660-2765
stephen.ashlock@pultegroup.com
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Austin Chamber of Commaeaice [alert@austinchamber.com] on behalf of Gene Austin [do-not-

From:
reply-luminate-online@blackbaud.com]

Sent: Tuesday, July 28, 2015 5:21 PM

To: Abby Tomlinson

Subject: Official MoPac Intersection Comment

Jul 28, 2015

Ms. Abby Tomlinson
Austin, TX

Dear Ms, Tomlinson,

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Slaughter and
LaCrosse Avenue as soon asg posaible,

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Mr. Gene Austin

2501 Caminoc Alto

Austin, TX 78746-2408
geneaust@gmail .com
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From: Clayton Baca [claybacha11@hotmail.com]
Sent:  Thursday, July 23, 2015 8:48 AM

To: Abby Tomlinson; mhurst@ctrma.org
Subject: Official MoPac Intersection Comment

I am an Austin resident and live on the SW side of the City. | am in full support of the proposed road
improvement Projects along MoPac at Slaughter and LaCrosse Avenue to begin as soon as possible. As
a commuter and someone who works Downtown, mobility around the City is a huge issue and Austin is
severely behind the ball on advancing roadway improvements across the City as you probably already
know. Frankly, I am in support of any roadway improvement Project that improves traffic flow and

accessibility in and out of the City.

The minority of the population that voice their opinion against roadway improvements in Austin
always seem to play the environmental card when it comes to improving our City's traffic issue.
Environmental impacts are an important topic and should be looked at closely, but what this small
population doesn't consider (with an open mind} is the environmental impact of stopped or stalled
traffic patterns during rush hour that long term is much more of an impact to their concern than the

temporary timeline in constructing and improving roads.

Thanks,

Clayton Baca

8/27/2015
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From: Bagby, W. Gaines @ Austin [Gaines.Bagby@cbre.com]
Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2015 6:55 PM

To: Abby Tomlinson; mhurst@ctrma.org

Subject: Official MoPac Intersection Comment

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection projects at Slaughter and LaCrosse
Avenue as soon as possible, Thank you!

As Austin’s growth seems to continue over the decades, it is prudent to make sure that we provide as much
mobility as possible for our children and their children, in this place we love.

The freer we all are to move about using all modes of transportation, the better our lives will be.

W Gaines Bagby, LEED® AP

CBRE, Inc. | First Vice President

100 Congress 500 | Austin, Texas 78701
T+1512 499 4915 C +1 512 791 3511
email gaines.bagby@cbre.com |
website www.cbre.com/gaines.bagby

Connect with me on LinkedIn
Foilow CBRE: Facebook |@cbre | Google+

Please consider the environmeni before printing this email.

This message and any attachments may be privileged, confidential or proprietary. If you are not the intended recipient of this email or believe that you
have receivad this correspondence in error, please contact the sender through the informaticn provided above and permanently delete this message.

8/27/2015
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From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com)
Sent:  Thursday, July 23, 2015 3:33 PM

To: mhurst@ctrma.org; Tricia. Bruck@jacobs.com; Abby Tomlinson; Heather Reavey;
jengelhardt@rifeline.com

Subject: MoPac Intersections Comment Form [#3]

Name * scott bailey
Emall * scott@bailey.am
Select a Choice * Official MoPac Intersections Environmental Study Public Hearing

Comment<sup>*</sup>

* Build this as soon as possible!

8/27/2015



TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

MoPac Intersections Environmental Study
Public Hearing

Comment Card

July 30, 2015

Name: uf";f' : cié{.@
Address f:"?(?f?/? !21‘(‘1<@¥1{’UE( L,QW(Q

Representing: ﬂ/ﬁ‘f so {.

(Texas Transportation Code, §201.81.4.(a) (5)): check each of the following boxes that apply to yoLu:

(2 1 am employed by TXDOT

1 | do businass with TxDOT
1 | could benefit monetarily from the project or other ftem about which | am commenting

All written comments will be given the same consideration as comments presented at this public
hearing. You may leave the card with us tonight, fax it to 512-996-9784 or mai! It to the address on the
back of this form no later than Monday, August 10, 2015. {To mail, please fold the form in half with this
part on the inside and affix a postage stamp, Please tape closed, do not staple.) You can also submit
comiments through the project wehsite: www.MoPacSouth.com under Contact Us.

Ewa'sdrcf S0, ﬂiﬁu 4“0 Consedor MG e ;fchﬂw’\,s-ﬁ\,é
Wieans  $or e Saund weells  inelvdine
cavthon  lpowm < vl yesetalon , o H{)

Curecke puphe Aet of it ks dﬁf (NEOROT
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From: Barksdale, John @ Austin [John.Barksdale@chre.com]
Sent:  Thursday, July 23, 2015 12:56 AM

To: Abby Tomlinson; mhurst@ctrma.org

Subject: Official MoPac Intersection Comment

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection projects at Slaughter and LaCrosse
Avenue as soon as possible,

Thank you,
John

John Barksdale | First Vice President

CBRE | Brokerage Services
100 Congress, Suite 500 | Austin, TX 78701

T 5124994976 | F 512 499 4999 | C 512 788 1741
John.Barksdale@chre.com | www.chre.com

8/2:7/2015
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From: Mopac South Contact Form [no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent:  Wednesday, August 05, 2015 8:51 PM

To: mhurst@ctrma.org; Tricia.Bruck@jacobs.com; Abby Tomlinson; Heather Reavey;
jengelhardt@rifeline.com

Subject: MoPac South Contact Us Form [#340]

Name * Billie barnett
Email * hjbkb@hotmail.com
Addrass 10716 hendon street

! Austin, tx 78748
United States

Select a Choice * Official MoPac Intersections Public Hearing
Comment<sup>*</sup>

Message * Please reconsider making the right turn from slaughter to mopac

nort a physical non stop on ramp or two lanes the current setup is
ridiculous and one cutoff away from a road rage incident

8/27/2015
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From: ray.barr@ubs.com
Sent: Thursday, July 23, 2015 8:18 AM
To: Abby Tomlinson; mhurst@ctrma.org
Subject: Official MOPAC Intersection Comment

Attachments: Legal Disclaimer.ixt

Please vote to approve the intersection projects at Slaughter and LaCrosse.

Regards,
Ray Barr

Ray Barr, CRPC

Vice President - Investments

UBS Financial Services Inc.

98 San Jacinto Blvd., Suite 600

Austin, TX 78701

512-330-8007 Direct

800-833-1494 Ext. 8007 Toll Free Main
855-554-7178 Toll Free Fax

ray.barr@ubs.com

8/277/2015
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Ausfin Chamber of Commerce [alert@austinchamber.com] on behalf of Chad Barrstt f[do-not-

From:
reply-luminate-online@blackbaud. com]

Sent: Tuesday, July 28, 2015 5:21 PM

To: Abby Tomlinson

Subject: Official MoPac intersection Comment

Jul 28, 2015

Ms. Abby Tomlinson
Austin, TX

Dear Ms. Tomlinson,

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Slaughter and
LaCrosse Avenue as soon as possible,

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Mr, Chad Barrett

4213 Waters Edge Cv

Austin, TX 78731-5139
barrett@aquilacommercial.com
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From: Austin Chamber of Commerce [aleri@austinchamber.com] on behalf of Steve Bartholomew
[do-not-reply-luminate-online@blackbaud.com]

Sent: Wednesday, July 29, 2015 12:22 PM

To: Abby Tomlinson

Subject: Official MoPac Intersection Comment

Jul 28, 2015

Ms. Abby Tomlinson
Austin, TX

Dear Ms., Tomlinson,

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Slaughter and
LaCrosse Avenue as soon as possible,

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Mr. Steve Bartholomew

5716 W Highway 280

# 3100

Austin, TX 78735-8700
sdb@msgeneralcontractors. com
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From: Austin Chamber of Commerce [alert@austinchamber.com] on hehalf of Ashley Beall [do-not-
reply-luminate-online@blackbaud.com]

Sent: Wednesday, July 29, 2015 8:22 AM

To: Abby Tomlinson

Subject: Official MoPac Intersection Comment

Jul 29, 2015

Ms. Abby Tomlinson
Austin, TX

Dear Ms. Tomlinson,

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Slaughter and
LaCrosse Avenue as soon as possible.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Ms. Ashley Beall

PO Box 160484

Austin, TX 78716-0484
ashley@tribeza.com
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From: Stephen Bedell [stephen@odenhugheslic.com]
Sent:  Thursday, July 30, 2015 9:13 AM

To: Abby Tomlinson; mhurst@ctrma.org

Subject: Official MoPac Intersection Gomment

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection projects at Slaughter and LaCrosse
Avenue as soon as possible. It will he extremely beneficial to the area to improve safety and traffic congestion,
Thank you.

Stephen Bedell
Vice President of Finance

Oden | Hughes

Multifamily Development, Construction & Management

PLEASE NOTE OUR CHANGE IN ADDRESS (Effective 6/29/15):
901 S. Mopac Expressway

Building 3, Suite 220

Austin, Texas 78746

O: (612) 813-7106 | C: (512) 826-3403
stephen@odenhugheslic.com
odenhughesllc.com

8/27/2015
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From: Austin Chamber of Commerce [alert@austinchamber.com] on behalf of Justin Bell {do-not-
reply-luminate-online@blackbaud.com]

Sent: Friday, August 07, 2015 3:50 PM

To: Abby Tomlinson

Subject: Official MoPac Intersection Comment

aug 7, 2015

Ms. Abby Tomlinson
Austin, TX

Dear Ms, Tomlinson,

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Slaughter and
LaCrosse Avenue as sSoon as possible.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Mr. Justin Bell

1108 Lavaca St Ste 520
Austin, TX 78701-2125
(512) 708-5143
Justinbell@beckgroup.com
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l].org

TO: TxDOT and Central Texas Regional Mobility Authority (CTRMA)

[KeepMopacLoc:

RE: Comments on the draft Environmental Assessment for the *Mopac Intersections” project

Please accept the following comments on the “Mopac Intersections” draft environmental
study:

1.  Study the eatire project, not just the segments: The proposed “Mopac Intersections”
is just a two mile long piece of a much larger, 18 mile tolled-loop project that would convert
Mopac to a second Interstate 35 through south, west, and north Austin. Fourteen (14) of these
18 miles would be built over the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer recharge zone. It is essential
to study the entire project to understand the overall impacts on Barton Springs and on Austin.

2.  Study ALL of the impacts and ALL of the costs first - before building any piece of the
Mopac/SH45 SW toll loop over the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer.

3.  Keep I-35 traffic on 1-35 — and keep Mopac as a local commuter highway. Direct traffic
to the underutilized SH 130 by reducing or eliminating the tolls. Provide north-south public
transit, and work aggressively to expand telecommuting, ridesharing, and other strategies that
reduce total driving.

4. Protect the Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center — by improving the
Slaughter/Mopac and LaCrosse/Mopac intersections without adding six more lanes and paving
the green Mopac median. As proposed, increased noise, light and visual pollution from high
speed, greatly increased Interstate 35 traffic diverted to Mopac would do severe damage to the

Wildflower Center.

S.  Any Mopac expansion should be limited, without connecting to I-35 at the south end,
and without buiiding double decker flyovers through Zilker Park, Lady Bird Lake park, and
Austin High school property

Name: Bm WU fL)D [(/fﬁv

Email

i+

?(f ddress:_ /ﬁ q[@[nf’%r Lﬁp

LA

&2 or No — Keep me informed about the Mopgexpa nsion with occasional
ails

please

re rfl
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From: Berger, Amanda [aberger@winstead.com]
Sent:  Thursday, July 23, 2015 9:11 AM
To: Abby Tomiinson; ‘mhurst@ctrma.org’
Subject: Official MoPac Intersection Comment

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersection projects at Slaughter and LaCrosse
Avenue as soon as possible. Thank you!

Amanda Berger | Associate
Winstead PC | 401 Congress Avenue | Suite 2100 | Austin, Texas 78701

512.370.2870 direct | 512.370.2850 fax | aberger@winstead.com | www.winstead.com

information contained in this transmission is attornay privileged and confidential. it is intended for the use of the individual or entity named above. If the
reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or capy of this communication is strictly

prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please immediately nolify us by telephone.

8/27/2015
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Austin Chamber of Commerce [alert@austinchamber.com] on behalf of Mike Berman [do-not-

From:

reply-luminate-online@blackbaud.com]
Sent: Wednesday, July 29, 2015 1:22 PM
To: Abby Tomlinson
Subject: Official MoPac Intersection Comment

Jul 25, 2015

Ms. Abby Tomlinscn
Austin, TX

Dear Ms. Tomlinson,

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Slaughter and
LaCrosse Avenue as soon as possible,

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

My, Mike Berman

2001 S Mo Pac Expy Apt 725

Austin, TX 78746-7579
mbermanll@gmail.com
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From: Austin Chamber of Commerce [alert@austinchamber.com] on behalf of Erin Bettison Bettison
[do-not-reply-luminate-online@blackbaud.com]

Sent: Friday, August 07, 2015 3:20 PM

To: Abby Tomlinson

Subject: Official MoPac Intersection Comment

dug 7, 2015

Ms. Abby Tomlinson
Austin, TX

Dear Ms. Tomlinson,

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersecticns at Slaughter and
LaCrosse Avenue as soon as possible.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Miss Frin Bettison Bettison

8707 Cretys Cv

Austin, TX 78745-8066
elbettiscon@gmail.com
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From: Bierschwale, James [James.Bierschwale@terracon.com)
Sent:  Monday, July 27, 2015 4:46 PM

To: Abby Tomlinson; mhurst@ctrma.org

Subject: Official Mopac Intersection Comment

This email is in support of the construction of the intersection projects along Mopac at Slaughter Lane and
LaCrosse Avenue.

Thank you

James G. Bierschwale, P.E.

Senior Principal/Austin Office Manager
Terracon Consultants, Inc.

TBPE Firm Registration TX F-3272

5307 industrial Oaks Boulevard, Suite 160
Austin, Texas 78735

Phone; (512) 442-1122

Fax: (512) 442-1181

Direct: (512)-891-2604

email: jgbierschwale@terracon.com

[ cid:imageooT

® jpg@01D03
EF8.B4F91A

60

Tetrracon provides environmental, facilities, geotechnical, and materials consulting engineering services delivered with
responsiveness, resourcefulness, and reliability.

Private and confidential as detailed here (www.terracon.com/disclaimer). If you cannot access hyperlink, please e-
mail sender.

8/27/2015
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Austin Chamber of Commerce [alert@austinchamber,com] on behalf of Ron Binkiey [do-not-

From:
reply-luminate-online@blackbaud.com]

Sent: Tuesday, July 28, 2015 4,51 PM

To: Abby Tomlinson

Subject: Oificial MoPac Intersection Comment

Jul 28, 2015

Mg, Abby Tomlinson
Austin, TX

Dear Ms. 'Tomlinson,

Please approve the proposals and proceed to construct the intersections at Slaughter and
LaCrosse Avenue as soon as possible.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Mr., Ron Binkley

135 N Tumbleweed Trl
Austin, TX 78733-3222
{512) 413-9800
ronbinkley&gmail.com




From: Austin Chamber of Commerce [alerf@austinchamber.com] on behaif of James Blackmar [do-
not-reply-luminate-cnline@blackbaud.com]

Sent: Friday, August 07, 2015 4:50 PM

To: Abby Tomlinson

Subject: Officiat MoPac Intersection Comment

Aug 7, 2015

Ms. Abby Tomlinson
Austin, TX

Dear Ms. Tomlinson,

Please approve the proposals and preceed to censtruct the intersections at Slaughter and
LaCrosse Avenue as socn as possible.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Mr. James Blackmar

1401 Desert Willow PL
Cedar Park, TX 78613-5131
(737