


MoPac South Environmental Study                         A – 2                                                  Attachment A



MoPac South Environmental Study                         A – 3                                                  Attachment A

















MoPac South Environmental Study                    C – 4                                        Attachment C





MoPac South Environmental Study                    C – 6                                        Attachment C



MoPac South Environmental Study                    C – 7                                        Attachment C



MoPac South Environmental Study                    C – 8                                        Attachment C



MoPac South Environmental Study                    C – 9                                        Attachment C



MoPac South Environmental Study                    C – 10                                        Attachment C





MoPac South Environmental Study                    C – 12                                        Attachment C



MoPac South Environmental Study                    C – 13                                        Attachment C



MoPac South Environmental Study                    C – 14                                        Attachment C





MoPac South Environmental Study                    C – 16                                        Attachment C



MoPac South Environmental Study                    C – 17                                        Attachment C



MoPac South Environmental Study                    C – 18                                        Attachment C



MoPac South Environmental Study                    C – 19                                        Attachment C





MoPac South Environmental Study                    C – 21                                        Attachment C



MoPac South Environmental Study                    C – 22                                        Attachment C





































MoPac South Environmental Study                    D – 18                                       Attachment D

MOPAC SOUTH ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY 
November 7, 2013 Public Scoping Meeting & Open House 

Input from Interactive Exhibits 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
What is the Purpose and Need for Mobility Improvements along MoPac South? 

(sticky notes) - verbatim 
P1 1. MoPac is grid locked at 8 AM North of Slaughter. 

2. Bus lane, park and ride, HOV lane?? 
P2 1. Improve MoPac (S) at William Cannon after flyover feeds to MoPac South. 

2. Please no toll lanes. 
P3 Yes, we need more lanes along MoPac. Please! 
P4 Bridge over Barton Skyway connecting Lamar to MoPac. 
P5 Think Monorail 
P6  Underpass/overpass at Slaughter. 

 More lanes on MoPac 
P7 South MoPac cannot remain only two lanes in some areas. Delays are caused by too much merging 

traffic onto too few lanes… 
P8 Need express lanes from South Austin to 183. While I don’t like toll lanes, willing to pay to get 

somewhere in a reasonable amount of time. Need more lanes across both the Lake and Barton 
Creek. 

P9 No tolls on MoPac 
P10 Improve entrance ramps! Traffic slows across all lanes at every entrance ramp. 
P11 1. Extend 3rd lane from W. Cannon bridge to Slaughter. 

2. Add a 4 h lane at Slaughter traffic light to have 2 dedicated lanes to turn left on Slaughter and 2 
lanes to cross Slaughter. 

P12 At Davis – add southbound entry ramp and north exit ramp. 
P13 Develop rail along MoPac – the only practical long term solution. 
P14 Light rail and express lanes. Do not bring additional traffic to MoPac. Increase on/off at Slaughter. 
P15 SH 45 SW will add traffic to MoPac. Do not build SH 45 SW then you can try and improve flow of 

existing traffic. 
P16 More lanes. No tolls. Have City of Austin consider widening Lamar, 1st, Congress. MoPac and 35 

can’t be the only N/S roads. 
P17 More lanes. Overpass at Slaughter. No tolls. Use shoulders as turn lanes. 
P18 Give S of River the same flows as central and North Austin. 
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What is the Purpose and Need for Mobility Improvements along MoPac South? 
(sticky notes) - verbatim 

P19 More lanes on MoPac, please. 
P20 - Need HOV lanes to downtown Austin. 

- Need HOV lanes to Parmer Lane. 
- No toll roads. 
- Slaughter intersection needs improvement during peak rush hour. 
- Improvement to get across the river faster. 

P21 Weekday morning congestion at MoPac North and 290/71 is absurd and dangerous! One access to 
MoPac from 3 lanes of cranky drivers is awful. A serious road rage incident waiting to happen. 

P22 Bring light rail and express lanes. 
1. Congestion is #1 problem. 
2. Need dedicated exit and merge lanes. 
3. Need at least 2 more lanes in each direction to accommodate current traffic/future growth. 
4. Entrance ramps through neighborhoods – reroute these. 

P23 Bring Rail Here 
P24 Bicycling and walking on MoPac South are treacherous and lonely. 
P25  Extend right turn lane at Slaughter going south. 

 Bottleneck going south where 3 lanes merge to 2 lanes. 
P26 MoPac South is an expensive method for meeting our transportation needs. We need multimodal 

solutions, and better use of land. 
P27 Bottlenecks at 290, Davis, 360 northbound. William Cannon southbound. 
P28 Fix the bottleneck on MoPac North and 290 3 lane to 2 lane – makes no sense. 
P29 Improve flow at Enfield exit and create underpass at Slaughter Lane and then at La Crosse add an 

overpass with exits/on ramps. 
P30 No Tolls 
P31 Simple fix open up dedicated merge/exit lanes for William Cannon (to South) and Davis Lane. 

Pavement exists! 
P32 Northbound MoPac: needs longer right turn lane at Slaughter; arrows to turn right, too. 
P33 No existing roads tolled. Remember?? 
P34 The new flyover from 290/71 west onto S. MoPac causes a lot of backup where it merges onto 

MoPac. There is an on-ramp from the SB access road and the William Cannon exit. Too much 
merging which causes stopped cars on MoPac. Just generally unsafe and inefficient. 

P35 Additional lanes are needed as well as improved access at Slaughter and William Cannon – on and 
off! 

P36 New lanes will fill up immediately – won’t solve problem. 
P37 Needs assessment must consider not only current problems but also FUTURE traffic loads as more 

housing in constructed in South and SW Austin and Hays County. Also, it must take into account 
increased traffic from the “45” project. 

P38 Greater foresight. Growth is expected to continue and we can only expand roadways so much. Why 
are there no comprehensive elevated rail plans? Look to the northeast for mass transit solutions. 

P39 Please, please, please – no elevated highway at the intersection of S. MoPac and Slaughter!!! There 
are so many neighborhoods right there. As much as I’d hate to see it go, there is ample space in the 
center of the existing S. MoPac lanes, to add more lanes. Living near an elevated is like living in 
Houston… 
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What is the Purpose and Need for Mobility Improvements along MoPac South? 
(sticky notes) - verbatim 

P40 Congestion is #1 problem. 
P41 It’s ridiculous that westbound Slaughter has only one turn lane onto MoPac! Until the larger problem 

of Slaughter over-use is fixed, people need to be able to legally turn right from Slaughter onto MoPac 
via two turn lanes. The only addition needed will be to change the light signals. 

P42 Possible to make Barton Skyway a through street – could alleviate congestion. 
P43  HOV lanes possible? 

 No tolls, please. 
 Add a 3rd lane. 
All should help congestion. 
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Range of Alternatives 

(sticky notes) - verbatim 
R1 Please extend MoPac south of Slaughter to La Crosse and further to 45 – keep frontage road but 

add freeway – it will help traffic immensely!!! Thanks!!! 
R2 Don’t make MoPac I-35 West. 
R3 Additional general lanes are needed. Tolls must be reasonable. No build is not an option. We are 

already behind on growth infrastructure. 
R4 Please do not elevate MoPac from William Cannon to La Crosse – Potential noise pollution near the 

Wildflower Center. 
R5 Public transportation along the corridor monorail. Coordinate with Capital Metro. 
R6 Look at HOV on existing pavement. 
R7 Must pay attention to how this stretch fits into the overall transit system along MoPac. Any study 

without the extension of 45 considered will be incomplete - must fit MoPac if 45 is any kind of real 
option. 

R8 Multi-directional lanes that change direction based on rush hour. 
R9 Metered entrance ramps. 
R10 Invest in Lone Star Rail first. 
R11 Create 2 R lanes from Westbound Slaughter onto Northbound MoPac. 
R12 Extend the L turn only lane on SB MoPac to turn left on Slaughter. 
R13 Restripe the SB lanes to use the existing pavement all the way to Davis. Make R lane an exit only for 

Davis and keep 2 lanes going straight over Davis bridge. 
R14 The issue in congestion is based on the limitation of vehicles to efficiently exit of MoPac. As most 

vehicles are headed downtown during the morning, how is congestion addressed with a bottleneck at 
downtown exits? 

R15 Open up dedicated merge/entrance and exit lanes at Davis and William Cannon. 
R16 1. Increase non-toll lanes – at least 2 in both directions. 

2. Traffic signal synchronization. 
3. Exit and entrance ramps that, currently route through neighborhoods, reroute these to dedicated 
feeder roads. 

R17 More lanes, no tolls, possible metering lights transit! 
R18 Express bus lanes and park and ride lot. 
R19  HOV lanes – not tolled or make it inexpensive. 
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Range of Alternatives 
(sticky notes) - verbatim 

 More lanes needed. 
 Growth is already here – we need to play catch up BADLY! 

R20 HOV lanes are good – but people must use them. 
R21 Variable tools – STUPID! 
R22 With largest employers centrally located rail is a no brainer! 
PR3 Check the traffic light sequencing at Slaughter and MoPac – exiting MoPac SB to turn left on 

Slaughter, the light for NB MoPac stops the eastbound Slaughter traffic and it backs up so SB 
MoPac can’t turn left. 

R24 I live right by Slaughter and work at Seton (on 38th St.). I speak for many hospital employees: build a 
rail system up the MoPac corridor and we would gladly take it to work, instead of driving! This town 
needs rail service to downtown and the airport. 

R25 Add HOV lanes (no tolls). Build underpasses at Slaughter and La Crosse. No tolls please! We don’t 
want to have to pay to get to the shops! 

R26 Need more lanes of all types. No build not an option. Tried that in 80’s and 90’s, did not work then 
will not work now. Growth will go SW and nothing is going to stop it. Build the roads. 

R27  Ground public transportation. 
 Monorail – Disneyworld moves hundreds of thousands daily. 
 Add another lane. 
 HOV best plan – it works in Houston. 
 No toll on express lane - salaries are not commensurate with ability to pay tolls. 

R28 Whoever wrote the note about the noise pollution bothering the flowers at Wildflower Center is 
NUTS! Do you honestly think the flowers care about the noise? What about the people?! Take care 
of the people! 
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Enhancements Preferences Indicated using 

Green Dots 
Bike and Pedestrian Facilities 27 

Transit Improvements 47 
Aesthetic Treatments 35 

 

Other Potential Corridor Enhancements  
(sticky notes) - verbatim 

O1 Dedicated bike lanes with curbs for safety. 
O2 Bikes and pedestrian lanes do not have a place on a major roadway. 
O3 Transit improvements are not worth the investment.  Bike/ped and aesthetics are more important. 
O4 No pedestrians or bicycles on MoPac. 
O5 Bikes do not belong on major roadways. We are soon to have a 30-mile hike and bike trail from 

Wildflower Center to Zilker let bikers use that safer for them cheaper for the rest of us. 
O6 Safe pedestrian and bike crossing needed at Slaughter Lane for high school students. 
O7 Why not stand alone bike/ped trail? 
O8 Adding a separate bike lane as a part of any major improvement would be a safer way than just 

marked bike lanes. 
O9 Park and ride to major job centers would be great. 
O10 Bikers and pedestrians should not be on a major highway at all because it is dangerous for the driver 

and for the biker/pedestrian. 
O11 Sound walls generally unnecessary. 
O12 Express bus lanes and park and ride lots. 
O13 No bike/ped lanes on a major highway. Far too dangerous; other options exist for them to navigate 

north/south. 
O14 Re-stripe parts of the road that have wide shoulders, to add a lane (it’s worked before). 
O15 No sound walls – preserve the beauty of the drive. 
O16 Sound walls around residential areas (with ivy!). 
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Constraints Map  

(sticky notes) - verbatim 
C1 Take care of current traffic problems and volume of cars on the roads FIRST instead of building bike 

lanes that are not used. Bikes shouldn’t be on highways and high volume roads! 
C2 Build overpass at Slaughter. 
C3 No overpass at Slaughter! How about an underpass? Use the existing land in between the MoPac 

lanes to add capacity – not an unsightly overpass that many people would live near… 
C4 Double turn lanes from westbound Slaughter onto S. MoPac. 
C5 Double turn lanes from westbound Slaughter to S. MoPac - just change the traffic rules. 
C6 Improve traffic light timing at intersection of MoPac and Slaughter going north. Timing of lights is WAY 

too short and backs up traffic on MoPac going north. People are so frustrated by this that they go 
driving on the shoulder when they are not supposed to do that. 

C7 When do you decide to build thru lanes under Slaughter (vs. adding more turn lanes with same delay 
at light?) 

C8 Let a nonstop turn right into Davis Lane from MoPac. Just like it was done at MoPac exit to 5th Street. 
C9 Dual lanes here only slow things down as traffic merges and gets more congested. Add more lanes 

here. 
C10 When reduce from 3 lanes to 2 between William Cannon and Davis. Wrong lane ends two left lanes 

should continue with the right hand lane.  
C11 Suggest right turn only lane from eastbound William Cannon to southbound frontage of MoPac. 
C12 Build more traffic lanes! 
C13 Suggest overpass or underpass at Slaughter to improve traffic flow and increased growth in 

Driftwood/FM 1826. 
C14 No more environmental studies are needed, enough already. You know how to build roads 

successfully with least amount of environmental harms. So stop wasting money on another study and 
use that money to build more lanes. 

C15 All lights need to be synced. Really shocked they aren’t already! 
C16 NB LP360 off ramp. Is there a better way to separate thru and right turning traffic when left turners 

backup to exit? 
C17 Lane assignment sign between Barton Springs Road and Bee Cave (on SB FR) needs to be updated. 
C18 Bikers are going to have a 30-mile hike and bike trail from Wildflower Center to Zilker let them use 

that and keep them off MoPac, safer for everyone. 
C19 Build more safe bike lanes to encourage more bike on the road – less pollution - no bikes on MoPac! 
C20 Build more lanes first. Not bike lanes. Bike lanes need to stay off of main high traffic roads. 
C21 NO BIKE LANES on MoPac. 
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Constraints Map  
(sticky notes) - verbatim 

C22 During morning rush hour, both lanes of northbound – 5th Street exit need to be able to turn right onto 
5th. 

C23 Continue Barton Skyway as a thoroughfare with a bridge. 
C24 Grooved pavement “S turn” is high frequency of “spinout” accidents that back up traffic. 
C25 Study should extend to State Highway 45. 
C26 More lanes are not the answer. By the time they are completed we will be over capacity again. Better 

integrated mass transit options are needed (i.e. monorail, elevated trains). 
C27 Please add right turn lane(s) from northbound MoPac to eastbound Slaughter. 
C28 Longer right turn lane at Slaughter and northbound MoPac. Help greatly getting Bowie High School 

traffic moving along. 
C29 Consider growth in Hays County - both 290 and 45 - those people are going to use MoPac. 
C30 Bike lanes not a good idea on high speed roads (think deaths on 360). 
C31 Underpass at Slaughter Lane overpass at La Crosse. 
C32 Overpass at Slaughter and La Crosse. 
C33 This study should extend to S. of Slaughter to La Crosse ← agree. 
C34 This intersection backs up extremely far north on MoPac. A true interchange would be welcomed. 
C35 Start right hand turn lane much further back (north) from Slaughter. 
C36 Yes please!  Ditto (referring to comment on C35) 
C37 Northbound exit for Davis southbound on ramp from Davis to MoPac. YES!!  (No) 
C38 Go under if it makes sense to create a through intersection. 
C39 This neighborhood uses trails in this Nichols Park Greenbelt for walking. 
C40 Restripe existing pavement 

- Dedicated entrance lane at Davis N. 
- 3 lanes northbound (agree) 

C41 Paved trail connection underneath MoPac. 
C42 2 suggestions for Davis Lane going north on MoPac: 

1. Metered entrance ramp. 
2. Open existing concrete to create 3 lanes north. 

C43 3 lanes/side from William Cannon to Slaughter. 
C44 Add segment of shoulder to create 3rd lane (2 lanes). 
C44 Shared-use paths to connect all MoPac corridor destinations 
C45 This merge is very bad with frontage entrance + 290 entrance + William Cannon exit. Very dangerous 

– choke point. 
C46 Short weave to William Cannon  
C47 These exits and on ramps are dangerous. Maybe get rid of the access road on-ramp? 
C48 At new southbound flyover (290 to MoPac) 2 merge lanes/one off (Wm Cannon) Need help! 
C49 There is something wrong with the weaving from the on ramp/off ramp to William Cannon and the DC. 

It may be good to close this on ramp. 
C50 Exiting 290 overpass and merging to southbound MoPac is very dangerous and congested at rush 

hour. 
C51 Observation tower. 
C52  Noise  
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Constraints Map  
(sticky notes) - verbatim 

 MSAT 
 Increase traffic 
 Cumulative impacts 

C53 Do these people really need their own exit? 
C54 Can you add capacity (a lane in both directions) extending bent cap without adding a column? Barton 

Creek Bridge.  
C55 This should be 3 lanes and on ramp should merge with MoPac, not MoPac merging with on-ramp 

lane. 
C56 Fix the timing at THIS light so people don’t gridlock the southbound MoPac access road in the 

morning. 
C57 See drawing on post-it. 
C58 See drawing on post-it. 
C59 See drawing on post-it. (Add ramp to 360 NB) 
C60 Consider an exit on NB Loop 1 to connect to 360 NB. 
C61 Chad’s bike path. 
C62 Shared-use paths connecting all destinations. 
C63 Southbound on ramp – extend? Or remove and use on ramp at Intel – bottleneck (++) 
C64 Drivers cause congestion by getting off MoPac and getting right back on. Maybe get rid of this on-

ramp? 
C65 There was no post-it note labeled C65 
C66 Loop 1/ 360 NB – left turn lanes back up and require 4-6 cycles to transit intersection onto 360 NB. 

Consider alternatives like cont. flow intersection (like the new work at the Y in Oak Hill) or a direct 
connect to ease congestion. 

C67 Convert shoulder to main lane to reduce weaving. 
C68 Merge issue northbound 290 to MoPac can cross too early to get off on 360. 
C69 Can there by the addition of white stick (stupid sticks) @ merge lane 290 and MoPac North (Best 

Buy) No good flow. 
C70 Create 3 lanes north over 290. 3 lanes should fit on existing bridge. 
C71 Add on ramp here to provide direct access to 290 fly-over. This allows a driver to skip rush hour 

backup on MoPac. 
C72 Extend lane north on MoPac. 
C73 Use funding from MoPac South to mitigate environmental effects by funding Violet Crown Trail even 

outside of MoPac South ROW. 
C74 This whole intersection is confusing. Better signage needed! 
C75 Extend inside lane (merge lane) past William Cannon to Convict Hill. Start merge after William 

Cannon. 
C76 Extend inside southbound lane all the way to Davis. 

 Bridges exist wide enough 
 Missing pavement between bridges on grass. 
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MoPac South Environmental Study
November 7, 2013 Open House
Community Survey Results-‐ ONLINE

Q. What are the biggest issues facing the MoPac South Corridor?

1. Traffic Congestion and our neighborhood being totaly stranded and unable to access Highway
71!

2. Lack of connection to central austin
3. Lack of bicycle and pedestrian access
4. poor design south of Southwest Parkway exit
5. Not enough capacity, no underpass at Slaughter lane for through lanes
6. Continued growth in Northern Hays and Southern Travis Counties. Limited transit options in that

area.
7. shared-‐use paths to connect all destinations along MoPac South, physically separated bikeways

across MoPac, and for a continuous, grade-‐separated shared-‐use path the entire length of the
corridor.

8. MoPac is gigantic barrier across Austin. It is effectively a wall for pedestrians, a large obstruction
for cyclists, and a transit desert.

9. Capacity and safety
10. Traffic congestion is getting beyond bearable
11. Lack of bike/footbridge to get from 360 area over the Greenbelt to Southwest Pkwy.
12. No enough bicycle mobility.
13. Whether it can adapt to changing demands in the future.
14. "Bicycling accomodationsTraffic"
15. "Lack of public transportation. No separate/dedicated bikeways.Lack of connectivity with other

area cycling facilities and routes.No TRAIN.Auto traffic."
16. Lack of bike and walking/running options north and south. Traffic conjestion
17. Connectivity
18. Speed limit, cars on shoulder turning right around traffic
19. not much bicycle access
20. bicycle and pedestrian access is difficult and dangerous
21. Environmental protection, Edwards Aquifer and Barton Springs, and lack of alternative

transportation for pedestrians.
22. I think shared-‐use paths to connect all destinations along MoPac South, physically separated

bikeways across MoPac, and for a continuous, grade-‐separated shared-‐use path the entire
length of the corridor would ultimately benefit the greater austin community and limited the
amount of additional money in the future needed to keep infrastructure at par with population
increase

23. Traffic, Light at Slaughter
24. Safe access for cyclist.
25. Safe passage for cyclists
26. Growing traffic congestion
27. no good (safe) connection to downtown
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28. That it exists at all instead of a decent system of public transportation.
29. lack of alternative ways to commute aside from single occupant vehicles
30. Bike and pedestrian access and safety.
31. The North/South bottleneck at mopac and 360.
32. Not bike friendly, too much congestion
33. traffic congestion crossing the river and the greenbelt
34. Traffic volume during peak times.
35. traffic congestion
36. Lack of cycling and pedestrian access
37. The northbound bridge over Barton Creek is terribly dangerous to cross if you are on a bicycle;

the narrow shoulder has drainage grates in it, so a cyclist is forced to ride in the lane with
65mph traffic.

38. It is nearly impossible to get across the river on Mopac at peak hours. The affordability of the
area has led to a high number of cars. Traffic and the lack of transportation alternatives make
this area undesirable for people that have to work outside the home. Air quality and noise
pollution are going to continue to impact this area. I don't like concrete spaghetti overpasses.

39. The need for shared-‐use paths to connect all destinations along MoPac South, physically
separated bikeways across MoPac, and a continuous, grade-‐separated shared-‐use path the
entire length of the corridor.

40. Lack of ability to expand
41. I would like to access MoPac on my bike.
42. Too much traffic and no good way to circumvent it.
43. lack of multi-‐modal options
44. Bicycle access, both along the MoPac corridor and across it.
45. safely connecting neighborhods in the south corridor to downtown.
46. limited side walks and no bike lanes along the MoPac access road south of 71 (Ben White).

Dangerous for those living in housing along that access road to bike because of high speed
traffic. Very limited public transportation.

47. Traffic flow.
48. Not enough transportation options going between residential developments and employment

centers
49. Lack of safe bicycle facilities along the corridor. The current design effectively prohibits bicycle,

or other non-‐highway vehicle access (scooters/small motors) from the Lake to Slaughter lane.
50. MoPac should connect to I-‐35 to improve traffic flow.
51. Moving people safely to their destination.
52. Uncontrolled growth in the Barton Springs watershed.
53. Decreased traffic flow more regularly, especially with the growth of Austin.
54. It is difficult to travel along this corridor for those without a car.
55. Vehicle Congestion. MoPac is the primary N-‐S route on the west side of the city. It gets very

congested during rush hours.
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56. traffic congestion
57. "traffic, difficulty of travel, lack of alternative routes, no public transportation to 183, Round

Rock, or other popular work destinations, concerned that additional improvements will change
the feel of the oak hill area and circle c area, 290 West and 45 have the potential to drop more
traffic onto MoPAC."

58. Traffic congestion at rush hour makes MoPac unusable, and only leaves Brodie Lane/Lamar as a
single alternate route to central Austin

Q. What are your biggest concerns with mobility in the MoPac South Corridor?

1. Accessibility to everything from our neighborhood. We need a light at Patton Ranch Rd. and
Highway 71 in order to get into and out of our small neighborhood!

2. Lack of bike lanes
3. The safety of cyclists who are trying to get from point A to point B in the Mopac area
4. it is getting grid locked
5. congestion and lack of other transportation options
6. The lack of separated bicycle infrastructure facilities; preservation of ROW for transit options.
7. shared-‐use paths to connect all destinations along MoPac South, physically separated bikeways

across MoPac, and for a continuous, grade-‐separated shared-‐use path the entire length of the
corridor.

8. Lack of shared-‐use paths, physically separated bikeways, grade-‐separated paths, and transit
options in the area.

9. Capacity
10. The delays affect the quality of life causing more stress in the family and at work. Getting home

from work, getting kids from school, taking kids to after school events take too much time due
to traffic delays. Adjacent neighborhoods are seeing more traffic as people start to cut through
those areas.

11. Safety! It is not safe or legal to ride on the shoulder of MoPac to cross the Greenbelt, but many
people do so because it is the fastest way to get from A to B.

12. Safety for bicyclists.
13. Poor accommodation of transit and cyclists.
14. Bicycling accomodations
15. "Lack of public transportation.No separate/dedicated bikeways. Lack of connectivity with other

area cycling facilities and routes.No TRAIN.Auto traffic."
16. Traffic and lack of north, south option for walk, ride
17. Conectivity
18. Rush hour traffic congestion
19. that there is not enough access
20. Road traffic should not increase as a result of adding more lanes.
21. bicycle and pedestrian access
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22. shared-‐use paths to connect all destinations along MoPac South, physically separated bikeways
across MoPac, and for a continuous, grade-‐separated shared-‐use path the entire length of the
corridor.

23. Connectivity to and from that bridge to be improved and make numerous destinations along
MoPac South and near the corridor that lack safe, convenient and comfortable bicycle access

24. Use of frontage road for cyclists
25. safety for cyclists
26. Safety, growing traffic congestion and fear that MoPac South will/is becoming more developed.

Would hate to see it turn into another IH-‐35
27. safety and distance/difficulty level of ride
28. You are just going to keep adding lanes and increasing the sprawl.
29. Bikeways and bus routes to connect this region to central Austin/downtown
30. Right now the only options are for car travel.
31. My biggest concern is that the existing infrastructure is geared toward only one mode of

transportation. I wish that there were a more cyclist and pedestrian friendly way to travel this
corridor.

32. That city officials will never be competent enough to come up with any viable solutions.
33. maximizing volume conveyance, AND not compromising the commercial real estate

development on Slaughter Lane that serves many nearby neighborhoods
34. Southbound: The bottleneck at the 360 split is an issue, but a bigger concern has been created

at the Wm Cannon exit where there are two merges followed by a congested exit onto the
feeder road. Northbound: The merge onto MoPac from Wm Cannon. Again there are two
merges that have to take place in order to get into the "flow" of traffic.

35. "lack of public transportation, need train William Cannon southbound lanes go from 3 to 2 -‐
traffic, also traffic backs up from exit onto MoPac 360 and Mall is a congestion point"

36. Lack of cycling and pedestrian access
37. There is no safe way to cross Barton Creek unless you are in an automobile.
38. It is practically impossible to arrive to an appointment or work after the river at 8 am without

having to leave at 6:45 pm or earlier. We are landlocked. Mopac and 290 are limited options.
Why can't people start work at different hours (like 7, 8, and 9 am)? Why do we have to all
arrive to work at the same time? It isn't smart to have to build new roads to get to the same
place at the same time.

39. It will be short sighted and only allow for increased car transportation.
40. Congestion increasing
41. Too many cars not enough room to expand.
42. It takes too long to get around, and there is very little alternative infrastructure that is effective

in the area.
43. car-‐centric thinking is short-‐sighted
44. Congestion.
45. automobile congestion impedes other modes of transportation such as buses and bikes



MoPac South Environmental Study                    I – 130                              Attachment I

MoPac South Environmental Study
November 7, 2013 Open House
Community Survey Results-‐ ONLINE

46. the lack of mobility for bikers to commute from SW Austin to Central Austin. The existing
sidewalks stop abruptly and do not allow people to cross the bridges between William Cannon
and 71 without walking into the forest or in the high speed traffic lane to cross. Currently bike
commuters have to travel along 71 to Lamar for safe travel to central Austin, which consists of
riding on the sidewalk

47. 
• southbound MoPac in between the exit to loop 360 and the last entrance from the access

road before the bridge over the greenbelt is only 2 lanes. This presents an incredibly
frustrating bottleneck that will only increase congestion as south Austin grows. A redesign
so that there are three full through-‐lanes is necessary long-‐term.

• Additionally, although not strictly part of this study area, is that damned light on 360
between the two freeways that creates congestion spillover onto both highways during rush
hour traffic. Redesigning that interchange to remove that light is necessary long-‐term.

• A direct exit from 360 northbound to MoPac northbound would greatly improve traffic flow.
Though this is probably cost prohibitive. Longer term, removing the signalized lights at 360
and MoPac and redesigning the interchange entirely for direct flow in a minimally visual
impact manner would be ideal.

• There is need for a third lane south of William Cannon on the south bound side. If you're
going to have three lanes on the north bound side, you should have three lanes on the south
bound as well given that the capacity need should be generally the same at the respective
peak hours for each side. You have the pavement already built for it, so just stripe it already.

• Convict Hill Road -‐ Is there any possible way to actually create an intersection here? This
should improve access

• Slaughter Lane: It's time that you build these overpasses for the north and southbound lanes
as well as extending the access roads south from Davis lane.

• Express lanes: There is great need for express lanes in this corridor, just as there was for
north MoPac. As of now, I would build them between Slaughter and the river, but eventually
I would have them track into the median of 45SW is that is ever built.

• Furthermore, if 45SW is built, I would strongly urge you to have the main lanes connect
directly onto MoPac south to create a continuous uninterrupted freeway, rather than have
flyovers between two distinct freeways. I know that former environmental impact
assessments have shown that 45SW should not be built connecting to 45SE, but I would also
strongly urge finding some kind of alternative route between 1626 and 45SE/35 that is
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environmentally and popularly acceptable to create a full loop around Austin. I would also
highly suggest building 45SE out toward 290 if there is an acceptable build route, which
would highly relieve congestion at the Y in Oak Hill especially provided that you build 3 main
lanes each way consistently throughout the S. MoPac corridor

• Finish the direct connection flyovers at 290/71.

• Redesign the interchange with Southwest Parkway for better flow. The current design is
lacking. I would suggest something more radical a design change, perhaps looking at the
ideas that TxDot has considered for various interchanges in the 35 corridor.

• DO NOT, despite what I'm sure others will suggest, connect the access roads over the Barton
Creek Greenway. This would prove to much disruption to what is one of Austin's most
pristine destinations. As it currently stands, these access roads and their relative lack of
traffic are used for parking and access to the greenbelt. Connecting them over the greenbelt
would absolutely ruin that community amenity.

• Please do NOT remove any vegetation at 360/MoPac, as pockets like that are part of
Austin's charm. I was incredibly dismayed that the express lanes on the N. Austin MoPac
corridor are requiring removal of vegetation when they really don't need to -‐ I.E. the designs
could have and should have worked around those obstacles and can and should be done so
here."

48. MoPac South itself is a barrier to mobility within the corridor and the high speeds on MoPac are
a safety issue.

49. "We will continue to be forced into space-‐expensive automobiles which cause congestion due to
the limited capacity. Air quality also suffers due to this.I request shared-‐use paths to connect all
destinations along MoPac South, physically separated bikeways across MoPac, and for a
continuous, grade-‐separated shared-‐use path the entire length of the corridor."

50. Having proper Bike Lanes
51. Lack of infrastructure for non-‐motorized traffic, i.e. bicyclists and pedestrians.
52. Bicycle access
53. No sidewalks, bike lanes, or light rail.
54. Moving vehicles (cars & trucks) through this corridor.
55. addressing congestion in an environmentally friendly way as quickly as possible
56. lack of alternative routes. sometimes it it quicker to take I35 than MoPAC, traffic backs up at

360 on south bound MoPAC even during non rush hour -‐ I think it is the curve, left exit,
afternoon sun, it is easy to feel trapped in southwest Austin, we need public transportation or
some way to travel north and into downtown

57. Not sustainable, action is too slow, if any action is taken it will most likely not keep up with
Austin's growth, and the growth of Hays County.







MoPac South Environmental Study                    I – 134                              Attachment I

MoPac South Environmental Study
November 7, 2013 Open House
Community Survey Results-‐ ONLINE

18. Edwdard's Aquifer, greenspace conservation, light pollution at night, noise pollution
19. Barton Creek
20. Edwards Aquifer
21. "edwards aquifer recharge. is that a trick question????"
22. Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower center,please keep environment in mind
23. Water quality in the Barton Creek watershed is negatively impacted by large numbers of

automobiles and their associated pollution.
24. Yes, we want green areas, protect endangered species, water. We also want to limit speeding

around neighborhoods and we want to increase the green areas to combat pollution and to
encourage physical activity.

25. Greenbelt
26. No
27. To expand just to expand is never a long term solution.
28. don't know
29. Water shed area for the greenbelt.
30. Bike / Ped access along and across the corridor has been degrading over time so the community

access to destinations has been increasingly more difficult thus requiring the use of cars to move
throughout the corridor.

31. Keep Austin Green. That's about it. Please consider leaving the pockets of trees in any design
that is pursued.

32. no
33. Barton Creek
34. Barton Springs, Barton Springs salamander, clarity and cleanliness of the pool at Barton Springs.

And don't forget the songbirds: the Black Capped Vireo, and the Golden Cheeked Warbler!
35. Barton Creek
36. No
37. N/A
38. All are listed on the constraints map
39. wildflower center, karst caves at Davis,
40. If anything, Mopac south should incorporate the woodland areas similar to the Wildflower

Center, so that the areas adjacent to Mopac don't look like scorched earth after development
for additional traffic capacity.

8. What groups, organizations or individuals should the study team talk with to get additional
information for the MoPac South Environmental Study?
1. I do not know any specific to suggest.
2. Bike austin, save our springs alliance
3. City of Austin Bicycle Program
4. "Bike Austin / Austin Sierra Club /Austin Cycling Association"
5. Hill Country Conservancy has some good information owing to their work on the Violet Crown

Trail.
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6. SOS Alliance, Bike Austin
7. Taxi personnel who drive it frequently and know quite a bit about the problems and tricks they

do to get around it; police dept. to see if the amount of traffic incidents has grown due to
congestion and increased motorist aggravation; Schools and youth groups to here about the
challenges of getting folks there on time.

8. As many cycling and running groups as possible. Also CapMetro.
9. BikeAustin, Hill Country Conservancy, SBCA
10. "BAC Bike Austin Urban Trails"
11. Local environmental groups and bike groups
12. Bike Austin and the Austin Cycling Assn
13. bike austin, lobv, any "friends of barton creek" group
14. BIke Austin.
15. daily commuters who work off 360 and north Austin (often take Mopac to 360, or avoid Mopac

due to extreme congestion..despite the congestion on alternate routes)
16. Bike Austin
17. Ladybird Johnson Wildflower Center, TX Parks and Wildlife regarding endangered species
18. City of Austin Water Protection, Bike Austin
19. Cities with successful public transportation
20. business owners along slaughter lane -‐ on both the east and west side of mopac for

approximately 1.5 miles in each direction
21. cap metro
22. Bike Austin
23. Civic and extracurricular activities in the area. Schools, football fields, gyms, churches, etc.
24. Bike Austin
25. Bike Austin/Bike Texas
26. Sierra club.
27. Sierra Club, Austin Cycling Association
28. don't know
29. BikeAustin, Save our Springs, Greater Edwards Aquifer Alliance
30. local cycling groups
31. Bike Austin, current bike commuters
32. BikeAustin
33. N/A
34. local HOAs
35. ohan, panning contact team, pta for various schools,
36. There should be input from the residents adjacent to Mopac (Circle C) and then those people in

Shady Hollow who bear the brunt of Mopac bound traffic that orginates in Hays County, and
moves along Brodie Lane towards Slaughter Lane and ultimately to Mopac.
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commuters (282,000 hours per mile per year) but this is for US 290 north to US 183, not Cesar
Chavez to Slaughter Lane. The transportation literature is replete with modeling tools and after the
fact analysis of where projected claims in reduced travel times (reduced congestion) failed to
materialize and never made up for the travel delays caused by construction of the project. 

5. The project analysis should disclose to some degree of detail on the three-dimensional
geometry of the interchange at Cesar Chavez and on necessary expansion of the bridges across
Town Lake and the Barton Creek Greenbelt. TxDOT should also disclose all reports from
construction of the existing Mopac lanes on caves, voids or other environmental hazards
encountered during construction of the existing facility. 

6. The addition of two lanes in each direction (total of four lanes) could add up to 45 to 50 acres
of additional impervious cover over the recharge zone of the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer. This
aquifer has been determined by the TCEQ as more vulnerable to pollution than any other major
drinking water aquifer in Texas. Project proponents should, at a minimum, commit to purchasing
ten acres of recharge zone mitigation land for every one acre of additional impervious cover placed
on the recharge zone. 

7. Project sponsors should research and summarize for the general public the current literature on
health risks to persons living, attending school, and recovering in hospitals near a freeway of the
scale proposed. Similarly, proponents should analyze and summarize potential harm to the health
of the many hundreds of thousands of people who walk, bike, and run on the Town Lake Trail
Mopac pedestrian bridge. If this impact is significant, the project budget should include a new
pedestrian bridge located a safe (or safer) distance from the project.

8. The EIS should analyze improvements on Mopac limited to Cesar Chavez to either Loop360South
or US 290/SH 71, with an interchange upgrade at either 290/71 or Loop 360 as providing an
alternative to the sought after South Mopac/SH 45 SW loop that the current project proposal seeks
to advance. 

9. The draft EIS should fully disclose an initial estimate of the amount of cut and fill required to
construct each alternative, together with a meaningful analysis of the likely construction phase
impacts of sediment and other pollution entering the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer and flowing
to Barton Springs and designated Critical Habitat for the endangered Austin blind salamander.
Harm (sufficient to result in legal “take”) to listed endangered species is inevitable as a result of
construction impacts alone. 

10. In assessing the actual “need” for the project, TxDOT and the RMA should rely on relevant
congestion data, not data limited to north of US 290 or extending all the way to 183 north, unless
the full scope of the project is acknowledged., in which case the traffic counts and related
congestion, trip generation, etc data should be 

11. All consultant reports that feed into the EA/EIS process, together with relevant databases relied
upon, should be posted on the website as soon as they are completed, rather than withheld on
only made available upon formal information request. Since taxpayers are paying for the
information, it should be benefit all interested parties, not just the project proponents. 

12. The cumulative effects analysis should include, at minimum, (a) indirect effects from new
development spurred by the project, (b) (if the project scope stays as it is) the mopac intersections,
45SW, Oak Hill “Y” and 290/71W expansions, together with proposals from Hays County and others

  Comment #7, Continued
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to extend and expand large-scale water lines to the 1826, 1626, 290, and Hamilton Pool Road
corridors. 

13. Traffic projections should consider a range of projections rather than just a single set of traffic
numbers for future years, such that the effects of recent trends and new technology are captured
in at least one projection scenario. For example, the projections should evaluate increasing
smartphone enhanced rideshare; driverless car and driver-assisted technologies; increasing tele-
commuting; the saturation of women in the work force; demographic trends showing reduced
driving by younger generations; the implementation of regional bus transit. 

14. At least one option evaluated in the EA/EIS process should be a “shared solutions” option that
is different from “no build” in that includes a combination of actions that, taken together, serve the
purpose of reducing travel delays by local commuters. This “shared” approach would include, for
example, (a) expanded public transit on Mopac, (b) subsidized “rideshare,” (c) enhanced
telecommuting, carpooling, and flex-time by major employers, and (d) upgrades to the I-35
corridor and other parallel roadways located between I-35 and South Mopac.

15. The draft EA/EIS should include a rough estimate of costs of construction of the various
alternatives, with particular attention to the likely (very large) costs for bridge expansions over
Town Lake and the Barton Creek Greenbelt. 

16. The draft and final environmental documents should specifically analyze the effects of the
alternatives on climate and greenhouse gas emissions. This analysis should include “embedded”
costs in all materials and machinery used in the construction phase, as well as the additional
“induced” driving (and thus increased emissions) and exurban development spurred by the project. 

17. Air, noise and light pollution impact analyses should include effects on schools (including
Austin High) parks and preserve lands.

18. If the “baseline” effects analysis assumes that the current water quality controls on Mopac
south of US 290 are dysfunctional, then TxDOT should explain why they are dysfunctional and why
any new controls would not be similarly neglected and dysfunctional. If TxDOT believes the current
controls are functioning, then they should provide data to support this claim.
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                        COMMENTS BY JOHN FEDRICK1

                     MR. FEDRICK: My name is John. I live in2

Circle C down in -- by Slaughter and MoPac by the3

Wildflower Center. And I drive in traffic going4

northbound/southbound MoPac a lot, which gives me a lot5

of time to sit and try and think of some ideas that6

would help us all through the traffic.7

                     Just a couple of things I noticed and8

hopefully they'll prove helpful to you is going north on9

MoPac, when you come up to Davis Lane, I noticed there's10

a bunch of congestion right there at Davis Lane where11

people are trying to enter northbound MoPac from Davis12

Lane. And then the people that are already on MoPac13

going north kind of jumble together and there -- it14

causes a lot of confusion, which causes a lot of delays.15

                     One thing I did notice was that there's16

already pavement already laid out. And if we could17

re-stripe those -- that pavement into three lanes, it18

would be extremely helpful, especially if the people19

that are trying to get on from Davis Lane could enter20

onto their own lane and then just keep on going through.21

And the other two lanes could continue parallel with22

them.23

                     So in other words, if you could re-stripe24

it -- if you could re-stripe it to let those two lanes25
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going north -- add that third lane, I think it will help1

with that confusion. And it will also help not only2

during traffic times but also during times of no3

traffic.4

                     The other day I was driving northbound and5

there was a little old lady driving her husband, I6

guess, to the doctor or something like that. And she7

was going 50 miles an hour. And there was only one8

other lane to try and get around her. Well, there was9

some other guy -- I don't know. He must have, you know,10

not been thinking. He was driving about 55. So there11

was no way to get around both of them. So, you know,12

people just backed up behind them. And there was no13

reason. There was no -- you know, it wasn't a peak hour14

and there wasn't a lot of traffic on the road. But that15

third lane would definitely help out. So, you know, it16

could allow us to get around.17

                     One thing I did notice is a lot of --18

another thing I did notice was there's a lot of people19

exiting William Cannon. And when they do that, they20

always slow down to, you know, 55, 60 miles an hour.21

But there's only two lanes and you can't get around22

them. So if you just -- if you add three lanes, then23

those people can slow down. "Okay. I'm going to exit24

William Cannon." You know, they're already thinking I'm25
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already here. And then the other people that are trying1

to go north can get past them and get on down the road.2

                     Another thing I noticed -- I notice a lot3

of things because I sit in a lot of traffic. When4

you're going southbound on MoPac, we really appreciate5

the flyover that TxDOT built. It's been absolutely6

amazing going from 290 to MoPac southbound. My wife and7

I were just extremely pleased when that opened up. And8

we were -- when we drove on, we were just, you know,9

singing praises.10

                     And -- but we noticed that when you come11

off of that flyover, a bunch of traffic southbound gets12

really congested because people are trying to go from13

southbound MoPac over to William Cannon. And then the14

people going southbound 290 are trying to get on MoPac.15

So it gets real combusted right there and causes a huge16

traffic jam.17

                     I was looking going southbound and it seems18

like it would be possible to put a lane underneath the19

flyover that goes from MoPac southbound to the access20

road and label it William Cannon Exit. So all those21

people that are trying to go southbound on MoPac can22

exit and get over to the access road. And the people23

that are going southbound from the 290 flyover can get24

over and won't have to fight that traffic because it25

KENNEDY REPORTING SERVICE, INC.
512.474.2233  order@kennedyreporting.com

Comment #19, Continued



MoPac South Environmental Study                   J – 25                            Attachment J

Page 14

will alleviate that with all the William Cannon people1

that go through.2

                     It's a really tight fit. And you'd3

definitely have to get some engineers. I'm not sure. I4

don't build highways. But it seems that it would be5

possible to add -- put an exit lane right there.6

                     And my last idea -- I'm sure our nice court7

reporter is thanking me very much for stopping sometime8

soon -- but would be to continue -- to add a third lane9

south of William Cannon going southbound on MoPac. We10

already have some of that pavement up there, especially11

already for most of the bridges going all the way -- on12

the bridges for sure all the way to Davis Lane.13

                     There are only certain spots on the -- on14

the southbound MoPac where we would have to pave. And15

that would be after the bridge at the Kincheon Branch.16

There's a little creek that the bridge goes on. And17

there's a short strip that, according to my map that I18

drew -- you guys are probably making a lot of fun of me19

right now. But on the map I drew, it's less than a20

quarter acre that goes from one shoulder to the next21

shoulder that we could pave. That could create a third22

lane, which would help traffic go south a lot easier.23

                     Then after that, there's a longer stretch24

of lane. I didn't get the map out to see exactly how25

KENNEDY REPORTING SERVICE, INC.
512.474.2233  order@kennedyreporting.com

Comment #19, Continued



MoPac South Environmental Study                    J – 26                            Attachment J

Page 15

far the square foot is. But if we could just add a1

third lane going to Davis, then the people could exit2

Davis that need to go to Davis. And then the people3

going southbound can just boogie on down the road.4

                     It doesn't seem like it really needs to be5

-- add -- like add another lane right now, for interim6

use at least, to Slaughter. Because I'm sure the grand7

idea is, you know, in the future to build hopefully an8

underpass at Slaughter where MoPac will go underneath9

Slaughter. But that's going to be a whole nother, you10

know, project. I'm sure that's going to be down the11

road. But if we could just have those improvements done12

up to Davis, then, you know, we can focus all the13

financial monetary means that we need to use to work on14

the southbound MoPac intersection at Slaughter.15

                     And just -- it seems like these16

improvements wouldn't cost that much money, especially17

the re-striping going northbound. It just seems like18

that's just paint. You know, I mean, if you want me, on19

the weekend, I'll -- me and my buddies will go up there.20

And, you know, we can get some paint and we'll paint it.21

It'll be no problem. We won't even charge you. We'll22

just be happy to go northbound on MoPac in a third lane.23

And then going southbound, it just seems like it24

wouldn't be that expensive.25
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                     I do some commercial real estate appraisal1

and we use Marshall Valuation System to appraise -- to2

value what it costs to lay asphalt. And the Marshall3

Valuation says it's generally about $5 a square foot to4

pave. You know, me just putting these numbers together,5

it -- I mean, even if you double that at $10 a square6

foot, the areas that would create a third lane using the7

existing pavement that we already have, it seems like8

it'd just be minimal compared to, you know, the millions9

of dollars that we're going to spend later on down the10

road on Slaughter, which we really need.11

                     So I'm going to stop now because my poor12

court reporter looks like her fingers are going to13

break. But I really appreciate you listening to me14

babble for so long and I hope you have a good day.15

16

                     (End of John Fedrick's comments.)17

18
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                         COMMENTS BY TARYN FICKE1

                     MS. FICKE: So the first question is what2

are the biggest issues facing the MoPac South corridor3

and clearly traffic, congestion, mobility in general is4

a big issue. The fact that there are so many cars on5

MoPac at this point in time, MoPac South, particularly6

backing up from Slaughter Lane all the way -- well, all7

the way to 183 North, is a problem for those of us that8

live in the area.9

                     My biggest concern -- number two is what10

are the biggest concerns. There are areas that I would11

say aren't very safe as a result of all of -- all of the12

cars that are there now, specifically at where MoPac and13

290 intersect. And if you're going south, you have14

three lanes that are all trying to weave in that area15

where the 290 -- 290 direct connect to MoPac South is.16

People stop. People slam on their brakes. They're17

trying to weave over. And it's pretty much a big mess18

in the afternoon.19

                     And the next section is, "Please let us20

know how you agree or disagree with the following21

statements."22

                     "Traffic congestion in the MoPac South23

Corridor is a serious problem." I strongly agree.24

                     "There is a need to better manage traffic25
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in the MoPac South Corridor." I strongly agree.1

                     "There is a need to improve bicycle and2

pedestrian safety in the MoPac South Corridor." Well,3

my opinion is bicycles should be not allowed on the4

MoPac South corridor. And I think they're taking their5

life into their hands every day when they get on there.6

Freeways at anything -- any road above 45 miles an hour7

should not have bicycles or pedestrians allowed on it to8

use as a recreational tool.9

                     "D" is, "There is a need to improve access10

to public transit service in the MoPac South Corridor."11

Well, that's an interesting question. I don't know how12

many people who live south would actually use a public13

transit service. But I would think that Capital Metro14

should be consulted on this issue.15

                     They have a 171 bus that leaves Oak Hill.16

They also have buses that go up and down Congress and17

1st. And all of those would have -- I mean, if they18

were going to extend those further south, I would think19

it would depend on the ridership of the buses that they20

currently have before that question is answered. I21

wouldn't want a bus or a light-rail system coming to22

South Austin unless it's actually warranted.23

                     "E," "A goal of any proposed improvement24

should be to manage congestion." I believe that that --25
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I strongly agree. That is true.1

                     "A goal of any proposed improvement should2

be to improve response times for emergency vehicles."3

Yes, I believe that is true also. And there are areas4

along MoPac that if there was a wider shoulder, the5

emergency vehicles would be able to get by much easier.6

It will be interesting once North MoPac is done to see7

just how much trouble there's going to be with emergency8

vehicles once there are literally no shoulders. So I9

wouldn't want to see that in South Austin.10

                     "A goal of any proposed improvement should11

be to protect the environment." I agree with that. But12

at what price?13

                     If some environmental features can be14

mitigated in other areas, that would suffice. If you're15

going to tell me I can't have a road at all because16

there's a parsed feature right there, my suggestion is17

to do something about the parsed feature and the road18

should go in. Because if we completely plan around that19

in South Austin, nothing is ever going to happen and our20

problem is never going to be solved.21

                     "I," "A goal of any proposed improvement22

should be about moving more people, not just more23

vehicles." In theory, I agree with that. Not strongly24

agree, but just agree in theory. However, us Texans25
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really like our cars. And if you think or if any1

government agency thinks that by putting in a light-rail2

or -- Capital Metro already offers carpools. They'll3

let you have a van and you and your friends can carpool4

to work. It's going to be hard to move those people5

from Dripping Springs into Austin on any rail system or6

any bus system because timing, if nothing else.7

                     I tried to take -- I tried to take mass8

transit when I went to UT and it was virtually9

impossible because the times weren't right. And people10

who have their kids, they're not going to go and get on11

a bus to go to work and not be able to pick their12

children up.13

                     All right. Number 4, "Do you sometimes14

avoid the MoPac South Corridor because of traffic?" No.15

Although I want to.16

                     "Do you use current pedestrian/bicycle17

facilities?" No. I choose to live.18

                     "Are there" -- not opinionated, am I?19

                     "Are there specific environmental20

constraints or community constraints, cemeteries, parks,21

etc., you're aware of that should be considered in the22

MoPac South Corridor?" To the best of my knowledge, no,23

other than if they encounter a large cave that would24

turn the project into too costly of a measure to do.25
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                     "What groups, organizations, or individuals1

should study -- should the study team talk with to get2

additional information for the MoPac South Environmental3

Study?" Well, clearly they need to talk to Capital4

Metro about whether it would be warranted to try to move5

people in large groups. They need to meet with the6

neighborhood associations because in Austin, we all know7

they rule.8

                     Circle C will probably be a large influence9

because their traffic leaving is -- there is a lot of10

congestion leaving Circle C. But yet I imagine there11

will be those that will not want improvements.12

                     I think that's the end.13

14

                     (End of Taryn Ficke's comments.)15

16
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                         COMMENTS BY CHRIS HOTZ1

                     MR. HOTZ: So one thing I think needs to be2

done to improve the corridor is the William Cannon exit3

heading southbound.4

                     Currently there's the 290 onramp and then5

there's an onramp from the access road. So when you're6

on MoPac and you need to exit on William Cannon, you7

have to merge twice. And the traffic is almost always8

backed up. It backs up all the way onto MoPac. So the9

right lane, even people who aren't trying to exit, slows10

down tremendously.11

                     I think one possible solution is to add an12

exit from MoPac to the access road before the 29013

onramp; they can go under it. So that's one thought.14

                     Another option would be is if you actually15

had two exit lanes for William Cannon because William16

Cannon itself, the access road to get to it also backs17

up so far. If you increase the volume there, you might18

avoid backing up MoPac.19

                     I also think that there is -- there seems20

to be sufficient pavement to support re-striping to have21

three lanes all the way from Slaughter up to at least22

where 290 comes in on MoPac. It would require removing23

the left shoulder in some aspects. But there's already24

pieces of MoPac that's that way anyway. So I think that25
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would also help.1

                     I think that's -- that might be all I have2

right now.3

4

                     (End of Chris Hotz's comments.)5
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                        COMMENTS BY BOB WITTMEYER1

                     MR. WITTMEYER: Austin needs to plan for2

growth similar to what Houston does. Houston builds3

roads miles outside of the city or any development when4

land is cheap, and nobody objects. Austin needs to take5

a few lessons from Houston. That would be one of the6

few.7

                     We needed roads ten years ago. We8

desperately need them now. The bikers do not belong on9

heavily-traveled thoroughfares. We're building a10

thirty-mile hike-and-bike trail from South Austin to11

Central Austin. The bikers can use that. That would12

keep everyone safer and reduce the cost of new road13

construction for bike lanes.14

                     Cars sitting in a parking lot on MoPac15

pollute just as much as cars traveling at speed except16

they do it for a lot longer period of time, therefore17

producing more pollution over the aquifer that people18

want to protect.19

20

                     (End of Bob Wittmeyer's comments.)21
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