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moblility options stretching traditional transportation
financial resources and meeting goals for air quality and
improving the quality of life in North Texas.

As part of this regional coalition, my fellow
directors and I at the North Texas Tollway Authority are
excited about reaching a significant milestone of the
Southwest Parkway from I-30 to FM 1187. Ultimate approval
of the Environmental Impact Statement with the issue of the
record of decision moves us closer to the ability to
possibly be a participant in the construction to build a
city roadway. The Southwest Parkway will not only offer a
major enhancement to regional mobility, but it will also
represent a significant achievement in public and private
cooperation.

The North Texas Tollway Authority has
supported the concept and State's recommendations of the
Southwest Parkway for a number of years, both
philosophically and financially. If we complete the new
roadway, it will increase mobility options for residents of
Fort Worth and Tarrant County and pro&ide a crucial link for
Johnson County residents for the southern portions of State
Highway 121 when it is completed. The Southwest Parkway
will support access to a variety of those transportation
modes of the regicn including other highways, commuter and

light rail, and enhanced access to the Dallas/Fort Worth
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International Airport.

As the region grows, more efficient
transportation systems will be needed to help reduce
congestion, and provide a safe means for people to travel to
work, to school, to medical care, and social events. As the
regional transportation network is improved, people will
hopefully enjoy a decrease in travel time and an improvement
to their overall quality of life, shorter travel times and
more efficient travel, speeds, and creates a positive effect
on air gquality by reducing vehicle emission.

The Southwest Parkway is a key part of the
region's overall mobility plan to obtain these important
regional develppments. The spirit of the community has
been part of the Southwest Parkway since its inception, and
the citizens, and the city officials of Fort Worth, the
Texas Department of Transportation, Tarrant County
Commissioners Court, and North Central Texas Council of
Government, and the residents of Tarrant County are to be
applauded for their diligence to work through issues and
arrive at this juncture. The Southwest Parkway has
represented the private and public cooperation, the decision
making at its best, and I have been proud to be a part of
this community and this elective process.

In summary, speaking on behalf of the North

Texas Tollway Authority and myself as well as the president,
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we believe the process for the study of the Southwest
Parkway was carefully considered and addressed the potential
environmental impact and conseguences of wvarious
alternatives. We know there's additional studies to be
done, and a process that still needs to continue. Through
extensive public involvement this process has incorporated
concerns of my fellow citizens, the elected officials who
represent our community and other stake holders. The
Authority urges TxXDOT and the Federal Highway Administration
to expedite the rapid Environmental Impact Statement and
ultimate environmental clearance for the Southwest Parkway,
and to move forward to all of North Texas. Tﬁank you very
much.

MR. CONRAD: Thank you. John Nelson, and
next up is Steve Berry.

SPEAKER: My name is John Nelson. I'm
chairman of I Caré. Twenty years ago the Highway Department
with tacit approval from City Hall decided to expand the
I-30, I-35 interchange design and proposed would have had a
devastating impact, a negative impact, on the Water Garden
T & P building and the post office. What happened was that
there was no meaningful public participation. 2and it took a
lawsuit in the Fifth Circuit Court of Appeals to set right

what had been done wrong.

Now, there is a difference between what
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happered then and what has so far happened today. And that
is, there has been at least some superficial public
participation in the form of the PDT, CHC and several
meetings. I use the word superficial because the -- the
baseline of this meeting/hearing tonight is a draft
Environmental Impact Statement. And if one took that
document without knowing what processes had come before
this, one would be surprised that there was any public
participation, let alone so much.

None of that document, which forms the basis
of why we're here tonight, speaks to what the PDT, the City
of Fort Worth, the CHC, and many public speakers have
brought before TxDOT. There is not one mention of a
parkway like concept. What the DEIS statement did was, it
ignored public input. It reached wrong and unverifiable
conclusions. And it glossed over or completely ignored
potentially adverse impacts. And it was as though we had
gone back 20 years.

So the gquestion for you is, are we going back
or are we going forward? Is this final Environmental Impact
Statement going tc take into consideration what the law
réquires that it take into consideration? That is, the
impacts. 1Is if going to discuss meaningfully and in depth
the impacts that do in fact exist under any alternative to

say &s I just heard this evening that there are no
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environmental impacts to any of the alternatives when one
simply looks at one example? And that is, where this
parkway goes over the bike trail is to ignore reality.

And so there -- there may have been this
tremendous amount of public participation, but it was
completely and totally ignored in the draft Environmental
Impact Statement. And so the guestion is, is it going to be
ignored again? Are we going back 20 years to where we were
and the ramifications? Or are you going to go forward and
do the project the way it needs té be, both for the people
and because it's the law?

MR. CONRAD: Steve Berry is up, and then
Robert Bass.

SPEAKER: My name 1s Steve Berxy, and I'm
here representing the Streams & Valleys. I want to thank
yvou for the opportunity to present Streams & Valleys'!' views
concerning the impact of 121 on the Trinity River. I have
represented Streams & Valleys on both the Citizen's Advisory
Committee as well as the Project Development Team. We have
submitted information concerning the impact of 121 on the
river in each of these forums. There were concerns
regarding the impact on the Trinity River corridor which was
not addressed in the draft Environmental Impact Statement.

However, we understand that there is still

time for the inclusion of program elements involving the
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plans. Streams & Valleys has worked with Union Toll to
develop a plan to offget the impact of the roadway. We have
presented this plan to the Mayor and the City Manager, and
it has been included in the City's resolution adopting the
recommended locally preferred alternative for the Southwest
Parkway. We are submitting this plan to you at this point
so that it will be included -- acknowledged and included in
the final AIS document. Thank you again for the opportunity
to present our views to you.

MR. CONRAD: We have Robert Bass, and then
Jerry Tracy.

SPEAKER: I'm Robert Bass, and I office at
201 Main Street in Fort Worth. I will speak tonight as an
inveétor in the long-range limited partners, the
right-of-way owner in the Oakmont and Dirk Rocad. As a land
owner of property, we're going to share some specific
concerns that we have regarding.the information documented
in the DDIS. To help identify the opportunities, we will
share some perspectives on how we expect to work
collaboratively with TxDOT, NTTA, and the City to implement
the project that {(inaudible) needs while enhancing natural
regources and minimizing property and environmental impacts.

As it stands, the DEIS does not adequately
document the extent of quality areas, nor does it

acknowledge the relationship between the impacted areas on
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the long-range property and the downstream of ecosystems in
the City's parkland. It is imperative that the agency
develop a quality corridor review process collaborative with
the community to bridge the gap between the current locally
preferred alternative and the individuals that have the
plans.

The review process will create the
opportunity to identify specific parkway features and themes
and incorporate drainage and water quality features admitted
parkway impacts by preserving and enhancing the existing
streams and wetlands. In a separate cover we will provide
specific details of gaps in the current DEIS as related to
natural resources on the raw frontage property. However,
and potentially most disturbing is how cursory the
evaluations were for properties so obviously dominated by
stream and high quality lands. We challenge TxDOT and the
environmental reviewing agencies to verify whether or not
there are similar significant resources elsewhere along the
corridor.

Long range pertaining to HDR to assess the
environmental resources in the long range corridor of the
Parkway. They are a worldwide engineering firm with more
than 70 offices, and a leader in transportation and water
and environmental rescurce management. In the long-range

project, they regard jurisdictional delineations on gsite by
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HDR wetland scientists using the methodology for the Corps
of Engineers Wetland Delineation Manual and recent
guidelines from the US Corps of Engineers, Fort Worth
District Regulatory Range personnel and in accordance with
the U.S. Supreme Court rulings.

A routine wetland delineation to determine
the nonjurisdictional waters in the U.S., not the two that
were documented in the DEIS. Of the nine, four are
(inaudible) of intermittent streams and a portion of wetland
habitats. These habitats have been impacted by the
parkway's construction. We are disturbed by the large
discrepancy and deficiency of the TXDOT environmental
review. There is an on channel pond that covers a half acre
of open water and wetland margin. This is not documented in
the DEIS. The 2,000 linear intermittent streams and
wetlands exceed the threshold of the U.S. Army Corp of
Engineers, and therefore require a separate Section 404
permit. We are surprised this would not have been noted,
and we cannot understand how the reviewing agencies have the
ability to compare alternatives and select a preferred
alternative without considering the impact on these
resources.

The wetlands are functioning as guick
lifeline sources, which protect habitant quality and

function to downstream habitats, including those for Fort
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Worth City Park located between Dutch Branch and Bryant
Irvin Road.

I also want to comment on the significant
negative impact on the roadway on the potential development
of the property and note that the impact applies to the
entire corridor and requires significant mitigation not
acknowledged in the DEIS. What is clearly missing, however,
ig an assessment of the individual impacts of the building
alternatives. The parkway will pass through a number of
community and public spaces requiring significant mitigation
of the visual as well as the noise impacts of the roadway.
To date, the DEIS has been an ongoing process. Lately there
have been indications of favorabkle receptivity by TxDOT and
NTTA and inclusion of community input addressing the
deficiencies by technical revision of the DEIS.

I look forward to working cloéely with TxDOT
and NTTA and the City considering the mitigations on the
long range property to mitigate the impacts and intrusion of
the Parkway.

MR. CONRAD: Jerre Tracy and Cal Campbell.

SPEAKER: Good evening, Mr. Conrad and Ms.
Chavez. My name is Jerre Tracy, and I'm here as the active
director of Historic Fort Worth, Inc. Historic Fort Worth
igs a city-wide historic preservation organization with

approximately one thousand members and administrative
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offices at 1020 Summit Avenue in the impacted area.
Historic Fort Worth applauds the work of the citizen based
project development team and consultants who studied the
complex issues surrounding the proposed T121.

We are very pleased with Fort Worth City
Council endorsement of the project team's recommendations.
We believe that the features and themes developed by the
project develop team best loock at the negative impact of a
tollway of this magnitude asg it stretches the heart of our
city and beyond. We find the draft Environmental

Impact Statement to be a disappointing document for many

| reasons. But in particular, because it does not include the

PDT's recommendations.

We continue to hear concerns from citizens in
historic neighborhoods that are about increased traffic,
noise pollution, light peollution, air pollution, and
obstructed view corridors. We are most concerned with the
effects of these problems on city owned Botanic Gardens and
on the neighborhoods of Mistletoe Heights and Sunset
Terrace. We have identified the former Brooklyn Heights
Public school now known as the Middle Level Learning Center
as an overload to an impacted historic resource and
recognize that it will be potentially eligible for the
National Register of Historic Places in 2005,

We shudder at the current level of negative
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impact caused by I-30 on Sunset Terrace. And we do not
imagine successfully mitigating more negative impact to this
neighborhood with the addition of SH121. For two of its
executive committee meetings, this organization has
prioritized Sunset Terrace given SH121 a negative impact on
this national registered eligible neighborhood.

We have listened carefully to the attorney
representing Fort Worth Country Day School as he cited
health issues from air pollution on the children attending
that school. We recognize that the 24-hour residential
children's home is nestled in the Sunset Terrace
neighborhood, as wellhas the day school for the potentially
national registered eligible St. Paul's Lutheran Church.

And then the same concern and issues that those expressed
with the children of Fort Worth Country Day School should
apply to these children.

In summary, as you can hear, the features and
themes of the project development team recommended already
represent significant perpetual compromises in our city, and
especially for historic preservation. The citizens of Fort
Worth have participated in numerous public meetings to make
their wishes known regarding the type of road they prefer to
enhance its function and appearance as well as mitigating
its negative impacts. Historic Fort Worth, Inc., joins

those who support the standards recommended by the project
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development team to ensure that our city gets the highest
gquality parkway that it most assuredly deserves and not just
another urban freeway. We regquest that PTD's report be
included as a part of the environmental impact study. Fort
Worth's future and historic preservation can afford no less
than the tollway to achieve the standards recommended by the
project development team or to you. BAnd we also left you
written comments tonight. Thank you.

MR. CONRAD: Thank you. Cal Campbell, and
then Lezlie Monteleone.

SPEAKER: I'm Cal Campbell. My request is
that all Federal, State, and local funding be transferred
from this project to mass transit. To me, the only way to
golve our pellution congestion problems is to go toward mass
transit. I believe the number one priority of the city that
has been passed on to the legislature in session is to get a
regional transportation authority. Their main focus will be
mass transportation.

In leooking at other alternatives, to me, it's
much easier to extend the TRE gouthwest along the existing
railroad line than it is to build a new highway, that it's
faster, more economical, and less degtruction of businesses,
residences and drivers and commuters. And by the way, the
expanding the use of TRE I think gives some idea that we in

Tarrant County are ready for mass transit. The projected
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cost for this new highway or tollway has skyrocketed. B2and
one of the more common methods of getting additional funding
the City has to have is to take 60 to 65 million out of the
bond election that was originally I think 160 million for
November (inaudible) existing roads in going for -- for our
parks. There are some costs reducing the cost by decreasing
the City's noise reductions, those have been mentioned.
Also, we may lose some state funding that is very central to
us meeting the EPA requirements here. They fumbled the ball
two years ago. I think they that had a surplus of ten
billion dqllars deficit. I don't have a lot of confidence
in our folks down in Austin.

Also, the cost to Fort Worth can be expected
to increase even more because we had seven violations of our
Clean Air Act last year. It only takes three over a
three-year time period, supposedly we had to 2007 to the EPA
there have been three lawsuits successfully bringing that
back to 2005 in Washington, D.C., St. Louis, and more
recently in December to Beaumont who has the same problem we
do. Houston's pollution is better than here. You've
already heard the complaints on saying that the January 2003
environmental impact study is both filed and incomplete.

Our comprehensive plan states that we want people to live,
work, shop and play in the same area. This plan contradicts

that.
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In past yearsg, many of the residents have
been moving out of the city both for crime and the schools.
Our crime rate's going down, the schools are getting better,
at least we've got some more work to do there. We have lots
of plans and projects right now residences downtown and
there are two big projects that are going up within a couple
of miles of downtown for other residences. I've given you
right now a very brief summary that has been submitted
earlier. Thank vyou.

MR. CONRAD: Thank you. Lezlie Monteleone,
is it Monteleone, is the next speaker. And then‘Brooke
Lively.

SPEAKER: I'm Lezlie Monteleone, and I reside
at 3305 Moss Hollow. And I'm the president of the Overton
Woods Homeowner's Association. Our association has been an
active community participant in the public process on SH121,
including representation on the City Council and the project
development team. We support the construction of the
tollway subject to the defined meanings and SPécifications
as recommend by the project development team, and endorsed
by the City Council in January 2001 of resolution 2693.

Earlier this vear, our association engaged in
extensive negotiations with the City of Fort Worth because
some council members were now recommending an interchange at

SH121 and Bellaire Drive, specifically going against
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resolution 2693 which did not include such an interchange.
Through the negotiation an agreement was reached which
outlined ten specific points in section 180, one through ten
of resolution 2923, the locally preferred alternative. That
was unanimously approved by the Fort Worth City Council on
February 25th of this year.

We expect the Texas Department of
Transportation to accept and adopt the configuration and
specifications as outlined in resolution 23823 and to
readdress all environmental impacts based on that
configuration. In addition to the history of these
negotiations that led to our agreement with the City of Fort
Worth, there are other environmental issues that are not
addressed in the draft Environmental Impact Statement.
Those issues includes air pollution and related health
issues. Our attorney, Jim Blackburn, who is an
environmental attorney will submit written comments
separately addressing those issues. Light and noise
pollution, no studies were completed to address the impact of
light and noise in our area. The impact of area native
wildlife and ecology, we need an on-the-ground assessment of
the road impact and adduced land uses. Design elements
should have been incorporated to address land uses,
particularly commercial development to mitigate their impact

on our neighborhood. And we'll be submitting separate
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letters to address all those issues.

All environmental impacts and the necessary
mitigations must take into account resolution 2923 as adopted
by the City Council, any deviation from this proposal would
result in Overton Woods Homeowner's Association withdrawing
its support to 121. We look forward to receiving your
response to our concerns and to working with you in
completion of the project. Thank you.

MR. CONRAD: Thank you. Brooke Lively, and
then Barbara Koerble.

SPEAKER: I'm Brooke Lively, co-chair here
for Children's Garden. The Children Gardens Committee is
planning construction of the Children's Garden within the
existing boundary of the Fort Worth Botanic Gardens, the
city park. The Children's Garden will occupy approximately
four acres within historic Rose Garden which is eligible for
the National Register of Historic Places to the east, the
Japanese Gardens to the north, the proposed greenhouse
facilities to the west, and the Interstate 30 frontage roads
to the south.

Sound impacts from the State Highway 121T
Southwest Parkway must be mitigated to reserve the existing
and future sanctuary of the Botanic Gardens. We
respectfully request additional noise studies at the

following locations: The southwest corner to the parking
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lot directly behind and east of the antique mall building
located at the norxrtheast corner of interstate 30 and
Montgomery between the curb fence along the north side of
the frontage road where the westbound Montgomery exit ramp
from Interstate 30 intersects the frontage road and at the
Rose Garden pavilion at the entrance to the Rose Garden.

Hopefully, these studies will identify the
impact that Southwest Parkway would have on the Fort Worth
Botanic Gardens, and specifically, the Children's Garden.
Please consider mitigation of this noise impact in the
design of the Parkway. The Children's Garden will be an
intense addition to what is already an historical and
environmental treasure for this region. We thank you for
your consideration of our concerns, and we look forward to
the findings of the noise study in anticipated mitigation of
any additional noise mitigated by the proposed Southwest
Parkway.

MR. CONRAD: Barbara Koerble and Lue Ann
Claypool. 1Is Barbara here? Barbara is not here right now.
Lue Ann Claypool, and then Ronald Hays.

SPEAXER: I'm Lue Ann Claypool, 3501 Bellaire
Drive North speaking for myself. I've attended endless -- a
number of meetings on the subject of SH121 over a period of
several years. During those meetings many good,

constructive changes were recommended by participants. Many
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of those features have been included in subsequent
modifications to the plan, but the bad ideas never
disappeared. It has been explained to me that all plans
must be brought forward at all subsequent meetings, but it's
frightening to continue to meet plan D at every meeting.

Therefore, I stand here to state officially
for the record one more time that I have a strong preference
for plan C/A. Also, I greatly appreciate the statement made
by Mayor Barr, especially as it related to the enhancements
developed through public meetings. I hope you listened
carefully to those. We do not want a bare strip of
concrete. We want every one of the enhancements he
mentioned.

MR. CONRAD: Ronald Hays, Tom Reynolds.

SPEAKER: My name is Ronald Hays, and I
represent the Park Palisades Homeowner's Association. I
iive at 6825 (inaudible). Garden Drive. Previously we
submitted a petition to the City Council and I also just
presented to Randy the same petition. But basically what we
would like to see is the turnpike's present location moved
furtherest west possible with the right-of-way keep it at
grade level at Dutch Branch to Dirks Road, and install noise
parameters (inaudible) our right-of-way. The current EPA
study does not recommend any type of noise abatement in that

facility, but I would offer my backyard to anyone on a
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Friday or Saturday night or Monday morning to listen to the
noise on Dirks Road.

With the projected increase of a 40 percent
growth in our area noise will be a problem, and within the
guidelines with that projected growth we would like to
see the turnpike exit moved to approximately half to a
quarter of a mile further south to accommodate the extended
growth of Dutch Branch, Altamesa which will eventually be
required to be a four lane road.

As Mr. Bass spoke for the environmental area,
we do enjoy the wildlife in our area of wild turkeys, dove,
and quail, and an occasional coyote, and an occasional
bobcat in that area. So progress being what it is, that
area will be damaged and we'll miss that.

MR. CONRAD: Ty Reynolds and Linda Johnson.

SPEAKER: It's Tom Reynolds, actually

MR. CONRAD: Tom. Excuse me.

SPEAKER: That's all right. As a PDT member,

I Just want to say how much I appreciate Mayor Barr's

comment about establishing the baseline per the PDT

recommendations for this proposed roadway. About twc hours
ago or so I finally finished a rather lengthy letter and
mailed it on the way out of the office to Ms. Chavez and a
variety of other interested parties. My comments will be

brief tonight, and they will all regard the DEIS and my
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favorite part of Fort Worth, which is my home in Sunset
Terrace, which is at the intersection of I-30 and Summit
Avenue.

Section 3H14 subparagraph 7 says
recommendations regarding, quote, noise mitigation visual

intrusion, etc., ungquote, does not go far enough. This

.needs to be amplified to say the least to include light

pollution, air pollution, traffic flow patterns,
particularly around in our area. Section V page 82 --
Section 5, excuse me, page 82, quote, the peak hour for this
project has been determined during the previous study
performed in 1992. Traffic patterns have not changed to a
measurable degree, and as such, the peak hour of development
in the 1992 setting wasg utilized.

Now, this is an incredible statement to me
because traffic patterns have changed so much since 1$%2, 11
years ago, and 1if you don't believe me, look at Summit
Avenue and the changes that have happened. Thé widening of
I-35 and the last lane impacted was -- Summit Avenue was the
boundary, the widening of I-30, the widening of Summit
Avenue and tying into 8th Avenue and the raising of the
Balinger Street Bridge, which has forced all the traffic
onto Summit Avenue. Anyone here who remembers three years
agc driving south on Summit where it used to dead-end into

Pennsylvania, I can't find anybody who ever sat in the back
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of traffic. And now, no matter which way you're going south
you sit in the back of traffic.

Secondly, if we're going to be actually
doubling or nearly doubling the lanes at I-30, take that
into consideration with the way it is today. You talk about
impact. Section 5, page 139, on several pages regards,
quote, historic buildings and structures, and our area is
completely ignored. Sunset Terrace is eligible for this
National Register of Historic Places as is evidenced by a
copy of the letter from the Texas Historic Commission that
is included in the éppendices section of the DEIS.

Section 5, page 185, secondary cumulative to
the project, quote, by definition, secondary impacts are
those that are caused by an action and are later in time or
further removed in distané@, but are still reasonably
foreseeable. Cumulative effects which are even less are
impacts which result from incremental consequences of an
action when added to other passage reasonably foreseeable
future actions.

Again, I'd like to point out substaﬁtial
cumulative affects with the widening of 1I-35, I-30, Summit
Avenue, 8th Avenue, taking down the Balinger Street Bridge,
and never once apparently was there any consideration of
those long-ranging impacts. To boot, cut-through traffic in

our neighborhood has been another negative influence. It
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was beginning to be a problem. It's far worse now.

I'll summarize two points. One, no
accumulative impacts have been considered in the DEIS. No
4F considerations are represented in the document, only the
direct taking of property. Two, this proposed new roadway,
121, should not be a zero sum gain whereby the efficiencies
created in the southwestern part of Fort Worth are offget by
the traffic jams, noise, pollution, and general
inefficiencies created in the inner city. And three, Sunset
Terrace was on (inaudible) in the mix master work, and did
not get the proper and needed attention as evidenced by the
high (inaudible) and no noise mitigation, and no attention
given to traffic flow impacts. We are once again on the
fringe of yet another major development, and we will not
stand for any project that deoes not include full and
appropriate docﬁmentation.

MR. CONRAD: Linda Johnson Quentin McGowrn.
Linda's given. We have Quentin McGown. After Mr. McGown,
Chip Diano.

SPEAKER: Thank you, Mr. Conrad, Mrs. Chavez,
for the opportunity to present some comments. Mr. Reynolds
stated many of the essentials I would express so I'11 try
not to be too repetitive. I also live in Sunset Terrace,
which by the letter from the Texas Historical Commission on

August 9th, 2002, was determined to be eligible for the
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National Register of Historic Places. My comments tonight
really reflect the panel's inefficiencies that we felt were
painfully obvious as (inaudible)} by statement and I would
like to submit some changes as you move forward in the final
statement.

The project documents indicate the facility's
(inaudible). Is Summit Avenue, yet the DEIS's study
incorporated into it provide little or no data at all
regarding the impact to the section of the rocadway between
Forest Park and Summit Avenue. The current locater maps are
included in the DEIS there were no site specific sound
studiés conducted at or near Sunset Terrace, and we would
request that those be done to move to the next stage. All
studies of the lower sgection of the facility from Forest

Park Boulevard to Summit Avenue should take into account the

cumulative effects of Sunset Terrace and Mistletoe Heights

of the I-35, I-30 interchange project to the I-30 widening
and State Highway 121T.

‘The baseline should be established at a time
prior to the construction of the I-35 interchange, and we
need to look at it when moving forward. The DEIS dces not
include any studies of projected accumulative impact of the
three projects on existing infrastructure. And as Mr.
Reynolds noted the increased impact on Summit Avenue will

now be especially exacerbated by increased traffic coming
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into 121.

No studies of lighting methods or light
pollution are included in the DEIS, and even if such studies
are not required by the Federal Highway Administration, the
project authorities have been provided ample notice of
community concerns over lighting issues, that they need to
be concerned as we move forward with the next stage of the
impact statement.

The DEIS and those facilities will reduce
certaiﬁ pollutants and create higher efficiency over the
southern portion of the route. Once studies were completed
the route (inaudible) the savings on the southern portion
will not be planned and not overcome by the increasing
efficiency on the northern end of the project. The DEIS
does not include data on the cumulative effects on air
quality of the three projects as they converge on the
northern limit. In determining the reasonableness and the
feasibility of any northern division.for Sunset Terrace, any
study must factor in the projected number of benefited
procedures based on the area's decade for residential growth
and plans currently on file with the City of Fort Worth.

I do encourage that the City look at the
existing modification set in the neighborhood, and did not
lock at the projected growth based on the existing the city

plans. I think the most glaring omission the DEIS was
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favored to acknowledge residential views as the major and
current and future home of several businesses.

I'd lastly like to review the Section 4F
issues as they relate to Sunset Terrace. And again, the
DEIS was very clear to point out that they were no
(inaudible)} properties designated and I want to remind you

that designation is not the operative word, but eligibility

'ig. ‘The TxDOT consultation from the State Historic

Preservation Office focused, according to the Environmental
Impact Statement, on the area between Hulen and I-30,
completely ignoring both Mistletoe Heights and Sunset
Terrace. The DEIS appears to make a tacit finding, but no
4F impact without every completing any preliminary studies
for that finding. The TxXDOT relies on the Historic
Preservation Office's finding those significant impacts to
support a lack of efficiencies, but the letter that's
included from the Historic Presexrvation Office and DEIS that
finding no significant impact was specifically conditioned
on TxDOT's addressing traffic noise and light peollution
igsues both for Sunset Terrace and Mistletoe Heights along
with the rest of the project. May I finish one segment?

The adverse effects of the 121 projects on
the northern end of the neighborhood is substantial in terms
of increases of traffic, noise, and light pollution. The

northern end of the facility affecting both Sunset Terrace
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and Mistletoe Heights suffers from the unique combination of
the I1-35, I-30 project {(inaudible). Any {(inaudible)
Environmental Impact Statement must consider the

cumulative effects of these projects and right before the
value required by the historic designation of these two
neighborhoods.

We believe that the reasonably foreseeable
results of the TXDOT projects will result in the
constructive use of the historic properties and the DEIS
must study and clearly document the mitigation issues
proposed to protect the properties. We certainly look
forward with TxXDOT as we move to that next stage. And
again, thank you for the opportunity to present our views.

MR. CONRAD: Chip Diano and Joe Staley, Jr.

SPEAKER: My name is Chip Diano. Well, first
I reside at 554 South Summit Avenue. It's located near the
interchange of I-30 and Summit Avenue. Those of us south of
I-30 have a majo: problem with TxDOT. You have increased so
much traffic in my neighborhood that we also have a historic
structure called Thistle Hill. A lot of you in TxDOT always
confirm themselves just by loocking at maps. Do you know it
takes a lot of Texans to pay for various taxes for your
highways and maintenance? When Judge Harmon was here,
Highway 174 goes to Interstate 35 linking Johnson County té

the City of Cleburne, Texas.
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A lot of things that were not mentioned vyet,
impact, transportation, HOV lanes not mentioned, toll not
mentioned. You said proposed toll plaza. And option C/A,
it also says tax. Tax for Johnson County, not for Tarrant
County. In Dallas you have the Dallas North Tollway. There
is a problem. We have existing roads. The City of Fort
Worth has informed me that they want to move some water
mains in the medical district. If your employees get
injured, you have to come to my medical district for
treatment. How would you feel if your ambulances from our
community try to get your employees to our hospitals, and -
they don't make it, because of your construction?

Let's face it, I look at traffic 24/7. For
our sake, and there is a lot of people that have to use the
Summit Avenue Bridge, we look at your.construction and
traffic and congestion on a daily basis. I live in assisted
living. I have to look at your stuff all the time. What
I'm asking you is this, since nobody in this room contacted
me about this except‘one Council woman, and I know she is
here, fhis fine interchange that you have proposed better be
taken off of Summit Avenue. You have existing pavement
underneath the Summit Avenue Bridge from downtown, and you
currently have the Henderson Street interchange under
congtruction. That is an inconvenience to this medical

district. Thank you very much.
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MR. CONRAD: Joe Staley and Charles Wendt.

SPEAKER: My name's Joe Staley, and I'm an
attorney from Dallas, Texas, and I represent the Fort Worth
Country Day School. I would like to make a short statement,
and also say that we will be filing written statements with
you at a later time.

Fort Worth Country Day School is looking at
the problem and especially with the Environmental Impact
Statement went to your engineers who were and asked them
about your Environmental Impact Statement, and I would say
that the response that we got was reasonably surprising.
There were five primary noise abatement issues which needed
to be addressed, none of which were addressed properly
in the statement, because there was a dodge put in to
categorize this property as a category E rather than a
category A where it should be.

The first question was to identify
poténtially impacted land use activity. You said it was
identified as a sensitive receptor impacted by noise,
that -- that's the Country Day School. And then it said
there were no frequent human activities between the receptor
and the highway. &nd this is the main acﬁivity area for the
kindergarten, including where they have lunch from time to
time, art projects, they have a garden out there, and a

playground, and yet the impact statement says that they
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don't have any activities there.

Your engineer said in the category A area is
not about where the preservation of these qualities is
essential to the area is to continue to serve its intended
purpose, if it is intended to serve its intended purpose,
and we can't use it to do that if we don't have continuation
of noise. BAnd it also goes on to say, therefore, it is
important to stress that the school should be considered as
a category A zone. Not your words, your engineer's words,
yet that didn't occur.

The second thing was to determine the present
cutside noise levels. That wasn't done. It waé the report
relies on the 1998 and 2002 studies by others hiding behind
the category E designation, which only considers internal
noise abatement and not external. But if you apply the
internal criteria of category E and add what could
potentially be a 25 decibellic increase, we could have a 70
decibellic level, which according to your own statements is
the same noise level as running a ?acuum cleaner nine feet
from your head. And that's what the children will be going
through outside the building.

Prediction of future noises, none. The
Carter & Burgess letter of February the 18th, 2003, says,
sound levels are model and estimated based on the type of

the building structure and not attenuation factors found in
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the draft DEIS. So they weren't done. And then there's the
noise impact of the road. They made a kind of a significant
statement, I think, and this is what your engineer said,
"the school property will potentially experience sound
levels of ten to 14 DBA, decibels, that is decibels, higher
than the existing ambient sound levels. The school property
would exceed the TxXDOT criteria noise mitigation
consideration. The property will be potentially severely
noise impacted for outdoor activities. Also, there is a new
ANST standard acoustical performance criteria design
requirements and guidelines for schools. These guidelines
for excessive intruding sound levels would be those
exceeding 35 decibels. The TxDOT calculated sound levels
which exceed this interior sound level by five to eight
decibels. The buildings will be potentially severely noise
impacted on the interior.™

The only thing that Country Day is asking is
pretty simply to be treated as the people were when they
built the Texas Turnpike Authorities Project in Dallas,
which is ﬁallas North Tollway. I was general counsel for
the Turnpike for 35 years, and they gave all underpasses on
that road. I represented the Fort Worth Independent School
District at the Arlington Heights High School situation, got
a depression because they gave them two and a half million

dollars to mitigate the damage. Ask no more and expect no
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more, but I think that your -- one of your major educational
institutions should be treated fairly across the board as
other ones have been in the past. Thank you.

MR. CONRAD: Thank you. Next is Charles
Wendt, and then Margaret DeMoss.

SPEAKER: Mr. Conrad and Ms Chavez. I'm
Charles Wendt. I'm here tonight as the administrator of the
St. Paul Lutheran Church and School. We have been in that
location since 1954, it means 49 years at West Summit and
the freeway. We are aware of the Historic Fort Worth, but
Summit and Sunset Terrace wanting -- who are wanting to make
sure that you take into consideration noise, lights, and air
pollution so that the children of our schools can go
outside everyday and participate in the playground and
sports activities. We would ask you that you continue to
look for the effects of our properties that will continue to
grow in the process of finalizing a master plan for our
congregation which should be completed in June.

We're planning to go through the next few
years which will involve probably some more extensive
building on site, so we will be certainly concerned about
our access to and from the property. We will provide you
with a written report that we have before that we gave to
the City of Fort Worth. And we would look forward to seeing

this highway completed shortly so that our friends and
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members of southwest Fort Worth will have an easier time
getting to us. Thank you.

MR. CONRAD: Margaret DeMoss and Michelle
Key.

SPEAKER: Ms. Chavez, Mr. Conrad, I'm
Margaret DeMoss, and I reside at 3421 Queen Arbor Court.
Many of the comments that I have in my letter have been very
eloguently spoken previously so I'll just try to summarize
my statements here and then submit this letter of mine. In
general, I did find the DES document disappointing and
devoid of detail supporting research and documentation, and
it's fairly simplistic approach to a very complex project
specifically has been referred to before that all the
documentation was done, and it was done by the PDT.

In addition to that document from other
previous (inaudible) on the roadway, other important data is
omitted and should be included in (inaudible). And I refer
to several specific pages where there were statements made,
but there was no supporting data that accompanied those
statements, specifically, the introductory summary on page
five, page eight, also exhibits 13 and 14 have significant
numbers that refer to traffic counts, but there's no
supporting traffic studies included and I would reguest that
all previous traffic studies relating to this -- this

roadway be included, and that would be all of North Texas
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Council of Government studies, local studies (inaudible) and
court.

There also references in the section five
regarding air quality impacts and noise impacts. A lot of
technical jargon that's not defined, and I would suggest
that specifically some of those references be defined and
those standards be included in a reference standard, but
they don't tell you what the standards are.

And then my last comment is regarding section
5, page 132 to 135, which is on threatened and endangered
species, trees, and vegetation and {inaudible) other
referred to this as being incomplete. And specifically the
area near our neighborhood, the heavily wooded area near --
just south of the Trinity River, apparently that area was
analyzed only by aerial photography. 2And I would question,
number one, when was that photography done, and to what
detail is that photography accurate? I have personnel
knowledge that are trees there of different sizes and
gspecies that are not included in the report.

Also, how can you tell what species of birds
and mammals are on the ground unless there's an actual
on-the-ground survey done? I'd request that there be an
cn-the-ground survey done. It's -- it's hard for me to
give -- to accept the statement made earlier that there was

no impact on the environment. You haven't even looked at it
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so I would request that you take a loock on the ground and
evaluate those and then evaluate separately those impacts.
Thank you very much.

MR. CONRAD: Michelle Key, and then Mark
Oppenheimer.’

SPEAKER: Good evening. I'm Michelle Key,
and I live 2222 Mistletoe Avenue in the Mistletoe Heights
neighborhood. We're immedlately adiacent to the
intersection of the proposed highway and Interstate 30. Our
neighborhocd association watched the PDT process very
closely, and much of our initial apprehension of the project
was relieved by the recommendations of the PDT. We, of
course, are very concerned that those recommended changes as
well as the features and themes developed by the PDT and
endorsed by the City Council are followed through to the
final design, and we refer to data included in the

alternative.

Unfortunately, the DDIS has heightened some
concern in our neighborhocd. The draft report as it's been
mentioned does not.even include the PDT report. And it also
does not appear to adequately state the effécts of T121 on
Mistletoce Heights. First, we are concerned about the noise
level in our neighborhood, and how it will be mitigated. We
did not see any site specific noise studied, and we would

like to see one along the border of our neighborhood
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adjacent to Rosgedale and along the river bluff.

Next, we are concerned about traffic hazards
on Forest Park Boulevard. The traffic study referenced in
the DEIS related to that appears to come from 1984, and we
are interested in projections of traffic on Forest Park
through our neighborhood and between ocur neighborhood and
downtown based on our current traffic data and in light of
the pattern of development that has occurred downtown.

Third, we would like to see the lighting of
the roadway study and design to sensitivity towards
proximity to our neighborhood. We already have too much
lighting along the Rosedale Bridge and at Forest Park

Boulevard through our neighborhood. The proposed new road

will be visible from our neighborhood, from front and back

poxrches propexty of Mistletoe Heights.

Fourth, we are worried about the equality,
the draft doesg not appear to address potential stagnant
traffic on the northern end, in an already heavily congested
area. Fifth, and mest importantly, we do not see anything
in the DEIS which shows the cumulative effect of Mistletoe
Helghts, particularly in its historic significance to Fort
Worth when combined with the other freeways and street
expansions which have occurred in the same area. With the
proposed T121 lane, I count between 18 to 22 roadway lanes

and ramps in close secession excluding the railway bridge
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all within one-half mile from the northern border of my
neighborhocd.

We do not see how the DEIS can reasonably
claim that there is no environmental impact on us and our
ability to enjoy our properties. Finally, as a resident of
the City of Fort Worth, not just Mistletoe Heights, I can
support a roadway, but only one built as a parkway with all
the details as to grades, speed buffers, consistent
landscape, limited access, lack of service road, etc., and
with minimal impact to and significant mitigations for the
neighborhoods, the river, and ocur beautiful linear park
system, all of which it will clearly impact. Thank you.

MR. CONRAD: Mark Oppenheimer, and then I
have John Nelson again. Do you wish to make another --

SPEAKER: No, thank you.

MR. CONRAD: And then it will be Ann Bass.

SPEAKER: Mark Oppenheimer, I live at the end
of Fort Worth overlookihg this beautiful area called Summer
Creek. 1I'd like to make some comments on particular
concerns to the Summer Creek area. Yes, there are people in
scuthwest Fort Worth that are concerned, and do not object --
and do object to this highway. I've lived here for a year,
and I've looked at this beautiful pasture land. Maybe it
was my mistake in not overseeing all the records when I

bought this land.
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However, first of all, the DEIS does not
detail measures of alleviating what is commonly known as
urban sprawl which has become what is known as an EPA
primary concern. Fort Worth has recently rated the tenth
worst city out of 83 for urban sprawl, which means people
drive more, breathe more polluted air, face a greater risk
of car fatalities, have to own more cars, and walk and use
less transit.

Frankly, your report should take that into
consideration. I am particularly concerned with the
proposal of the highway after it dissects Dirks Road and
proceeds south, especially the area between Granbury and
Columbus Trail and Risinger Road. The current layout seems
to be the so-called route C as depicted as the yellow line
in exhibit 31 dated 1%73. The highway will then obliterate
and establish the stream and wetlands area commonly known as
Summer Creek. That area is a defined wetlands. There is
abscolutely no mention in the DEIS about that wetlands.

Frankly, I think the water flows (inaudible)
does not. Also, since I've lived here, I've seen
falcons. 1I've seen vultures. I've seen wild turkeys. I've
also seen other raptor birds that are endangefed in that
area. The only one mentioned in the DEIS report was the
bald eagle. I hate to say, there are more and they live in

that area.
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Lastly, I do believe -- I don't believe that
the Chamber of Commerce has taken into concern the fact that
this has absolutely nothing to do with our economics. What
will a highway to Cleburne do for us? Nothing. Frankly, a
highway that leads to nowhere brings us nothing. And we're
paying for it. Why does the tollway stop at Dirks? Why
doesn't it go down to Cleburne? BAnd frankly, I understand
also Cleburne was very successful making railroad cars. Why
don't they continue to make railroad cars and have them be
transported up to Fort Worth?

MR. CONRAD: Ann Bass, and then Ed & Pauline
Wittenberg.

SPEAKER: Thank you. I'm Ann Bass. My
address is 201 Main Street. I'm a member (inaudible), but
I'm representing myself tonight. I would like to speak to
the design standards of the proposed project. Although the
project is -- 1s formally designated SH 121T, both TxDOT and
NTTA have repeatedly referred te it as a parkway. Citizens
have come to expect that the road will be constructed as a
parkway in accordance with ﬁationally accepted design
criteria commensurate with a parkway. |

It is important to note that parkways reflect
a suburban or moral character, not an urban swab of
concrete. Many of these features were described tonight by

Mayor Barr in his remarks, and I urge that TxDOT make sure
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that all such amenities and enhancements are included in the
design of SH 121T. Despite TxDOT's characterization of a
parkway, I am not sure that anything in the DEIS
specifically addresses features of a parkway.

Having recently traveled on Federél George
Washington Parkway in Washington, D.C., and the Merit
Parkway in Connecticut, I want to make clear that design
standards of both parkways.are radically aifferent from
those of an urban freeway. It is incumbent on TxDOT to
design and build the project in a manner that meets public
expectations of a parkway, and not toc engage in a slight of
hands in which a nomenclature is exchanged in reality for an
ugly urban freeway. Thank you.

MR. CONRAD: Mr. Wittenbuerg? I have a caxrd
here. If not, Joseph Weiland. Barbara Koerble in the room
again? I see none of those three that are coming forward.
Are there anyone else that would like to make a statement
tonight? That's all that had registered, but we would
entertain any other statements that anyone would like to
make. I do not see anyone else wishing to make a statement.
Maribel, I*'11 turn the mic back over to you.

MS. CHAVEZ: Thank you, Charles. And ladies
and gentlemen, thank you very much for coming tonight. I
very much appreciate your comments, and -- and they are very

important process this is. T can tell you, this is probably
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if not the most important one, the most important elements
in any transportation project, and that is public
involvement process. So thank you very much for bearing with
us, and for turning out tonight.

Again; as Charles told you, if you still
continue to have an opportunity even after tonight to submit
further comments if -- if you have something that you have
forgotten to mention or something else that yvou'd like to
include, please feel free to submit that to us. We -- we --
I forgot the date that Charles gave you but essentially May
2nd, we will continue to receive ccomments through May 2nd.
So again, thank you very much. And with that I close this
public hearing.

(Whereupon, the proceedings were concluded.)
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I, Christie Tawater, court-approved transcriber,
certify that the foregoing is a correct transcription of the
proceedings in the above-entitled matter.

I further certify that I am neither counsel for,
related to, not employed by any ©of the parties to the action
in which this hearing was taken, and further that I am not
financially or otherwise interested in the outcome of the
action.

I further certify that the transcription fee of

$356.00 will be paid in full by TxDOT.
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Christie Tawater, CSRE, RPR May 19, 2003

Chriztie Tawater, Texas CSR #7352
Expiration Date: 12/31/03
DOLORES STEWART & ASSOCIATES

1701 Pennsylvania Avenue

Fort Worth, Texas 76104

(817) 810-0244

Christie Tawater, CSR, RPR
DOLORES STEWART & ASSOCIATES, INC.
(817) 810-0244
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BARBARA KOERBLE

My name is Barbara Koerble. I represent
Forward, which is the Fort Worth Alliance For
Responsible Development. I live at 1815 Fifth Avenue
in Fort Worth. Basically, I feel that this document
does not meet the requirements of the NEPA process --
I mean, the DEIS. NEPA calls the alternative analysis
section the heart of the DEIS, and this is a section
that needs to be expanded on considerably.

Basically, the agencies are required to
rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all
reasonable alternatives, and for alternatives which
were eliminated from detailed study, briefly discussed
the reasons for their having been eliminated.

There's a strong bias in the writing of the
document that has preempted objective consideration of
all reasonable alternatives, including the alternative
of no action.

Another point is that the agency should
devote substantial treatment to each alternative
including the proposed action so the reviewers can
evaluate the comparative merits. Reasonable
alternatives not within the jurisdiction of a lead
agency should be included.

s I mentioned, include the alternative of no

KIRK W. MOSS, CSR
DOLORES STEWART & ASSOCIATES, INC. (817} 810-0244
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action. Also, I would suggest considering & limited
access parkway as an aiternatiye that would have iess
impacts, identify the agency's preferred alternative
in the draft statement, and identify that alternative
in the final statement.

And then lastly, include appropriate
mitigation measures not already included in the
proposed action or alternatives. And again, I think a
lot of the analysis doesn't detail enough what the
mitigation measures need to be for the impact on areas
adjacent to this toll facility.

It's important to examine why alternatives
have been eliminated from consideration during the
NEPA process. And in the way the alternatives have
been screened, it's important to know why the range of
alternatives were developed, through what process,
with what kind of public and agency input, and
important to know why any of these alternatives were
eliminated.

To get back to commenting on a no-pbill
alternative, it is supposed to be included in the
analysis, and it may actually be a reascnable
alternative. That's one reason to include it. And at
any rate, it would always serve as a baseline to

compare the other alternatives against.

KIRK W. MO55, CSR
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But one thing that I think a document should
explore regarding a no-bill alternative is, does the
proposed toll facility actually result in a
significant reduction of traffic in what are
determined to be adjacent congested areas.

And the North Central Texas Counsel of
Governments 2025 -- 2025 study among other studies
that have been done shows that the toll facility will
not significantiy reduce congestion in coming years.
So one guestion that might be asked is, whether it 1is
worth building, if there's not a better impact on the
congestion issue.

BAlso, the limited access parkway could have a
lower speed limit than a toll facility, and this would

reduce emissions from cars traveling on that

facility. Tt would also reduce other impacts, visual
impacts, the noise impacts. Rasically, a parkway
would -- would have less negative impact.

The other alternatives that should be looked
at include transporation system management
alternatives, and those are potential design options
that should be considered. Those could include high
occupancy vehicle lanes, ride sharing, signal
synchronization, and other similar actions.

Also, mass transit options should be

KIRK W. MOSS, CSR
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considered even if they are outside the federal
nighways funding authority. There also should be
considered that there can be an impact on
disadvantaged populations that will not be able‘to
utilize this toll road for transporation purposes 1if
they don't have cars and if no mass transit is
provided as part of the toll road -- yeah, for
example, rail, and that that mass transit should
seemlessly connect with existing transit systems.
The other thing that I gquestion is the
determination of the logical terminee (sic) for this
project. That's a term that they used to define the
end points for reviewing the environmental impact.
And basically, what I think a major problem
is, is that they have segmented this project into two
portions, and the portion that's being evaluated

tonight is being evaluated completely separately from

the portion of the roadway that will go all the way to

Cleburne. And this problem of segmentation does
exist, and it really needs to be addressed.

In fact, the Fifth Circuit Court of Appeals
has ruled segmentation to avoid evaluating cumulative
impacts on environmental issues and other igsues.
They have ruled that that is illegal, besides which,

it's simply not logical to not include half of this

KIRK W. MOSS, CSR
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proposed facility, because, obviously, the traffic
that is coming to Fort Worth originating in Cleburne
and areas around there is going to add to the total
+raffic volume, and therefore, it will increase any
impacts from the facility.

The DEIS does not thoroughly evaluate impacts
such as visual impact, noise, air pollution,
vibrations from the passing cars, damage to
vegetation due to air pollution, and light pollution.
Those impacts are not being thoroughly addressed 1in
the draft document as they impact on the adiacent
neighborhoods. Just a few examples would be Mistletoe
Heights, Sunset Terrace, and Bellaire neighborhood,
but all of the adjacent areas should Dbe thoroughly
evaluated for these impacts, and that's one way that
this document really falls short of what it needs to
deo.

The overall impression is that there is no
significant impact, but T believe there really is an
impact, and the decument needs to more thoroughly
evaluate that. Basically, I think a lot more work
needs to be done on this document. ITt's a start, but
it falls way short of what the final document should
be. And I think that thoroughly considering the

alternatives is a very important step that needs to be

KIRK W. MOS5, CSR
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taken as well as evaluating the impacts. Thank you.

Mance Bowdin

Good evening. My name is Mance Bowdin. I'm
the assistant vice president for governmental affairs
with Omni American Credit Union heardguartered here in
rort Worth, Texas. Onmni American was originally
charted in 1856 as Carswell Federal Credit Union. it
currently serves more than 200,000 members with 15
pranches located in 7 counties with assets of more
than $1,000,000,000.

With our growth, we outgrew our headguarters
puilding, and in November 2002, Omni American property
located at 1320 South University Drive known locally
as University Center II.

At the time that we purchased this ten-story
building, it was our understanding and belief that
West Vickery Boulevard would remain a two-way street
between the University Center II facility and
University Drive, and that we, as well as cur tenants,
would have ready access to and from University Drive
and eastbound I-30 via West Vickery Boulevard.

Based upon these understandings, we purchased
+he University Center Il property. We recently have

learned that changes have been proposed to the project

KIRK W. MOSS, CSR
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that effects West Vickery Boulevard. It is our
understanding that the proposal currently under
consideration calls for West Vickery Boulevard to be a
one-way street in the westbound directicn beginning at
University Drive.

We believe that this proposal will have a
substantial and negative effect on the tenants of
University Center II and, thus, on the value of our
building. If a proposal is incorporated until the
final plans for 121-T, tenants of University Center II
will have no reasonable method of accessing University
Drive, eastbound I-30, or eastbound 121-T. To access
University Drive, tenants of the University Center II
building would be reguired to rravel west on West
Vickery to Montgomery Street, turn north on
Montgomery, and proceed to the I-30 access road, turn
east onte the eastbound I-30 access road, and continue
down the access road past the University II facility
to University Drive.

This exceedingly out-of-the-way route would
have to be taken each time the tenant wished to access
University Drive. From Vickery to Montgomery to I-30
route would also have to be taken by any tenant
wishing to travel eastbound cn either I-30 or 121-T.

In addition to being a burden on our tenants,

KIRK W. MOSS, CSR
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we believe the proposal would dramatically affect the
value of the building by taking away a vital access
route. An access route that we relied upon in
purchasing this building. Additionally, the proposal
would unnecessarily increase the traffic on West
Vickery Boulevard west of the University Center I1
building and on Montgomery Street and on the eastbound
access rcad to I-30.

We submit the most viable resolution would be
to allow West Vickery Boulevard to remain a two-way
street between University Drive and the University
Center II facility. But for some reason this 1s not
being deviable, we submit that a road under 121-T
linking the University Center II entrance and the
eastbound service road of 121-T should be ingluded in
the final plans for 121-T so that the tenants of the
University Center II building can continue that access
to University Drive in the eastbound arteries without
being regquired to circumnavigate west Fort Worth.

We have discussed our concerns with city
staff as well as engineers at Carter & Burgess. As
such, we respectfully reguest and urge you to give
serious consideration to this issue in the adverse
effects that the proposed changes to Vickery Boulevard

would have on our facility as well as our fenants.

KIRK W. MOSS, CSR
DOLORES STEWART & ASSOCIATES, INC. {817) 810-0244
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We are and remain willing to discuss this
matter with TxDOT staff, NTTA staff, City Staff, as
well as Carter & Burgess staff in the effort to find

an equitable solution.

DAVE FRASER

My name 1s Dave Fraser, address is 8713
Overland Drive, Fort Worth 76179. I have read
somewhat extensively in the project minutes and the
various reports, and I looked at the various maps that
were available on the WEB before I came to the meeting
tonight, and I have nct seeéen anything related to a
relationship with rail with respect to this project.

I found that a little bit odd and a little
disconcerting. Mrs. Javez (phonetic) and Mr. Chonrad
poth mentioned population growth and mass transit 1is
certainly consistent with that issue. And I can tell
vou that I attended college in Chicago, and they have
a very successful L-line that runs back down the
middle of the expressway from downtown, and it's —-- as
T said, it's extremely successiul.

And I have heard from one of the colleagues
on the explanation that I've been made aware of is
+hat there's a State law that prevents the mixture of

rail and road funds. And based on my perception of

KIRK W. MOSS, CSR
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the Texas Constitution laws were made to be

amended -- so let's not let that stand in our way, Or
let's call in a fourth agency to throw socme funds in
here.

At the very least, we should make certain
that sufficient median has been provided and that the
grading is consistent with rail usage and that
stations can be added at appropriate points.. And

that's all I have. Thank you.

RONALD HAYES

My name 1s Ronald Hayes. It's 6825 Destanco
Gardens Drive in Fort Worth, Texas 76713. I have
before me a petition for the record from the
homeowner's %ssociation with the following
recommendations in order for our HOS to support the
121-7T.

We would like to see the turnpike moved as
far west to the edge of the right-of-way as possible.
The median should be at a maximum of 25 feet, turnpike
should be kept as grade level from Dutch Branch to
Dirks Road, proposed highway should have a 25-foot
nigh berm at the right-cf-way, shoulder east side to
buffer park from the turnpike.

If the berm should be used, again,

KIRK W. MOSS, CSR
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approximately one-quarter of a mile north of Dutch
Branch Road and terminate at Dirks Road. If the berm
is not feasible, then & noise wall should be
installed. The right-of-way should, in no way,
encroach upon any residential property at Park
Palcades, and the turnpike, that should be
approximately one-quarter to one-half mile further
south of Dirks Road to allow for the four-lane
expansion of Alta Mesa and Dirks Road in the future.

Thank you.

LINDA JOHNSON
I'm Linda Johnscon, 3405 Crestwood Court, Fort
Worth. My concern focuses on the design of a true
parkway for SH-121-T, and 1 believe most of the
details that constitute a true parkway design are not
included in the drawings of the draft environmental
impact statement.

The themes and features outlined in the
project development themes’ recommendaticns are not
clearly stated as designed guidelines for the
southwest parkway. These parkway features must be
addressed in the final DEIS and incorpecrated in the
next phase of design and construction drawing.

TxDOT and NTTA's standard construction

KIRK W. MO3S, CSR
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must be clearly defined at the beginning of the design
process, and its clear delineation must be used to
determine the meost effective use of the City of Fort
Worth's $8,000,000 designated for landscape, wall, and
architectural enhancement. So physically, it's
imperative that the roadway fit harmoniously with the
land following land forms incorporating park-like
structures.

I strongly encourage TxDOT to adhere closely
to the recommendations of the project development team
concerning the parkway design as well as landscaping
the architectural elements. I'd also like to exXpress
my concern of what I heard tonight that this design
will meet minimum federal and state guidelines for
noise and light abatement and air guality. I think we
must do better than just the minimum standards, and I
would admonish TxDOT to make this an example of what a
structurally~-sound environmentally sensitive and

emphatically pleasing roadway can be. Thank you.

CHARLES BLANTON
My name is Charles Blanton. I reside at
3600 Briarhaven, Fort Worth, Texas 76108%. The draft
environmental impact statement does not adeguately

address the issues of induced land use on adjoining

KIRK W. MOS8S, CSR
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neighborhoods and other private properties. TxDot is
finalizing designs for SH-121-T must consider and
incorporate design elements that will adequately and
appropriately address the issue of induced land use,
especially as it relates to increased commercial
development.

Specifically, the -- the design should
include minimal use of frontage roads to discourage
urban sprawl, they should keep the highway at grade or
below grade with respect to residential streets, and
then they should connect the residential and
commercial areas adjacent to the parkway with
pedestrian connections.

The highway needs to have big, larger
cuffer zones between the residential and commercial
areas and reduce the -- you know, the stated purpose
for SH-121-T is to reduce traffic congestion, but with
reduced land use, they could contra -- be at —-- across

to each other. Thank you.

JOSEPH K. WEILAND
T'm Colonel Joseph K. Weiland. I live at
6612 High Brook Drive, Fort Worth, Texas 7613Z. I
speak for the Hulen Bend Estates neighborhood and many

of the residents in the Oakmont Meadows section just

KIRK W. MOS3, CSR
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north of Hulen Bend Estates. As the mayor said, the
details of where the proof of the pudding lies =-- and
we are still rather sketchy in many of the areas
there.

The people of our neighborhood generally
desire two specific alternatives, and that is, to
ensure that the northbound traffic on T-121 can make a
direct exit onto Highway 183 to the west and north;
secondly, they much prefer Plan C for the intersection
of the toll road and Cakmont Boulevard. That is to
nhave the toll road go underneath Oakmont Boulevard.

The primary reason for this 1is that the
new Arbor Apartments on Harris Boulevard and the homes
built on Stockton Street in the last twe years have
encroached on the original right-of-way that was
designated for the Highway 121. This encroachment has
resulted in that the present drawings indicate that
the northbound exit onto OCakmont Boulevard will be
adjacent to; that is, like, within 20 feet of the back
fence to these houses on Stockton Stfeet.

This is a problem and this is one of the
areas that has been identified as a noilse pollution
problem. I'm sure there's many enlightening decisions
and alternatives that can be discovered O remedy this

problem.

KIRK W. MOSS, CSR
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We are looking forward to
providing people, if necessary, to
partners in this endeavor to solve
they get into the specific details

problem. Thank you very much.

helping and
assist all of the
this problem as

relating to the

KIRK W. MO35, CGR
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THE STATE OF TEXAS )
COUNTY OF TARRANT )

I, Kirk W. Moss, Official/Deputy Official Court
Reporter of Tarrant County, State of Texas, do hereby
certify that the above and foregoing contains a true
and correct transcription of all portions of evidence
and other proceedings reguested in writing by counsel
for the parties to be included in this volume of the
Reporter's Record, in the above-styled and numbered
cause, all of which occurred in open court or in
chambers and were reported by me.

I further certify that this Reporter's Record of
the proceedings truly and correctly reflects the
exhibits, if any, admitted by the respective parties.

*T further certify that the total cost for the
preparation of this Reporter's Record 1s $£82.00 and

was paid/will be paid by Texas Department of

Transportation.
 WITNESS MY OFFICIAL HAND this the é) \aay of

fwl\FLAA , o0 .
, /// &

KIRK W. MOSS, Texas CSR NO. 7245
Expiration Date: 12/31/04

Tarrant County, Texas

DCLORES STEWART & ASSOCIATES, INC.
Fort Worth, Texas 76104

(817) 810-0244
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D S. APPEL 4917 Ranch View Road, Fort Worth, Texas 76109  Home 817/377-2544
BERNAR Office 817/338-9579

Fax 817/338-4305
E-Mail bappel@flash.net

Maribel Chavez, District Engineer April 22, 2003
Texas Department of Transportation

PO Box 6868

Fort Worth, TX 76115

Re: Noise, Light, and Visual Pollution from SH 121 T, Southwest Parkway

The Draft Environmental Impact State for SH 121 T, or Southwest Parkway, does not
adequately address the issues of noise and light pollution and their detrimental effects on
adjoining neighborhoods.

Every effort must be made to minimize the negative impacts of light and noise emanating
from this roadway. Noise tests have been inadequate in the areas in which they were
performed, but no studies have been conducted in several neighborhoods particularly
vulnerable to increased noise pollution, including Overton Woods. Potential noise effects
from increased traffic must be considered. Studies must be conducted using standards
acceptable to the neighborhoods involved so that appropriate mitigations can be
incorporated into the final design.

I strongly encourage the Texas Department Of Transportation, in developing designs and
themes for SH121, to adhere closely to the recommendations outlined by the Project
Development Team. These include:

» Minimize noise pollution by lowering by the parkway and building sound walls
where required by TxDot standards. The parkway must be kept at grade or below
grade whever possible. Seck other funding where TxDot requirements are not

met, )

¢ Require new development to berm and use walls compatible with NTTA and
TxDot designs.

» Mitigate light pollution by using Cut-off fixtures and minimizing the height of
fixtures.

* [xpand the buffer of native trees along either side of the parkway to minimize
both noise and visual pollution.
* Maintain strict signage controls and prohibit all billboards.

I strongly encourage you to be vigilant in these matters and to follow the
reconimendations of the PDT in all sound and light pollution mitigations for SHI21.
Additionally, I encourage TxDot to find new and innovative ways to make this roadway
even more attractive and less intrusive than any other in the state of Texas; SHI121
should be a model of urban highway design in all respects.

Sincerely

@ el 4 gl



Robert M. Bass
201 Main Street
Fort Worth, TX 76102

Investor in Rall Ranch: Right of Way owner between Qakmont and Dirks Road

The proposed Southwest Parkway project will be successful only if there is
collaboration between the sponsoring Agencies (TXDOT, NTTA, and CFW) and
the community. A successful working refationship will be dependent on two
primary areas: 1. How well the community and agency can share in
understanding the opportunities and constraints of the project through the NEPA
process (where we are today). 2. How we move beyond the NEPA process in a
meaningful and continuous dialogue among the agencies and the community that
will lead to schematic plans that balance community interests and values with
transportation mobility needs.

In addressing the NEPA process, it's important to have a solid base of
information that will serve as the building blocks for the community and the
agency discussions. Specifically, that the information provided in the DEIS is
accurate and factual while including site-specific input that can lead to a working
relationship. ‘

As the landowner of the Rall Ranch property, we are going to share some
specific concerns we have regarding the information documented in the DEIS.
And to help identify opportunities, we will share some perspectives on how we
expect to work collaboratively with TXDOT, NTTA, and the City to implement a
project that meets agency needs while enhancing natural resources and
minimizing property and environmental impacts. As it stands, the DEIS does not
adequately document the extent of quality wetland areas nor does it
acknowledge the relationship between the impacted areas on the Rall Ranch
property and the downstream eco-systems in the City's parkland.

Beyond the NEPA process, the completed Parkway will have significant physical
impacts on the Rall Ranch property by the magnitude of its impact area on the
surrounding regional drainage basin. The facility will affect the drainage by
changing the volume and quality of run-off through required modifications of
existing drainage patterns both on the Rall Ranch property and area wide. By
understanding the opportunities via appropriate documentation, TXDOT, NTTA,
and the City have opportunities to develop schematic plans that: 1. Minimize
impacts, 2. Preserve and enhance the existing eco-system on the Rall Property,
and 3. Mitigate the Parkway impacts, perhaps even those offsite, by considering
drainage and water quality features on site.

It is imperative the agencies develop a quality corridor review process
collaborative with the community to bridge the gap between the current LPA and



the eventual Schematic Plans. The review process will create the opportunity to
identify specific parkway features and themes and incorporate drainage and
water quality features that mitigate Parkway impacts by preserving and
enhancing existing streams and wetland.

In a separate cover, we will provide specific details of gaps in the current DEIS
as related to natural resources on the Rall Ranch Property. However, and
potentially most disturbing, is how cursory the evaluations were for a property so
obviously dominated by steam and high quality wetlands. We challenge TXDOT
and environmental reviewing agencies to verify whether or not there are similar
significant resources along the corridor.

Rall Ranch retained HDR, Inc. to assess the environmental resources in the Rall
Ranch corridor of the parkway. HDR is a worldwide engineering firm with more
than 70 offices and is a leader in transportation, water, environmental and
resource management, serving multiple districts of TXDOT as well as Federal,
state, municipal, industrial and other clients in a wide range of disciplines. HDR
is currently functioning as an extension of the Texas Turnpike Authority to
provide program management, design oversight and construction management
for the Central Texas Turnpike Project in Austin.

tn the Rall Ranch project, HDR performed jurisdictional wetland delineations on
site by HDR wetland scientists using the methodology of the Corp of Engineers
Wetland Delineation Manual and recent guidance from the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers, Fort Worth District Regulatory Branch personnel, in accordance with
the U.S. Supreme Court rulings. )

1. Aroutine wetland delineation determined there are a total of nine
Jurisdictional Waters of the U.S., not the two that were documented in the DEIS.
Of the nine, four are reaches of intermittent streams and are portions of five
wetland habitats. These habitats would be impacted by the Parkway's
construction. We are disturbed by large discrepancy and deficiency of the
TXDOT environmental review.

2. There is an on-channel pond that includes cver 1/2 acre of open water and
wetland margin. This is not documented in the DEIS. The 2000 linear feet of
streams and acreage of wetlands exceed the threshold of the US Army Corps of
Engineers and therefore will require a separate Section 404 permit. We are
surprised this would not have been noted, and we cannot understand how the
reviewing agencies can adequately compare alternatives and select a preferred
alternative without considering the impacts on these resources.

3. The wetlands are functioning as critical aquatic resources which protect
habitat quality and functions of downstream habitats, including those in a Fort
Worth City Park located between Dutch Branch and Bryant Irvin Road . There is



no acknowledgment of the potential impacts to the high quality fish and wildlife
habitat. This is an area in which the City, also, should also be guite concerned.

4. The wetlands and stream channels that will be affected by the Parkway are
serving as a filter for storm water coming from the adjacent housing
developments. The water currently flowing out of these wetlands is clear water
cleansed of nutrients and pollutants, sustaining high quality of habitat in the city
parkland. TXDOT and NTTA must be prepared to develop plans incorporating
Parkway drainage (culverts, etc) in such a way as to not degrade this
bioremediation. In addition, NTTA has an obligation through the Clean Water Act
to assure what comes from the ROW is not a point source of pollution. We will
look forward to working directly with the designers in addressing and preserving
the water quality.

5. Based on regional drainage, including upstream basin areas in the expanding
housing development areas, we believe that there are opportunities for one or
more detention areas to help address future regional drainage needs while
addressing water quality impacts. We look forward to working with the City and
TXDOT to identify these opportunities during the schematic plan efforts.

6. TXDOT will need to work with the US Army Corps of Engineers and the EPA
to preserve the integrity of the aquatic resources along the corridor and
specifically on the Rall Ranch property and in the city parkland. We look forward
to assuring that TXDOT as adequately documented aquatic resources the length
of the corridor, and to considering alternatives to incorporate design mitigations
on the Rall Ranch Property to address on-site impacts and perhaps others along
the Parkway.

| will also comment on the significant negative impact of the visual intrusion of the
roadway on the potential development of the property and note that this impact
applies to the entire corridor and requires significant mitigation not acknowledged
in the DEIS.

In addition, Section V of the DEIS addresses "Environmental Consequences.”
The section describes a long list of topics and the impact of the various build
alternatives. For example, these topics include: Land Use; Social; Economic; Air
Quality; and Noise Impacts, just to name a few of the many in the 187 page
section.

What is clearly missing, however, is an assessment of the Visual Impacts of the
Build Alternatives. The Parkway will pass through or near a number

of community and public spaces (the Trinity River hike and bike trail parkland and
the Country Day School to name two), requiring significant mitigation of the visual
as well as noise and other impacts of the roadway. It will also be located
adjacent to the Rall Ranch property, passing OVER Dutch Branch Road and
become a significant physical feature, significantly impacting and constructively



using the high quality habitat and development areas adjacent to the completed
Parkway and destroying the unity of use of the property. The revised EIS should
include a detailed assessment of Visual Impacts along the entire corridor to
appropriately mitigate community impacts.

To date, the DEIS has been a flawed process. Lately, there have been
indications of favorable receptivity by TXDOT and NTTA to inclusion of
community input addressing of the deficiencies by technical revision of the DEIS.

I look forward to working closely with TXDOT, NTTA, and the City in considering
mitigations on the Rall Ranch property to mitigate the impacts and intrusion of
the Parkway.



RoseErT M. Bass
20! MAIN STREETYT
FORT WORTH, TEXAS 76102

BI7/390-8500 +« FAX BI7/338-2064

April 29, 2003

Mrs. Maribel Chavez, P.E.,

District Engineer

Texas Department of Transportation
P.O. Box 6868

Fort Worth, Texas 76115

RE: Comments to the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for State Highway 121T
(CSJ: 0504-02-008, 0504-02-013) (“DEIS”); Potential Impacts to Waters of the
U.S., including Wetlands, located on the Rall Ranch

Dear Mrs. Chavez:

I have a substantial interest in a limited partnership (Rall Properties, L.P.) that owns
certain property in southwest Fort Worth that was documented in the DEIS to be impacted by the
proposed construction of SH 121T. The property is known as the Rall Ranch and is located
between Oakmont Boulevard and Dirks Road. The purpose of this letter is to provide my
comments and express my concerns regarding potential impacts to important aquatic resources,
located both on the Rall Ranch and on adjacent property, that have not been adequately
addressed in the DEIS.

In planning for future development activities, an independent delineation of Jurisdictional
Waters of the U.S., Including Wetlands, was commissioned for the Rall Ranch (the “Rall Ranch
Delineation’). The Rall Ranch Delineation was performed by wetland scientists employed by
HDR, Inc., using the methodology of the Corp of Engineers Wetland Delineation Manual
(Environmental Laboratory 1987) and recent guidance provided by personnel of the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers, Fort Worth District Regulatory Branch, in accordance with the recent U.S.
Supreme Court ruling in the SWANCC case. Numerous discrepancies are evident between the
findings of the Rall Ranch Delineation and the data presented in Section V of the DEIS. 1
strongly believe that the data resulting from the Rall Ranch Delineation represents a more
accurate assessment of both the jurisdictional extent of and the. vital habitat functions being
performed by the water resources on the Rall Ranch.

Among the apparent discrepancies between the DEIS and the Rall Ranch Delineation is
the fact that the DEIS indicates there are only two water resources within the proposed ROW on
the Rall Ranch that would be impacted by the proposed construction of SH 121T, while the Rall
Ranch Delineation indicates there are nine such resources. All nine resources indicated in the
Rall Ranch Delineation are performing significant and critical functions with regard to
maintaining the health of the downstream watershed of the Clear Fork of the Trinity River. As
property that will receive significant drainage from the proposed roadway and upstream areas,
the impact on all of the resources must be evaluated and addressed in the final EIS, and that
impact must be properly mitigated during the project permitting and planning phases.
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DEIS Assessment

Of the two water resources on the Rall Ranch indicated in the DEIS to be impacted by the
construction of SH 121T, one is a diked impoundment identified in the DEIS as Map ID #2
(PUBFh)(Section V, page V-99), and the other is a jurisdictional water identified in the DEIS as
Map ID #10 (Section V, page V-99). Map ID #2 is an on-channel pond and is therefore
jurnisdictional under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. Map ID #10 is an intermittent stream
that flows into the Clear Fork of the Trinity River. The DEIS reported these waters to total 0.73
acre with the total anticipated impact estimated to be from 0.64 to 0.70 acre depending on the
alignment alternative selected for the ROW. The 1992 National Wetlands Inventory (NWTI)
maps, aerial photography, and visual inspection of the proposed alignments were reportedly used
to document the waters. The DEIS characterizes both waters (Map ID #2 and #10) as very poor
quality for wetland and wildlife habitat.

Rall Ranch Delineation

During the field survey for the Rall Ranch Delineation, which was conducted on January
29, 2003, it was determined there are a total of nine jurisdictional waters of the U.S., including
five reaches of intermittent streams, and all or portions of four contignous wetland habitats
located on the Rall Ranch that would be directly or indirectly impacted by the proposed
construction of SH 121T. The Rall Ranch Delineation also indicates two additional contiguous
wetlands that are located on the Rall Ranch adjacent to, but outside of, the proposed ROW,
which may also be impacted. Depending on the final drainage designs for the roadway, the total
impacts to intermittent streams could range from 1500 to 2000 linear feet and jurisdictional
wetland/open water impacts could easily exceed one acre, twice the threshold for a Section 404
Individual Permit.

Each stream channel within the proposed ROW on the Rall Ranch contains in-channel
fringe emergent wetland habitats and indicators of ground water seepage from the uplands. The
on-channel pond in the proposed ROW includes an extensive emergent wetland fringe habitat,
The on-channel pond is 0.14 acres of open water with an 0.38 acre wetland margin. None of the
contiguous or adjacent wetland habitats along the streams or pond is documented in the DEIS.
The report that was prepared as part of the Rall Ranch Delineation describes these waters and

 wetlands in great detail and is available in my offices at 201 Main Street in downtown Fort

Worth.

Recent development of adjacent properties has resulted in the channelization of portions
of one stream channel and drainage improvements to another. This work has resulted in the
creation of additional jurisdictional waters of the U.S. on the Rail Ranch, which are all
hydrologically connected and serve as tributaries to the Clear Fork of the Trinity River. The
emergent wetlands in and adjacent to the proposed ROW are functioning as critical aquatic
resources, thereby protecting the habitat quality and functions of downstream aquatic habitats.
One stream that crosses the Rall Ranch from southeast to northwest, flows directly from the Rall
Ranch into a City of Fort Worth park on Dutch Branch Road between Harris Parkway and
Bryant Irvin Road. The park is dominated by a native woodland corridor which serves as high
quality habitat for fish and wildlife. Three active beaver dams were observed in the park,
providing permanently flooded areas that support a variety of fish and other aquatic life.
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Key Issues

The Rall Ranch Delineation illustrates that more jurisdictional water resources on the
Rall Ranch could potentially be impacted by the construction of SH 121T than were reported in
the DEIS. Specifically, I am concerned that the DEIS fails to take into account the key
ecological role played by the aqguatic resources on the surrounding properties and how they are
directly impacted by the construction of SH 121T. There is currently high quality water flowing
out of the wetlands that are located on Rall Ranch and the authorities charged with the
development and construction of SH 121T have an obligation to maintain that clean water for the
benefit of the downstream resources.

While I may understand how the DEIS preparers could consider the quality of the water
resources (streams and wetlands) within the proposed ROW on the Rall Ranch to be very poor as
wetland and wildlife habitats, that determination can only be reached by limiting their
consideration to the water resources contained within the actual ROW and directly impacted by
the project. However, the wetlands on the Rall Ranch are performing important ecological
functions that extend far beyond the proposed ROW and which are not considered in the DEIS.
The DEIS fails to consider both the filtration and nutrient assimilation functions of these directly
impacted resources as well as the corresponding impact upon those downstream aquatic
resources that lie outside of the proposed ROW (both on the Rall Ranch and in the city park) and
which will be affected by any disruption to the wetlands inside of the proposed ROW. The
wetlands and stream channels within and immediately downstream of the ROW are serving to
filter the stormwater from the adjacent housing development and upstream channelization
efforts. The species and density of plants growing within these wetlands are indicative of
wetlands assimilating increased nutrient loads from fertilizers and sediment. Additionally, the
wetlands are probably filtering other common chemicals (i.e. pesticides, automotive petroleum
products, etc.) that are being released from the adjacent residential areas. Therefore, the
functions of these wetlands in filtration and nutrient assimilation are critical to the maintenance
of the high quality and biologically functional downstream reaches located on the Rall Ranch
and the city park as aquatic and riparian habitat for wildlife and fish. It is vital that this sensitive,
natural eco-system be conserved by protection of the important functions performed by the
wetland habitats on the Rall Ranch, a point that is overlooked in the DEIS.

Conclusions

If the DEIS is so deficient with respect to the water resources associated with the Rall
Ranch, which accounts for a relatively small portion of the proposed ROW, it is logical to
assume that the DEIS 1s also deficient for the remainder of the 15.1 mile proposed ROW. To
protect the integrity and function of the aquatic resources downstream of the proposed SH 121T
corridor, I expect the Federal Highway Administration ("FHWA”), Texas Department of
Transportation (“TxDOT”), North Texas Tollway Authority (“NTTA”), U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers (“Corps™), and the Environmental Protection Agency (“EPA”) to perform a more
rigorous evaluation of the functions of the wetlands along the entire proposed ROW to determine
the impact on the entire downstream watershed and ensure that the functions of all of the streams
and wetlands impacted during roadway construction are fully replaced and compensated for
through the creation of high quality wetland habitat in the same general vicinity. I also expect
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the regulatory entities, including the Corps, Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
(“TCEQ"), the EPA, and the City of Fort Worth, to require TxDOT and the NTTA to design and
manage the project to ensure clean water during both the construction and post-construction
periods, in accordance with the full extent of applicable requirements under Sections 401 and
402 of the Clean Water Act; including the TCEQ 401 Water Quality Certification Program, the
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (“NPDES”), and the Texas Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (“TPDES”). In addition to standard measures to control construction site
runoff, to meet the full requirements of these programs, the roadway designers and operators
must also maintain the quality of the water entering the Rall Ranch, as well as the City’s
municipal storm sewer system, in perpetuity through appropriate means such as detention ponds
and wetlands. Additionally, any wetland detention areas must be designed to provide stormwater
detention and erosion control, in order to assimilate the additional pollutants and sediment
anticipated due to the construction and ongoing existence of the new roadway, as well as to
future development in the watershed. More specifically, TxDOT and the NTTA must coordinate
with the City of Fort Worth to ensure that the drainage being discharged from the ROW,
inchuding the regional drainage flowing through the ROW, is of a quality and volume that will
not endanger the downstream ecosystems of the Rall Ranch, the city park, or any other such
environmentally sensitive areas along the ROW

There are plans to enhance the riparian habitats on the Rall Ranch as an aesthetic amenity
and an integrated natural component of future development. Maintaining and preserving the
critical functions of the jurisdictional water resources in the proposed ROW is a key issue
necessary to maintaining a healthy ecosystem in this important tributary to the Clear Fork of the
Trinity River. I therefore request that the concerns expressed in this letter be reviewed by your
project staff and addressed with my engineers and consultants prior to going forward with the
pursuit of financing, design, and construction of SH 121T. I would also like to be assured that,
since my investigations relate to only a small portion of the proposed ROW covered by the
DEIS, the final EIS will contain a complete and proper analysis of the full extent of all such
ecologically sensitive portions of the entire proposed ROW and the significant functions they are
performing will be fully compensated for in the Section 404 permitting process. Proper analysis
of the totality of the proposed ROW, including all such areas to be impacted, is necessary to plan
properly for the preservation of all environmentally sensitive sites. I understand that such
preservation is legally mandated; and it is that mandate which underpins my concerns and my
actions. Please feel free to contact either myself or Tom Delatour at Rall Properties, L.P., 201
Main Street, Suite 3100, Fort Worth, TX 76102, at any time to discuss these comments and
solutions to the environmental issues facing this watershed. We would be pleased to discuss
opportunities and alternatives with the project proponents to plan for adequate mitigation for the
functions of the impacted aquatic resources to ensure that the downstream watershed is not
adversely impacted by the SH 121T project.
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Requirements

As a member of the community and the owner of a substantial interest in property that

will be impacted by the proposed SH 121T, I expect the responsible authorities to undertake the
following tasks:

Perform a more rigorous and thorough survey and evaluation of the aquatic resources
along the entire proposed ROW, utilizing the most recent maps (more recent than the
1992 NWI maps used to prepare the DEIS) and resources as well as more intensive
survey techniques to ensure complete coverage and more detailed information regarding
such resources, including their functions and potential impact with regard to the
downstream ecosystems;

Provide a statement of the analysis procedures and level of detail used in the updated
survey and evaluation;

Revise the DEIS to both reflect the findings of the more rigorous and thorough evaluation
of the aquatic resources and thoroughly address the technical discrepancies described in
this letter;

Coordinate with the City of Fort Worth with regard to regional drainage and design
storm-water detention and filtration systems to ensure that the quality and quantity of the
drainage discharged from the ROW does not disturb the delicate balance of the
downstream ecosystems; and

Design and manage the SH 121T project to ensure clean water both during construction
and post-construction periods in accordance with the full extent of requirements under
Sections 401 and 402 of the Clean Water Act; including the TCEQ 401 Water Quality
Certification Program, NPDES, and the TPDES.

Thank you for your attention to this matter. Ilook forward to meeting with your staff to

address these concemns.

Cel

Respectfully submitted,

e =

Robert M. Bass

Patrick Bauer, Federal Highway Administration

Jerry Hiebert, North Texas Tollway Authority

Wayne Lea, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Fort Worth Regulatory Branch

Norm Sears, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

Mark Fisher, Texas Commission on Environmental Quality, Water Quality Assessment
Section

Gary Jackson, City of Fort Worth

Scott Polikov, Prime Strategies



RoeseErT M. BASss
20 MAIN STREET
FORT WORTH, TEXAS 76102

817/320-8500 +« FAX Bi7/338-2064

Apnl 29, 2003

Mrs. Maribel Chavez, P.E., District Engineer
Texas Department of Transportation

P.0O. Box 6868

Fort Worth, Texas 76115

Re:  Proposed SH-121T; Draft Environmental Impact Statement (“DEIS”);
FHWA-TX-EIS-99-05-D

Dear Mrs. Chavez:

I am separately delivering to you that certain letter dated Aprnil 29, 2003, which
provides comments to the DEIS and specifically addresses wetland and other aquatic
issues relating to a certain tract of property (generally known as the “Rall Ranch”) that is
owned by Rall Properties, L.P., in which I have a substantial ownership interest. The
Rall Ranch was documented in the DEIS to be impacted by the construction plans for SH
121T. '

Independently from the comments enclosed in that letter, I would like to address
certain other issues relating to the proposed construction as set forth below. First, I
believe it is important to note that overall, the DEIS is superficial and fails to thoroughly
and completely address the impact of the proposed construction upon ecological
resources not directly in the SH 121T right-of-way. As one example, the DEIS fails to
consider the role certain ecological features on the Rall Ranch currently play in the larger
eco-systems encompassing areas outside the right-of-way, such as the city park located
on Dutch Branch Road between Harris Parkway and Bryant Irvin that is discussed in
greater detail in the accompanying letter. If that one very important aspect of the
potential impact has been overlooked with respect to the Rall Ranch, it is almost certain
that other equally important aspects have also been overlooked with respect to other
properties along the right-of-way. Second, it is imperative that the effect SH 121T will
have on surrounding neighborhoods be more fully considered, particularly with respect to
safety, noise and other nuisance concerns. Finally, the SH 121T proposal does not
envision sufficient landscaping along the right-of way, particularly with respect to the
appearance of the highway from the vantage point of neighboring properties. There
should be an obligation for the City of Fort Worth, N-T.T.A,, and/or the Texas
Department of Transportation to install and maintain sufficient landscape along the right-
of-way to prevent SH 121T from having a drastic negative visual impact on neighboring

development.



Maribel Chavez
April 29, 2003
Page 2

It is vital that the totality of the impact of SH 121T be considered and addressed

before proceeding with the proposed construction. 1 appreciate your attention to this
matter and 1 am looking forward to meeting with your staff to address these concerns.

Very truly yours,

Vo =

Robert M. Bass

cc: Gary Jackson, City of Fort Worth -
Scott Polikov, Prime Strategies
Patrick Bauer, Federal Highway Administration
Jerry Hiebert, North Texas Tollway Authority



Mr. and Mrs. Edwin G. Bell
3509 FEfm Creek Court 1.817.763.0060
“Fort Worth, Texas 76109 cbelli@flash.net

April 22, 2003

Maribel Chavez

District Engineer

Texas Dept. ©f Transportation
PO Box 68468

Fort Worth, Texas 76115

Dear Ms. Chavez:

Section IV of the DEIS addresses the impact of SH1Z1T on
the ecological environment. We believe that inadegquate
study of the existing flora and fauna has been conducted to
justify the conclusion that no mitigating measures are
required during or after the construction of the tollway.
The introduction to the DEIS (page vi) states there will a
long-term negative aesthetic impact on the scenic nature
within the project corridor. On page IV-24, the report
states the Clear Fork of the Trinity River represents a
valuable ecological environment. Its hike and bike trails
and the flora and fauna in the nearby area are an integral
part of our neighborhood.

Althnough the DEIS states over 40 species of indigenous mammals
have been inventoried in the Tarrant County, including mammals
present in the PSC have not been identified. Residents of our
neighborhood, which abuts the P3C have observed bobcat, red
fox, raccoon, armadillo, opossum, cottontail rabbit, gray
squirrel, nutriz, bats, wild turkey, chaparral, herons, great
horned owl, numerous ducks (permanent and migratory residents)
and others, in our neighborhood and along the Clear Fork which
borders both our neighborhood and the PSC. Not only will the
construction of the tollway impact the fish, waterfowl, and
other wildlife, so will the road, which will bisect the
habitat for the mammals. The planning and construction of
SH121T should include mitigating strategies and protect the
scenic, ecological, and recreational resources of the area.

Although the DEIS concludes no mitigations are required, we



question the basis for that conclusion. Since there has been
no on-the-ground survey of the flora and fauna of the area
just south of the Clear Fork, how can the impact be evaluated?
The only tree survey was conducted through the use of aerial
photography which was not included nor referenced. When did
the photography take place or how accurate is it with regard
to size and species? There was 1o animal survey referenced in
the report.

The economic value of ecological and scenic resources 1s
difficult to assess. But we know that the presence of large
native trees and the wildlife harbored in urban neighborhoods
and found in adjacent undevelopad land (both privately owned
and in the public right-cf-way) add to the land value of the
local homeowners. To destroy the natural habitats and to
replace green with concrete and steel will most certainly
decrease the value of adjacent residential properties.
Studies are unanimeus in the fact that trees and natural
scenic beauty add the vaiue of nomes.

Please complete a thorough study of existing ecolegica:

resources, assess their value, and re-evaluate the need for
mitigation. Include those studies in the FEIS.

Sincerely,
%M Q{‘*’X
Caroly . Bell BEdwin G. Bell



THOMAS A. BESSANT, JR.
2437 LOFTON TERRACE
Fort WoORTH, TEXAS 76109

April 28, 2003

Ms. Maribel Chavez, P.E.

District Engineer

Texas Department of Transportation
P. O. Box 6868

‘Fort Worth, Texas 76116

Reference: SH 121 Project

Dear Ms. Chavez:

I am writing on behalf of the Park Hill Association to express our collective opinion regarding the
SH 121 Project. We are strongly in favor that the Project Development Team’s (PDT) features and
themes be addressed in the DEIS and that the PDT report be included as a part of the EIS. The
citizens of the Park Hill neighborhood support the PDT design; the PDT process designed a parkway,

not a typical urban freeway.

Sincerely yours,

Thomas A. Bessaft, Jr.
Mayor, Park Hill Association

cc: Marty Craddock (I-CARE)



Charles E. Blanton
3600 Briarhaven Road
Fort Worth, Texas 76109
817-377-1350

April 22, 2003

Maribet Chavez, P.E., Disfrict Engineer
Texas Department of Transportation,
P.O. Box 6868,

Fort Worth, Texas 76115

Dear Ms. Chavez:

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement for SH 1217 does not adequately address the issues of
induced land use on adjoining neighborhoods and other private properties. The Texas Department of
Transportation, in finalizing designs for SH 121T, must consider and incorporate design elements that will
adequately and appropriately address the issue of induced iand use, especially as relates to increased
commercial development.

Several design elements are particularly conducive to inappropriate commercial development adjacent to
established and future neighborhoods. These neighborhoods should be involved in the development of
any and all land use plans. The Environmental Impact Statement must follow the recommendations of the
Project Development Team in this regard.

Specifically, the EIS should require:
Minimal use of frontage roads to discourage urban sprawl along the corridor

SH 1217 should be kept at grade or below grade with residential/city streets passing over the parkway to
further discourage inappropriate commercial development along the corridor.

Development adjacent to the parkway should include pedestrian connections between residential and
commercial areas.

Development should be required to add to the parkway buffer zones where private lands abut the
parkway. Development of new residential areas in particular should include linear parks along the
parkway to augment the vegetative buffer zones and create a system of pedestrian linkages.

Future proposed land uses along the parkway should be compatible with existing neighborhoods. New
development should offer a balanced mix of dwellings, workplaces, shops, civic buildings and parks.

The stated purpose of SH 121T is to reduce traffic congestion in the Southwest Tarrant County corridor.
By limiting and controlling land uses, SH 121T can have a positive impact on reducing this congestion,
The roadway should not, by inducing inappropriate land uses, contribute further to the problem it is
intended to soive.

Sincerely,

o tos EBLo o

Charles E. Blanton
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I‘axﬂs Department of Transportation

STATE HIGHWAY 121
From IH 30 to FM 1187
Tarrant County
Public Hearing
April 22, 2003

The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) actively seeks your comments on this proposed project. Your
comments are always welcome and will be given serious consideration during the remainder of project
development. Written comments may be submitted to the District Office using this form or by letter postmarked by .
May 2, 2003. Written and verbal comments- will become part of the project record and will be included in the

written summary and analysis of the public hearing. Thank you for your comments.
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HWY 121/SW PRKWY/SW TOLL ROAD OPPOSITION
April 21, 2003

I request that all federal, state, and local funds currently available for HWY
121/SW PRKWY/SW TOLL ROAD be transferred to mass transit with only a very small
(less than 5%) allocated to improve and expand existing roads. To me, mass
transit is the only long-term solution to solving our congestion and pollutior
problems. I have yet to see a freeway or toll road be anything more than =
short-term solution. Many are obsolete before they are completed. Mayor Bar:
stated at a pre-council meeting earlier this month that we have to find better

ways of solving our traffic problems than simply building more roads.

Fort Worth’'s #l1 priority before the state legislature this term is creation of
a regional transportation authority whose main focus will be to expand mas:
transit for the region. The TRE can be extended southwest along the existing
Burlington Northern Santa Fe Railway faster, more economically, and with les:
disruption of businesses, residences, the environment, and commuters than the
proposed new road. The rapidly increasing use of the current TRE illustrates
that the Metroplex is more than ready for mass transit.

The projected cost of this new road for the city skyrocketed from $25M to $95M
Later it was reduced to $65M by a NTCOG grant, 1998 bond money, and wate:
department funds. Besides a TIF, the most prominent solution to ‘getting the
extra money that I have heard is to use $60M from the $160M Park/Street Bonc
Election that was originally scheduled for November. Due to the economy,
current plans axe fluid to postpone, reduce, and/or split the election into :
parts. I believe that the entire §$160M should be used to benefit all of the
city by building more parks and improving existing streets rather than using :
large portion to benefit only the citizens in the southwest quadrant b
extending Highway 121 in that direction. -

Other cost-related items are (1) the consideration being given to decreasin:
aesthetics and noise reduction plans and (2) the loss of significant stat
funding as part of the Metroplex plan to comply with EPA requirements
Decreasing aesthetics (e.g., landscaping and building the highway abow
existing roadways and interchanges} and noise reduction buffers would make th:
Highway 121 extension just another strip of concrete rather than a highwa
which is pleasing to motorists and a minimum intrusion on residents along it
path. The state pledged $130M (currently $188M) for incentive programs (e.d.
diesels) to reduce pollution. However, the 2001 Legislature rejected severa
options to raise ‘this money and decided to increase the cost of out-of-stat
car registration from $1 to $225. That plan caused a lawsuit that resulted i
the plan being declared unconstitutional. With a $9.9B shortfall facing th
2003 Legislature, it is highly doubtful that adequate funding can be found t
avoid EPA sanctions. However, the current Legislature is again considerin
higher wvehicle inspection fees, added costs for new and used cars, and mor
expensive diesel fuel. The fate of those plans is a large gquestion mark sinc
they have been considered previously and abandoned when strong oppositio

surfaced

The cost to Fort Worth can be expected to increase even more drastically by th
loss of federal funding. EPA regulations state that an area can have no mor
than 3 air quality violations within a 3-year period or federal funds fo
highways will be eliminated. Fort Worth has experienced the following annua



siciations since 1974: a high of 30 in 1976 and a low of 2 in 2001. Besides the
2 in 2001, the lowest number of violations is 4 during 6 years between 19839 and
1998. Last year, we experienced 7 violationms.

The original year for compliance to avoid loss of federal funds was 2005.
However, the EPA granted Fort Worth and several other areas a 2-year extension
until 2007 because much of their pollution originated outside these areas.
Recent federal court decisions based on lawsuits filed by environmentalists
have ruled that the EPA did not have this authority. Washington DC, Saint
Louis, and Beaumont (December 2002} have all had their date of compliance
returned to 2005.

It is expected that a similar ruling in the near future will have the same
affect on Fort Worth. If so, all it takes this year is 4 wviolations, slightly
more than half of those in 2002, for us to lose federal highway funding. Also,
complaints have been voiced regarding the January 2003 federal environmental
impact study (stated the highway would not cause serious, permanent
environmental damage) saying that it is both flawed and incomplete.

Fort Worth’s Comprehensive Plan specifies that we will move toward an “Urban
Village” concept where mnany residents will live, work, shop, and play all ir
the same neighborhood. Residents will be able to walk, bike, and use other
environmentally friendly methods of transportation due to the short distances
of travel for routine daily activities. The extension of Highway 121
contradicts this plan. In fact, it encourages residents of Cleburne, who will
pay nothing for the Highway 121 extension, to eventually travel daily to Fort
Worth and add to our congestion and air pollution.

I watched a Pre-Council presentation in January. I believe it mentioned that
another highway is currently authorized extending due north from Cleburne that
will help relieve congestion from the far southwest. Increased. carpooling anc
improving the sequencing of signal lights along both South Hulen and Brya:
Irving Road might alsoc help relieve some congestion/pollution.

In past years, many residents moved to the suburbs from areas in the central
city because of high erime rates and poor school quality. Crime rates hawv¢
decreased significantly in recent years; however, even though scholastic
improvements have been made, it is recognized that much work remains before we
have an acceptable FWISD. Still, with plans to construct new downtow!
residences in the original Bank One Tower, the Tandy Towers, the T&P Station
the Transport Life Building, and the Landmark Building, attractive alternate
to many miles of commuting will be offered within the next 2-to-5 years. I
addition, residential development is also planned for the area west of Trinit
Park and along Samuels Avenue (Trinity Bluffs) that is only 1-to-2 miles fro

most of downtown.

Sincerely,

T

Cal Campbell

3801 Crestwood Terrace
Fort Worth TX 76107-113%
817-626-6112"
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The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) actively seeks your comments on this proposed project. Your
commenis are always welcome and will be given serious consideration during the remainder of project
development. Written comments may be submitted to the District Office using this form or by letter postmarked-by .~ ™
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BLACKBURN CARTER

A Professional Corporation

Lasvyers
2900 Weslayan, Suite 400
James B. Blackbur, I Houston, Texas 77027
Riclﬁﬁ\ﬁfﬂaﬂ;’ v Telephone (713) 524-1012
' Telefax (713) $24-5165
April 23, 2003
Via Federal Express
Marybel Chavez

Texas Department of Transportation
2501 SW Loop 820
Fort Worth, Texas 76115-0868

RE: Comments regarding the TxDOT Fort Worth District FHWA-TX-EIS-99-05-D
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) State Highway 121 (SHI21) from
Interstate Highway 30 to FM 1187 in Tarrant County

Dear Ms. Chavez:

These comments are submitted on TxDOT Fort Worth District FHWA-TX-EIS-95-05-D
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) State Highway 121 (SH121) from Interstate
Highway 30 to FM 1187 in Tarrant County (December 2002) on behalf of the Overton Woods
Homeowners Association (OWHA) by Jim Blackburn and Huma Ahmed of the Blackburn Carter
Law Firm. '

There are several major problems with the SH 121 DEIS. We will discuss air pollution
issues first, folowed by health effect issues.

L. THE DEIS DOES NOT INCLUDE AN ANALYSIS OF PARTICULATE MATTER AIR
POLLUTION

The DEIS does nothing to address the issue of particulate matter air pollution. There are
national ambient air quality standards (NAAQS) for both PM 10 and PM2.5. Particulate matter air
pollution is one of the most important pollutants from a health effects standpomt. As we learn more
about air pollution, we are becoming increasingly concerned about small particles that can go deep
into the lungs. These fine particles are the subject of a recently enacted NAAQS by the US.
Environmental Protection Agency. The standard includes an annual average of 15 micrograms per
cubic meter and a 24-hour average of 50 micrograms per cubic meter for PM2.5.

The DEIS contains no analysis of the impact of the increased traffic created by the
construction of SH 121 on either PM10 or PM2.5. TxDOT apparently does not analyze PM10 or
PM 2.5 at all simply because the area is not in violation of the NAAQS for PM10 or PM 2.5,
apparently confusing conformity analysis requirements with environmental ?irnpact statement
requirements. According to case law, an EIS is supposed to investigate the environmental impacts
of the proposed action regardless of whether or not the area is currently in violation of the standard,
For example, if the area adjacent to the proposed SH 121 were close to the PM10 or PM 2.5
standard, but was not currently exceeding it, the EIS should analyze what the impact of the
proposed action on the ambient levels would be. It is important to inform the public as to the
potential for exceeding a national standard, as well as whether air pollution will worsen. It is
inexcusable to fail to report this issue.
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The commenters are attaching several documents to these comments. First, we are attaching
excerpts from Air Quality Criteria for Particulate Matter from the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency. This document discusses the health evidence arising from studies of particulate matter and
concludes that both PM10 and PM2.5 represent significant health threats. The commenters are
attaching Chapter 8, Volume II: Epidemiology of Human Health Effects from Ambient Particulate
Matter from this document as Attachment A.

Second, we are attaching a copy of the report prepared by Sonoma Technology Inc., entitled
Assessment of the Health Benefits of Improving Air Quality in Houston, Texas, (Sonoma Report)
prepared for the City of Houston. This study examined both the concentration of PM in the City of
Houston and assessed the health impacts associated with PM2.5 within the City of Houston. This
document concludes that substantial health effects are associated with PM2.5, estimating that
upwards of $2.9 billion per year in health costs can be atiributed to health effects of PM2.5
exposure. These health effects include both mortality and morbidity effects. These address the
health impacts of PM. The Sonoma Report is included with these comments as Attachment B.

We also are attaching the expert report of Dr. Matt Fraser of Rice University. Dr.Fraseris a
PhD. in Atmospheric Chemistry and teaches in the Civil and Environmental Engineering
Department at Rice. In this attached report, Dr. Fraser includes the results of PM2.5 analysis he
conducted for the proposed SH 121 project. Dr. Fraser found that the 1-hour average for fine
particle concentrations would increase significantly with the proposed project.

The modeling calculations show an increase above regional background levels of
fine particles in communities in the vicinity of the roadway of up to 15.2um™ based
on 1-hour average concentrations.

Dr. Fraser notes that,

Time series analysis of health and pollution levels have shown that these spikes in
fine particle concentration have been assoctated with increases in the morbidity and
mortality associated with exposure to fine particles.

Dr. Fraser also calculated the expected increases in long-term average fine particle concentrations.
He notes that the effects from long-term exposure to fine particle matter are also serious because
“...because atmospheric fine particles penetrate deep into the human respiratory system where they
can accumulate over long periods of time." Dr. Fraser's analysis of the Fort Worth project clearly
illustrates that that PM2.5 can be meaningfully analyzed. Dr. Fraser's Report and the CD containing
input data, output data and accompanying explanation on the Fine Particle Dispersion Modeling are
included with these comments as Attachment C. R

¢
7

Asking that an analysis of particulate matter be conducted is not an unimportant request.
The health effects data’ regarding particulate matter is overwhelming and significant. Dr. Fraser
alludes to the health effects in his report, but there is much more as is shown in the attached EPA
report on particle air pollution. It is too important to be ignored and the effects from the proposed
project are potentially significant.
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1. THE DEIS DOES NOT ANALYZE HEALTH EFFECTS ASSOCIATED WITH THE
EXPOSURE FROM HIGHWAYS

In an environmental assessment of a highway, the Agency should consider, evaluate, and
report information from the epidemiological literature that associates proximity to highways to
negative health effects. There is an abundance of such literature, enough to convince the harshest
critic that there is a statistical association between proximity to highways and negative health
effects.

Attachment D is an expert report prepared by Dr. Michael T. Kleinman of the Department
of Community and Environmental Medicine at the University of California at Irvine. Dr. Kleinman
has included an extensive bibliography of studies describing associations between highways and
health effects. Among Dr. Kleinman’s conclusions are the following, With regard to lung disease:

These studies substantiate the important deleterious cardiopulmonary health effects
associated with motor vehicle pollution near heavily trafficked roads. Reinforcing
these findings is a recently published study in the Journal of the American Medical
Association...that lends an immense degree of credence to these associations.
Dunng the 1996 Summer Olympic Games changes in traffic flow pattems
dramatically improved air quality in Atlanta. These data provide support for the
causal relationship between motor vehicle exhaust and lung disease since reducing

air pollution via reductions in motor vehicle traffic improved health.
* #* 0 Xk

Dr. Kleinman also notes in his report that heart disease is documented to be associated with
pollution from roadway traffic:

This finding suggests that pollutants more closely associated with traffic, which
include ultrafine particles and associated air toxics, could be causal components in
the cardiovascular mortality associations.

Dr. Kleinman concludes by stating that it is his expert opinion that there are causal relationships
between exposure to urban highways and respiratory illnesses, such as asthma, and heart disease.

This 1s important. This is what is supposed to be discussed and revealed in an
environmental impact statement or evaluated for significance in a DEIS. This is where one
identifies “significance”. If, however, TXDOT does not evaluate the issue, there will be no finding
of significance, ¥

;S -
b

In addition to Dr. Kleinman’s report, we have included a Summary of Health Studies
Reporting on Health Effects Associated with Living Near Heavy Traffic Areas. These 18 health
studies that have been reported in the peer reviewed literature, These studies support the correlation
of negative health effects with urban roadways and highways. We have attached copies of the
articles, as well. The summary and related articles are included with this comment as Attachment E.
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1. THE DEIS DoEgs NOT Discuss HEALTH EFFECTS OF DIESEL CARCINOGENS

The United States Environmental Protection Agency recently released ‘“Health Assessment
Document for Diesel Exhaust”, a study where it identified diesel emissions as carcinogens. There is
no mention of this information in the DEIS. This information is directly relevant to the health
effects associated with pollution from the use of an urban highway and should be included in any
discussion of effects from the proposed project. A copy of that report is included as Attachment F
in these comments.

There should be a detailed discussion of diesel pollution from the proposed design of SH
121. What is the mix of trucks and other diesel-powered vehicles on the roadway? What are the
effects of the design of the highway on diesel emissions? What mitigation is being proposed to
address diesel emissions? There was no such discussion in the DEIS.

IV. CONCLUSION REGARDING THE ANALYSIS OF AIR POLLUTION IN THE DEIS

The DEIS does not adequately address certain air pollution issues from this proposed
construction of SH 121.  An environmental document is supposed to inform the decision-maker and
the public about any important issues so that they can be considered in the decision-making process.
There may be ways to address these problems if they are brought to the attention of those in charge.
However, if the document is silent or if a finding of no significant impact is made, then the decision-
maker would be justified in thinking that no major problems arise from the proposed project.

There are major air pollution problems with the proposed SH 121 construction — problems
that have not been addressed correctly or fairly. The health effects literature must be presented. It
should be addressed through quantitative analysis whenever possible. We have included Dr. Matt
Fraser's analysis to assist the agency in this regard. Regardless, the health effects association is clear
and must be addressed. The documentation of this association is overwhelming. There are actions
that can be taken to minimize these impacts. There are things that can be done to help those who
will be exposed to these pollutants. But we cannot do anything if we are ignorant. This is the
reason that an EIS is called a fu/! disclosure document.

The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) was intended to aid decision-makers and
the public in addressing these mmportant issues. The DEIS fails miserably at this laudable goal.
Instead, these documents and deny the decision-maker and the public the truth about this project.
That is wrong. That is illegal under NEPA.

We wish to stress in these comments that the DEIS does not fairly consider the
environmental impacts of a highway on air pollution levels and public health. W§ believe that the
many reports, studies, and other documents that we have attached to these comiments clearly and
convincingly establish that these impacts are real and that they are significant. Had the DEIS
considered this importdnt issue correctly, their impacts would have been thoroughly disclosed.
Because it did not, the DEIS does not meet the requirements of a DEIS as set out in the rules of the
Federal Highway Administration and NEPA.

The bottom line is that this document fails to analyze particulate matter impacts or dieset
exhaust impacts and health concerns related to these impacts.
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In addition to the comments, we have inchided Attachments A - F containing the following

material:

A

Excerpts from US EPA Air Quality Criteria for Particulate Matter (Third External Review
Draft, April 2002): Volume II: Epidemiology of Human Health Effects from Ambient
Particulate Matter.

Sonoma Technology, Inc., Assessment of the Health Benefits of Improving Air Quality in
Houston, Texas.

Expert Opinion of Dr. Matt Fraser, Assistant Professor from Rice University, Department of
Civil and Environmental Engineering, California Institute of Technology on Analysis of
Impacts on Surrounding Environment and Health Impacts and attached CD on the analysis
of the proposed SH 121 project in Fort Worth, Texas.

Expert Report of Dr. Michael Kleinman, Ph.D. Environmental Health Science, New York
University, Professor, Department of Community and Environmental Medicine, College of
Medicine, University of California at Irvine.

Summaries of Health Studies Reporting on Health Effects Associated with Living Near
Heavy Traffic Areas (Copies of each published study are included).

1. Bert Brunekreef, et al, Air Pollution from Truck Traffic and Lung
Function in Children Living near Motorways, Epidemiology Resources,
Inc., Vol. 8, Number 3 (1997).

2. Dav1d L. Buckeridge, et. al., Effect of Motor Vehicle Emissions on
Respiratory Health in an Urban Area, Environmental Health Perspectives,
Vol. 110, No. 3 (March 2002).

3. Kristina Mukala, et. al, Seasonal Exposure to NO? and Respiratory
Symptoms in_Preschool Children, Journal of Exposure Analysis and
Environmental Epidemiology, Vol. 6, No.2 (1996).

4. Peter A. Steerenberg, et. al., Traffic Related Air Pollution Affects Peak
Expiratory Flow. Exhaled Nitric Oxide, and Inflammatory Nasal Markers,
Archives of Environmental Health, Vol. 56 (No.2) (March/April 2001).

5. Patricia van Vlet, et al, Motor Vehicle Exhaust and Chronic Respiratory
Symptoms_in_Children Living near Freeways, Environmental Research,
74, 122-132 (1997).

6. Matthias Wjst et. al,, Road traffic and adverse effects on respiratory health
in children, BMJ, Vol. 307(4 September 1993).

7. Jan Dejmek, et. al, Fetal Growth and Maternal Exposure to Particulate
Matter during Pregnancy, Environmental Health Perspectives, Vol. 107,
Number 6 (June 1999),

8. Jan Dejmek et. al., The Impact of Polycyclic Aromatic ﬁvdrocarbons and
Fine Particles on Preg,nancv Outcome, Environmental Héalth Perspectives,
Volume 108, No. 12 (December 2000).

9. ‘Beate Ritz, et. al., Ambient Air Pollution and Risk of Birth Defects in
Southern California, American Joumal of Epidemiology, 155:17-25
(2002).

10. John Edwards et al, Hospital Admissions for Asthma in Preschool
Children: Relationship to Major Roads in Birmingham, United Kingdom,
Archives of Environmental Health, Vol. 49 (No. 4.) (July August 1994).
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11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

Yueliang Leon Guo, et. al, Climate, Traffic-Related Air Pollutants and
Asthma Prevalence in Middle-School Children in Taiwan, Environmental
Health Perspectives Vol. 107, Number 12 (December 1999).

M. Studnicka, et. al, Traffic-related NO? and the prevalence of asthma and
respiratory symptoms in seven year olds, European Respiratory Journal,
10:2275-2278 (1997).

Catherine Wyler, et. al, Exposure to Motor Vehicle Traffic and Allergic
Sensitization, Lippincott Williams & Wilkins, Inc., Vol. 11, No. 4 (July
2000).

A la Tertre, et. al, Short-term effects of particulate air pollution on
cardiovascular diseases in eight European cities, Journal of Epidemiol
Community Health 2002, 56: 773-779 (2002).

Gerard Hoek, et. al, Association between mortality and indicators of
traffic-related air pollution in the Netherlands: a cohort studv, The Lancet,
http://image.thelancet. com/extra/Olart7366web.pdf, (September 24, 2002).
E.G. Knox and E. A Gilman, Hazard proximities of childhood cancers in
Great Britain from 1953-80, Joumnal of Epidemiology and Community
Health, 51:151-159 (1997).

Robert Pearson, et. al, Distance-Weighted Traffic Density in Proximity to a
Home Is a Risk Factor for Leukemia and Other Childhood Cancers,
Journal of Air and Waste Management Association, Vol. 50: 175-180
(February 2000).

Ole Raaschou-Nielsen, et. al,, Air Pollution from Traffic at the Re&dence
of Children with Cancer, Amencan Journal of Epidemiology, Vol 153,
No.5 (2001).

F. US EPA, Health Assessment Document for Diesel Engine Exhaust.

Thank you very much for your consideration of these comments. Should you have any
questions, please contact me at (713) 524-1012.

Attachments

Sincerely,

BLACKBURN CARTER, P.C.

by \/«////W/

James B. BI ackbum }“r s
L.,)- L.
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The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) actively seeks your comments on this proposed project. Your
comments are always welcome and will be given serious consideration during the remainder of profect
development. Written comments may be submitted to the District Office using this form or by letrer postmarked-by .
May 2, 2003, Written and verbal comments will become part of the project record and will be included in the

written summary and analysis of the public hearing. Thank you for your comments.
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Name Ly Boelter

Address 707 Hillview Drive

Arlington, Texas 76011

Day 817/390-2202
“Nite 8T77461-5053
Cell 817/247-0603

Phone
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STATE HIGHWAY 121
From IH 30 to FM 1187
Tarrant County
Public Hearing
April 22, 2003

The Texas Db~ - -+ =f Transportation (TxDOT) actively seeks your comments on this proposed project. Your
comments ¢ .+ welcome and will be given serious consideration during the remainder of project
dovolopment mments may be submitted to the District Office using this form or by letter postmiarked by
Aay 202003 . . i verbal comments will become part of the project record end will be included in the
wriflen Sloni o lvsis of the public hearing. Thank you for your commenls.

OFFICIAl CCn MENTS:

1 1 strongly recommenr- ‘e adoption of the “Alternative C/A" plan for the section of the new SH121
that will go from -30 =5+ . an. This alternative has no negative impact on the facility that houses
Hangman's House 5f = - . the eighteenth largest event in Tarrant County.

2. Hangman's, in its ffire 10 year, is the top charity haunted house in the world! The money we

raise--close to half a =7+ dollars each year--supports the local chapter of the National
Multiple Scterosis Socier Allour funds stay in Tarrant County and provide direct patient aid to over
7.500 local citizens witt = devastating disease. -

3. Over 1,000 adult vahirszers and 200 local companies support this project each year, entertaining

over 30,000 patrons ar+ - i4ly. Hangman's House of Horrors is a "haunted funhouse" and provides a
fun. safe celebration ¢ Halloween season for our local community.
4 We would be hurt 1+ . of the other Alternative pians, and would be completely wiped out by the

"Alternative A" plani

5 Please allow us to == 1ue making a dramatic difference in the lives of so many of our Fort Worth
citizens  Thank you fn  wir consideration.

Name ‘D%n ! DA% €N e
Address 7-— 3 o 0 W 6.8*“ FWE“@WGJL___
CL Worth "TX__Te't02

Phone [8L7) 3} C’ - L_(i..[__.i S

Wi Brog~—




AMargaret Nl Dectoss
3457 C@zeen SArbor Gourt
Short Worth, “Gexas 76109-3111

April 22, 2003

Maribel Chavez, District Engineer
Texas Dept. of Transportation
PO Box 6868

Fort Worth, Texas 76115

RE: DEIS for SH121-T

In general, I found the DEIS document disappointing in its avoidance of
detail, lack of supporting research and documentation, and simplistic
approach to a complex project. Specifically, the previous work by the city
of Fort Worth and its study committees was completely omitted in the
DEIS. Engineering studies, traffic schematics, drawings for structural and
mitigating features, and valuable testimony from public hearings
associated with both the Citizens Advisory Committee and the Project

- Development Team (PDT) and their consultants are not included in the
DEIS. Much time, money, and public input was ignored. All the
recommendations and supporting documentation should be included in
the FEIS. To omit this testimony violates the intent of FHA requirements
for inclusion of public dialogue.

In addition to the documentation from previous studies on this roadway,
other important data is omitted and should be included in the FEIS.
Numerous references in the DEIS omit supporting data for statements
made. Examples inciude:

e Introductory summary, page (v). The conclusion stated in the
third paragraph has no supporting evidence included in the
document with regard to the proposed extension of Bellaire Drive.
Under the PTD recommendation, there was no interchange included
for Bellaire. Without such an intersection, the statement that the
Bellaire extension allows for “greater capacity for the proposed
SH121T to serve more regional traffic needs” is an exaggeration at
best. There are no traffic studies in the DEIS which support this
statement. Please omit this statement as it biases a
recommendation for a Bellaire interchange w1thout supporting
traffic studies.

o Exhibit III-8. The use of the term “original” for Alternative D is not
accurate and is misleading. “Original” alternatives preceded “D” in
the 1970’s and 1980’s. The plan (from the 1980’s), on record the
longest as the recommended alternative, proposed a Hulen



interchange - and no Stonegate or Bellaire interchange. Change and
clarify the term “original” and insert a reference to the 198(0’s plan
for the single Hulen interchange between I-20 and I-30. '

o Exhibits IlI-13 and 14. These exhibits are perhaps as confusing as
un-supported. References on those charts to what the headings
mean should be included. Because Section III - indeed the entire
document - omits traffic studies, Exhibits IIlI-13 and 14 have little
relevance. The inclusion of all available traffic studies and related
reports should be added to the FEIS (i.e., NTCOG studies, Lopez
study, Kimley-Horn report).

« Page V-75. Air Quality Impacts. Throughout the sections on
environmental impacts, measurements are given, but the standards
or environmentally safe or acceptable measures are omitted. For
example, near the end of the paragraph the report states the “CO
levels... exceeded the I-hour NAAQS standards.” Add a statement
about what NAAQS is and what are the standards. And add similar
clarification in other such references to standards.

e Page V-84. Noise Impacts. Undeveloped areas are omitted from
the testing for noise impacts. Some areas omitted have since been
developed; others will be before construction on the road begins
and certainly before it is completed. Those areas should be
included in the noise testing. More specific information about
abatement measures should be included in the FEIS. Examples
should be cited to show how much particular fencing or berming
reduces noise impacts. The public needs more technical
information in order to make valid responses.

e Page V-132-135. Threatened or Endangered Species, Trees and
Vegetation Impacts. The analysis in incomplete. It appears the
area that contains the most wooded acreage was analyzed not from
on the ground but through interpretation of aerial photography.
How recent was that photography done? Iknow from observation
the tree survey is incorrect or incomplete with regard to tree sizes
and species. South of I-30 are numerous burr oaks (not listed) and
pecans that exceed the maximum diameter of 24” shown in Table
V-17. There is also no reference to actual observation of existing
birds and mammals in the area. How can impacts be studied
without accurate information about existing flora and fauna? A
complete on-the-ground survey of plants and animals should be
conducted and included in the corrected FEIS.

Yours truly,

ece S ot

Margaret eMoss
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Raymond G. Dickerscn
President and Chief Executive Officer

April 23, 2003

Mrs. Maribel P. Chavez, P.E.

Texas Department of Transportation
Box 6868

Fort Worth, TX 76115-6868

Dear Ms. Chavez:
RE: State Highway 121 [Southwest Parkway]

I am writing to express my strong support for the proposed extension of State Highway 121
from Interstate Highway 30 to Farm-to-Market Road 1187.

My Bank 1s Iocated at the intersection of Bryant Irvin Road and Southwest Boulevard [State
Highway 183] and is directly impacted by the gridlock in this area of town. We strongly
support the construction of this roadway for the following reasons:

1. Without this project, mobility in this area of town will be increasingly impacted to
the point that local economic activity will suffer,

2. Future commercial and residential development will be positively impacted by this
project resulting in increased property tax and sale tax revenues for our local
governmental entities,

3. Citizens in this part of town will have increased access to our Central Business
District for work, dining and entertainment. We believe that this project will
enhance the viability of our Downtown and improve the quality of life for the
residents of southwestern Tarrant County,

4. Air quality should improve as we will be able to move vehicles through the area
quickly rather than having them waiting at traffic lights on Hulen and Bryant Irvin
Road.

5. This project will also provide easier access to the health care facilities that are
becoming an increasingly important factor in southwest Tarrant County.

I strongly encourage you to move this project along in a most expeditious manner. We have
waited too long for this project and failure to implement it will have a negative impact on our
City and Couty.

Presideht
Corporate Office Arlingtan Office Mid-Cities Office
8002 Scuthwest Bivd. 1261 N. Watson Road 2000 Precinct Line Road
PO. Box 123437 Suite 100 . Suite 102
Fort Worth, TX 76121-3437 Arlington, TX 76006 Hurst, TX 76054
(B17) 731-1444 {817) 652-4100 (817) 605-4420
Fax (B17) 738-7411 Fax (817) 833-7855 Fax (B17) 281-2667

Toll Free (8BB) 467-7780 Toll Free (888) 467-7760 Toli Free (888) 467-7760



DOWNTOWN FORT WORTH INC.
POSITION STATEMENT

SOUTHWEST PARKWAY (SH121T)

Downtown Fort Worth, Inc. reaffirms its support for the expeditious and prudent
completion of all necessary phases of the proposed SH121T Southwest Parkway project.
While the proposed scope of the project and its engineering and design elements have
changed over the past decade, the need for the roadway as a critical transportation linkage
between and along the proposed route from Farm-to-Market Road (FM 1187) to IH 30
has increased.

The SH121T Southwest Parkway will provide greater access to and from Downtown Fort
Worth, including adjacent cultural, historic, educational and other central city assets. The
121T Southwest Parkway will serve as a direct link to central business district
employment centers and entertainment and dining venues for the growing population of
southwest Fort Worth, Tarrant County and northern Johnson County. Increased
economic activity resulting from improved access will ensure the continued vitality of
Downtown Fort Worth, stimulating job creation and new capital investment in the ceniral

city.

The SH121T Southwest Parkway also provides improved access to health care services at
. regional medical districts located south of Downtown and in southwest Fort Worth.
Reduced traffic congestion and increased mobility on arterial streets will expedite
emergency medical services. Residents of southwest Fort Worth and Tarrant County will
also benefit from direct access to these regional patient care facilities and medical
employment centers.

We encourage the partners to be respectful of the public process and to assure continuous
and meaningfil public participation during each stage of the project development,
including implementation. Recognition should be given to the PDT process and
recommendations, and consideration and response should be provided for public
comments during the DEIS public input process.

We commend the partners in the project for moving its development forward through
extensive engineering, design, financial and public involvement processes in the
preliminary phases of the project. Specifically we recognize the contributions of the
Project Development Team, the Citizens Advisory Committee, Streams and Valleys,
Tarrant Regional Water District, and the Project Review Team for identifying and
recommending significant improvements to the design of the roadway and urge the

- implementation-oftheir recommendations.—We strongly encourage-the following major ...
partners to continue to expedite the planning and development of the project so that all



city and county citizens may realize the benefits of a completed SH121T Southwest
Parkway:
o City of Fort Worth
Tarrant County
Johnson County
North Texas Toliway Authority
Texas Department of Transportation
North Central Texas Council of Governments
Federal Highway Administration

s, I douatds

Allan Howeth, Chaitman, DEWI

OO0 0000

Randy Gideén, Secﬁtjl'y, DFWI
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STATE HIGHWAY 121
From IH 30 to FM 1187
Tarrant County
Public Hearing
April 22, 2003

The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) actively seeks your comments on this proposed project. Your
comments are always welcome and will be given serious consideration during the remainder of project

development. Written comments may be submitted to the District Office using this form or by letter postmarked by .~ -~

May 2, 2003. Written and verbal comments will become part of the project record and will be included in the
written summary and analysis of the public hearing. Thank you for your comments. :
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STATE HIGHWAY 121
From IH 30 to FM 1187
Tarrant County
Public Hearing
April 22,2003

The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) actively seeks your comments on this proposed project. Your
comments are always welcome and will be given serious consideration during the remainder of project

development. Written comments may be submitted to the District Office using this form or by letter postmarked by .~ "

May 2, 2003. Written and verbal comments will become part of the project record and will be included in the
written summary and analysis of the public hearing. Thank you for your comments. -
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STATE HIGHWAY 121
From IH 30 to FM 1187
Tarrant County
Public Hearing
April 22, 2003

I am a citizen of Southwest Fort Worth. I drive the OVERLY CROWDED STREETS
of Hulen and Bryant Irving very often.

The State Highway 121 Project is way behind schedule. The need is evident. The project
must be completed as soon as possible.

TxDOT and NTTA need to complete this project using the best design for the projected
traffic. All environmental requirements must be met. Right-of Way should be purchased
that allows for necessary sound walls and median widths. Many items, such as extreme
landscaping etc. may be added latter.

The construction plans need to include the items to make the project safe and in
conformance with Federal and State requirements. This will probably keep the cost
within the finances available. All items not required to meet the above requirements may
be added later, to be paid for by others.

Thank you for the opportunity to make these comments.
Billy Hardie, P. E.
3612 Lawndale Avenue

Fort Worth, Texas 76133-3019
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STATE HIGHWAY 121
From IH 30 to FM 1187
Tarrant County
Public Hearing
April 22, 2003

The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) actively seeks your comments on this proposed project. Your
comments are always welcome and will be given serious consideration during the remainder of project
development. Written comments may be submitted to the District Office using this form or by letter postmarked by .
May 2, 2003. Written and verbal comments will become part of the project record and will be included in the
written summary and analysis of the public hearing. Thank you for your comments. :
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Tarrant County
Public Hearing
April 22, 2003

The Texas Depariment of Transportation (IxDOT) actively seeks your comments on this proposed project. Your
comments are always selcome and will be given serious consideration during the remainder of project
development. Written comments may be submitted to the District Office using this form or by letter postmarked by .~ '~
May 2, 2003, Written and verbal comments will become part of the project record and will be included in the
written summary and analysis of the public hearing. Thank you for your comments. :

OFFICIAL COMMENTS:

Fhoere fore z%c@&?g M@d e [ PEST
ot g’f:o W /7//;7 Y=l Sy Y = N @ . Af“éﬁﬂé

_ 4 4 .

Jg’i{?——q{/p Q@J/w—ﬁ;i{_;—:’zﬁ /A}%@n_\ e A ’
J‘E_zr'rl @W L /yé:‘b_l/ ZE_- {;//fw,(é Py S A;ZG_AQ

¥

Name \__‘Y:fea/w K/”mel

Address /'{'fy ) Mw 2 -
T 0T, e 247

Phone (57/’7) ?X Y~/F 4 »




7600 Kingsmill Tr.
Fort Worth, TX. 76112-6026
April 30, 2003

Mrs. Maribel P. Chavez P.E.

Texas Department of Transportation
P.O. Box 6868

Fort Worth, Texas 76115-6868

Re: STATE HIGHWAY 121
From IH 30 to FM 1187
Tarrant County
Public Hearing
April 22,2003

Official Comments:

I want to thank the Department of Transportation for providing CART services at this
hearing. It was helpful to those of us who do not hear well.

It is necessary to point out that the above title says “From IH 30 to FM 11877, while
actually the hearing and exhibits included a long segment of IH 30 which is not covered
by the title and therefore this hearing did not officially cover the left out portion in the
event it is protested.

In over fifty years of engineering experience I have not seen a project that has incurred so
much mismanagement as this one:

Development.------- Allowing developers to develop lands slated to be right-of-way to be
developed from raw land to urban thus requiring small and BIG changes in routing from
time to time.

Financing,------------Voting of bonds and failure to proceed with the work and ending up
with bond money, State of Texas money, Federal money, toll road money, the details and
amounts of which have never been disclosed to the public and the total of which is out of
reason for the relatively small traffic involved.

Engineering.-----~---- It is difficult to understand some of the engineering that has been
put forth after the Texas Highway Department made its original proposal of extending
Highway 121 directly to I 30 and on to FM 1187 without interfering with I-30. In the
world of today toll roads less than three roadways are a no —no. If there will not be
sufficient traffic for three lanes then the facility should be built as a freeway. This project
does not meet this requirement for a toll road and proposing a two now — three later is
nothing but a subterfuge to cover up the real total cost that has been and will be incurred.



Politics.----------------Bringing in the State Leglslamre to reroute 121 to utilize 1-30 and
already overloaded W I-35.

The resulting project now proposed consists of I-30 and 121 running parallel for a great
distance with confusing exchanges for both highways and then dumping 121 traffic on to
already overcrowded downtown streets. It will result in a major increase in pollution and
consume a tremendous amount of money which is needed for other projects in the area.
Since the downtown growth which is being promoted is at the north side of downtown,
the correct solution is the original alignment proposed by the Texas Department of
Transportation and which will provide much less pollution.

Sincerely,

é@fﬁw

Ed J. Groscurth P.E.



Board of Directors

Judith L. Harman
President

Louise Appleman
Vice President

Lynne Manny
Vice President

Madelyn Rice Gibbs

Secretary

Wayne White
Treasurer

Anne T, Bass

Ray Boothe
Marcelle Borgers
Art Brender
Margaret DeMoss
Joc Gearheant
Larry Grider
Ruby Jo Halden
Rick Herring
Susan Holland
Mary Amn Kieuser
Beverly Leche
Jane Lomas
Chugk Nixon
Elaine Petrus

1da Piper

Jennifer Renta

&

‘NIC FT. WORTH

A Chapter of Scente Texas, Inc.

2222 Winton Terrace E, Fort Worth, Texas 76109
FO. Box 61411 Houston, Texas 77208-1411
817-926-1100

TO:  Texas Department of Transportation
From: Judith L. Harman

Re: SH121 DEIS

Date:  April 28, 2003

The design and construction of SH121 must incorporate the values, themes, features, and qualities that
were adopted by the Fort Worth City Council and supported by the Project Development Team report.
Scenic Fort Worth commends the public process of the last three years and urges that similar public
oversight continue through the completion of this project.

The best practices for urban road design must be followed:

Whenever possible, SH121 must be at grade level or below, follow the natural contour of the land,
and be context sensitive.

Keep the posted-speed of this road at no more than 55 mph, We encourage the use of traffic
slowing or calming elements such as placements of trees, other native plantings, earth berms,

~colored concrete shoulders, ete

»

Minimize the space needed for toll booths, Take particular care with the design and landscaping
of these areas.

Inciude no frontage road that can be used for commercial development. Since one of the goals for
SH121 is to reduce congestion from Hulen Street and from Bryant Irving Road, allowing
commercial use along this road would be counterproductive.

No study of the particulate levels along the road is included in the DEIS,

Please address the light pollution/intrusion and ways to minimize this concern in residential areas
along the entire roadway,

There iz g lack of cite-cpecific noige analysig included in the DEIS, This is particularly needed in
the northern section of the road,

The Trinity River area, including its recreational facilities, must be protected. The impact of the
road and its construction must be fully mitigated.

Fort Worth’s historic neighborhoods of Mistletoe Heights and Sunset Terrace need additional
studies to show the cumulative effects of SH121 and the widening of I-30.

Scenic Fort Worth has special cencern about the SH121 interchange at University Drive, Thisisa
major gateway for Texas Christian University, Botanic Gardens, and the Museum District. The
complex of structures, congestion, and air/noise/light intrusion require significant mitigation.

SHI121 must be more than a facility for moving vehicles. It wil} affect the development of the
southwest quadrant of Fort Worth for decades. Because of its urban location, the physical and visual
impact must be mitigated by added design elements along the entire route.

[

An Affiliate of Scenic America, Inc.
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April 22, 2003

Mr. Maribel Chavez, P.E., District Engineer
Texas Department of Transportation

P.O. Box 6868

Fort Worth, Texas 76115

Dear Mr. Chavez:

Historic Fort Worth, Inc. appreciates this opportunity to express our concerns
regarding the proposed construction of State Highway 121T. We are a citywide,
nonprofit organization whose mission is to plan for, preserve and protect Fort
Worth’s unique historic identity through action, education, and advocacy.

We are concerned about the possible negative impacts that the road may have on our
city’s historic resources. The Texas Historical Commission has determined that the
proposed alignment will not have any increased visual negative impacts upon
adjacent historic resources. However, we are concerned that such by-products as
increased traffic, noise, and light pollution will adversely effect some of the historic
resources identified in the Draft Environment Impact Statement. In particular, we are
most concerned with the effect of these problems on the Botanic Garden and the
Mistletoe Heights and Sunset Terrace neighborhoods. We wish to note that the
Sunset Terrace neighborhood is already severely impacted by previous highway
projects and believe that SH 121 should not erode further the quality of life in this
central city neighborhood. We believe that there has not been adequate thought put
into reducing the impact of these consequences and wish to know what steps will be
taken to protect these historic resources and the people who live, work, and play
within them.

We support the Texas Historical Commission’s request that the Texas Department of
Transportation consider minimizing or avoiding increases in traffic, noise and light
pollution, particularly in regard to the Summit interchange near Sunset Terrace and at
Rosedale near Mistletoe Heights. The Summit Avenue interchange is already a
bottleneck of idling traffic. Our administrative office is located at 1020 Sumnmit
Avenue, several blocks north of the I-30 interchange. It is currently difficult to get
out of our parking lot and onto Summit between 4:30 and 5:30 P.M. Any increases
in traffic will make that task even more difficult and will expose our office to more
toxic fumes. Imagine what it will be like for those folks who live and work closer to
the interchange, including the dependent children who live at the All Church Home.

Historic Fort Worth is a Local Partner of the National Trust for Historic Preservation.

www historicfortworth.org



In addition, we believe that the DEIS failed to identify the former Brooklyn Heights
School, now the Middle Level Learning Center, at 3813 Valentine as a historic
resource. This school was designed by the firm of Easterwood and Easterwood and
was constructed in 1955. It will be potentially eligible for the National Register of
Historic Places in 2005. The school is within the Area of Potential Effect. We ask
that TxDot consider the impact of SH 121 on this historic resource as well as the
children who attend this school. In addition, St. Paul Lutheran Church is also located
within the APE as it is immediately adjacent to I-30. It was designed by William
Lane with construction beginning in 1954. It, too, should be evaluated for eligibility
for the Nationa! Register and the potential impact of the road on this building.

The citizens of Fort Worth have participated in numerous public meetings to make
their wishes known regarding the type of road they prefer and the amenities it should
have that will not only enhance its function but its appearance as well while
mitigating its negative impacts. Historic Fort Worth, Inc. joins those who support the
standards recommended by the Project Development Team to insure that our city gets
the highest quality parkway that it most assuredly deserves and not just another urban
freeway. We request that the PDT’s report be included as a part of the EIS.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

P berertn Socom Bl oire Hp 1y
Malinda Crumley Susan Kline Jerre Tracy
Chairman Preservation Program Director Acting Executive Director

ce: Mr. Gary Jackson, City Manager
Mr. Jerry Hiebert, Executive Director, NTTA
M. Scott Polikov A.LC.P., J.D., Prime Strategies
Honorable Kay Granger
[I-CARE



. DIST G2 Fi wORTH
Comments regarding State Highway 121 Tollroad (Southwest Parkway) TXDOT MAILROOM

Greg Hughes, 2544 Stadium Drive, Fort Worth, Texas MAY 0 5 2003

I submit the following comments as an individual. I am not representing the views or
policies of the Fort Worth Transportation Authority, which I serve as the Secretary of the
Executive Committee. I am also not representing the views or policies of the Regional
Transportation Couneil, of which I am a member.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the State Highway 121 Tollway
project in Fort Worth, Texas has numerous flaws and shortcomings. Some are technical
and others are legal. The overall quality of the document falls far short of acceptable and
invites lawsuits and other delays if substantial improvements are not made.

As a taxpayer and as a technical professional I am very disappointed at the poor quality
of the document overall. It fails to cover several substantive aspects of the project and
does not include information that has been public knowledge for several years. The
purchasing agency should take a very close look at the requirements included in the
statement of work and other applicable agreements. While those might have been drafted
too permissively, the DEIS produced appears not to meet reasonable expectations for
such a document. Compensation to the contractor should be adjusted accordingly if
possible.

The first and most serious flaw is the lack of cumulative impact evaluation. The 5t
Circuit U.S. Court of Appeals made it clear in Fritiofson v. Alexander, 772 F.2d 1225
(5th Cir. 1985) that when conducting the evaluation of a project, cumulative impacts
must be evaluated. Impacts were not limited to those from actual proposals, but must also
include impacts from actions that are reasonably foreseen. Furthermore, 23 CFR§
771.111() requires that an EIS be of sufficient length to address environmental matters
on a broad scale. Evaluating only half the project, as has been done in the DEIS, is a
flawed approach.

Although it is clear and even noted within the document that the proposed roadway will
extend beyond the endpoint of the DEIS, into Johnson County and on to Cleburne, the
county seat, the document does not evaluate the impacts of the southern part of that
roadway. Yet the impacts can be expected to be significant as evidenced by the
tremendous interest in the Fort Worth segment exhibited by Johnson County landowners,
developers, and politicians.

The part of Johnson County through which the road will be built is characterized by
inexpensive undeveloped (i.e. rural) land with no development restrictions. The sudden
connection of that land, particularly in the northern part of the county (closest to Fort
Worth), will most likely generate subdividing of land and residential development. The
impacts of that development, both direct and indirect, are not addressed in the DEIS.



The second flaw is the lack of analysis of the no-build alternative as required in 40
CFR§1502.14. At best there are some hand-waving attempts to appeal to intuition, but the
no-build analysis should be considered with the same rigor as the other alternatives.
There is no presentation comparing no-build with the other alternatives with respect to
traffic predictions, air quality, historic structures, or any other factors required to be
evaluated.

Furthermore, 40 CFR§1508.14 states: “...When an environmental impact statement is
prepared and economic or social and natural or physical environmental effects are
interrelated, then the environmental impact statement will discuss all of these effects on
the human environment.” The DEIS does not address the human environment.

Building a radial freeway from an urban center to undeveloped inexpensive rural land has
social and economic effects, primarily negative, on the urban center. The conversion of
rural land to residential and commercial use is a reasonably foreseen effect of the
proposed project. Social and economic impacts follow. One social impact is the tendency
for such development to promote “white flight” which leads to a significant increase in
the concentration of minority children in the urban school district. An example economic
impact is the reduced valuation of inner city residential property as it encounters the
competition of unregulated development on cheap land. The project under consideration
promotes those and other effects, yet the DEIS takes no accounting of them.

The final Environmental Impact Statement should include the topics and approaches
described above if the project is to move forward in a timely manner. And if the
procuring documents allow such poor quality work from a contractor the agency should
review them prior to any further use.



RUBY JO HALDEN
P.0.BOX 11130
FORT WORTH, TEXAS 76110
817-924-6994 (H)
817-735-4420 (W)

April 30, 2003

Maribel Chavez, P.E., District Engineer
Texas Department of Transportation

P. O. Box 6868

Fort Worth, Texas 76115

Re: SH121T

Dear Ms. Chavez:
Please add my concerns regarding SH121T to your file.

The DEIS statements regarding noise, pollution, water and traffic appear to me to be
nothing but someone’s fantasy about what our situation will be 20+ years after a road is
built. Numerous situations here in Fort Worth belie the abilities of TXDOT to judge into
the future. Probably the lighting statement could be relied upon as this is a more
definitive measurement, but who can predict the impact on any new development—and
we all know that will occur along this corridor.

The lack of inclusion of the PDT recommendations into the DEIS is abdominal.
Knowledgeable, concerned, and dedicated citizens of Fort Worth spent an enormous
amount of time, sweat and energy to compile this information. To have it so arbitrarily
ignored is arrogant, and the image TXDOT is sending is that they are only doing lip
service and have no intention of doing their best to actually build a “parkway”.

As we have two governmental entities involved in this endeavor (TXDOT and NTTA), I
would like clarification as to which group will develop the plan or will each develop their
own plan and should TXDOT approve one that is agreeable will NTTA ignore the plan as
they are not bound by what the TXDOT recommends? 1 have been involved with city
affairs for a number of years and I admit that [ am completely jaded to any promises
made that are not signed by any and all governmental entities that will be involved.



Page 2, April 30, 2003, Maribel Chavez, P.D., District Engineer, TXDOT, Re: SHI2IT

The use of the word “parkway” by NTTA and other entities pushing for thisis a
deception. For 20 years it has been referred to as the SW Freeway. The NTTA
representative at the Public Hearing referring to a toll road as a Parkway would have
much more meaning if we could see their plans. Having traveled along the Palisades
Parkway in New York where it allows only automobiles and is a divided four land road
with plantings along the sides and middle with controlled access would be most
acceptable, however, I feel we could do much better.

The above parkway restricts trucks, semis, etc. As the toll way here has a gate at Vickery
and Montgomery, the thought of funneling trucks, semis, etc. will create a great deal of
pollution, traffic and noise into and out of our cultural district and will send it through
gither the cultural district or into downtown. This is an unknown quantity. This roadway
should be restricted to automobiles, as this whole thing was sold as moving people into
Fort Worth from outlying areas. Obviously, the motivation for the NTTA is financial,
but we should at least try it as a restricted “parkway”, then if it warrants consideration
after it is built and in use for a period of time, a reevaluation should be done then to see if
semis, etc could be added.

The early meetings I attended when the word “parkway” replaced “freeway” you showed
us beautiful pictures of roads, landscaped, divided, green space, no billboards or signs.
The cost of implementing enhancements cannot be measured in the final summation
when the final advantage to Fort Worth will be incomparable. To build another 1-35 or I-
30 instead of what you promised will relegate Fort Worth to mediocrity or worse.

As this was a DEIS, I look forward to the EIS and your inclusion of the recommendations
of the PDT. Your group at the Public Hearing was most cordial and your attention was
appreciated. I only hope that you really listened and will enhance the image of TXDOT
(and possibly NTTA) by your inclusion of the PDT recommendations.

Yours truly,

oty [ ket

Ruby Jo Halden
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Jack P. Jones

Fort Worth, Texas 76109 I

(817} 732-0786 / E-mail: oujac@mymailstation.com

Retired Yice President and Director of Associate Relations
Winn-Pixie Stores, Inc.,
President
Winn-Dixie Stores Foundation.

February 7. 2003

Texas Department of Transportation:
Re: SH-121-T

As you know, one of the stated principles/objectives of the Project Development Team,
when it began its study of the overall project, was to “Discourage use of neighborhood
streets for through traffic.”  Yet, an interchange at SH-121 and Bellaire Drive South
would do just that ... a position that has been articulated with clarity by the Overton
Woods Homeowners’ Association and by the Tanglewood association and by many
individuals, And, as you know, after many months of study The Project Development
Team voted to not recommend the Bellaire interchange. The City Council subsequently
affirmed this position,

But, in spite of this, proponents keep putting a Bellaire interchange “back on the table.”
We now hear that it is up for consideration again, this time using what is referred to as “an
initial study” showing that this interchange would “would decrease traffic on arterial
streets — Hulen, Bryant Irvin, Stonegate — and in the Overton Woods neighborhood.” It is
the Tollway itself that will decrease traffic on Hulen and Bryant Irvin ... that is a major
reason for building it. But to state that by building an interchange and access roads

“decrease traffic” in the Overton Woods neighborhood is simply illogical and can not be
taken seriously.

Not only would this interchange be detrimental to the quality of life in Overton Woods, it
would most certainly be detrimental to our property values. And since there is a2 major
interchange planned just about a half-mile south of Bellaire, a Bellaire interchange would
be redundant and very expensive.  One can only wonder if the motivation for the
interchange and access roads is the development of commercial property alongside the
access roads.

Please don’t buy what we feel must be a flawed study. We sure don’t.
Please hold firmly against an interchange at Bellaire.

Thanks,




Linda Johnson

3405 Rustwood Court * Fort Worth, Texas 76109

April 22, 2003

Texas Department of Transportation
Maribel Chavez, District Engineer
PO Box 6868

Fort Worth, Texas 76115

As a resident of the Overton Woods neighborhood, I remain concerned, as I have been through
the entire planning process for SH 121T, that this project be built as a true parkway.
Unfortunately, most of the details that constitute a parkway design are not included in the
drawings in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

The themes and features outlined in the Project Development Team’s recommendations are not
clearly stated as design quidelines for the Southwest Parkway. These parkway features must be
addressed in the Final EIS and incorporated in the next phase of design and construction
drawings. -

TxDOT and NTTA standard construction must be clearly defined at the beginning of the design
process, and this clear delineation must be used to determine the most effective use of the City
of Fort Worth’s $8 million designated for landscape, wall and architectural enhancements.
Hopefully, TxDOT and NTTA are already allocating and spending additional funds to enhance
the design elements of bridges and retaining walls.

Specifically, it is imperative that the roadway fits harmoniously with the land, following land
forms and incorporating park-like structures. All structures—bridges, walls, toli booths, etc.—
should incorporate architectural treatments representative of and consistent with Fort Worth
and Texas themes and standards.

I strongly encourage and request that TxDOT adhere closely to the recommendations of the
PDT concerning the parkway design as well as all landscaping and architectural elements in a
concerted effort to minimize the negative impacts of SH 121 on adjoining neighborhoods along
its entire 8.4-mile course. I also encourage you to be open and receptive to comments and
requests from citizens on whom this roadway will have a significant impact. Many active citizens
have devoted countless hours to this project and want to remain engaged in the project review
until the Southwest Parkway is successfully built. We look forward to working with TxDOT to
make the Southwest Parkway the best, most attractive and least intrusive roadway possible.

Sincerely,

e
Qﬁ%d/ C’C@Lﬂw&’ﬁw

Linda Johnson
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Linda Johnson
2405 Reustwood Court ® Fort Worth, Texas 76109

April 22, 2003

Texas Department of Transportation
Maribel Chavez, District Engineer
PO Box 6868

Fort Worth, Texas 76115

As a resident of the Overton Woods neighborhood, I remain concerned, as I have been through
the entire planning process for SH 121T, that this project be built as a true parkway.
Unfortunately, most of the details that constitute a parkway design are not included in the
drawings in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

The themes and features outlined in the Project Development Team’s recommendations are not
clearly stated as design guidelines for the Southwest Parkway. These parkway features must be
addressed in the Final EIS and incorporated in the next phase of design and construction
drawings.

TxDOT and NTTA standard construction must be clearly defined at the beginning of the design
process, and this clear delineation must be used to determine the most effective use of the City
of Fort Worth's $8 million designated for landscape, wall and architectural enhancements.
Hopefully, TxDOT and NTTA are already allocating and spending additional funds to enhance
the design elements of bridges and retaining walls.

Specifically, it is imperative that the roadway fits harmoniously with the land, following land
forms and incorporating park-like structures. All structures—bridges, walls, toll booths, etc.—
should incorporate architectural treatments representative of and consistent with Fort Worth
and Texas themes and standards.

I strongly encourage and request that TxDOT adhere closely to the recommendations of the
PDT concerning the parkway design as well as all landscaping and architectural elements in a
concerted effort to minimize the negative impacts of SH 121 on adjoining neighborhoods along
its entire 8.4-mile course. I also encourage you to be open and receptive to comments and
requests from citizens on whom this roadway will have a significant impact. Many active citizens
have devoted countless hours to this project and want to remain engaged in the project review
until the Southwest Parkway is successfully built. We look forward to working with TxDOT to
make the Southwest Parkway the best, most attractive and least intrusive roadway possible.

Sincerely,

Hridd o Gotenon

Linda Johnson
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HUNC & CO,

Commercial and Investment Realtors

April 30, 2003

Ms. Maribel P. Chavez, P. E./District Engineer
Texas Department of Transportation

P.O.Box 6868

Fort Worth, TX 76115

Dear Ms. Chavez:
RE: Public Hearing for SH 121 T/Southwest Parkway

The design features and themes as proposed by the Project Development Team should be addressed in the
Draft Environmental Impact Study and must be included in the Environmental Impact Study.

Primary in addressing the transportation and traffic congestion issues of our city and the cumulative
effects Fort Worth will experience, as these issues are managed, is paramount to the quality of life of our
citizens.

Some issues of concern and their impact I wished to be addressed are listed below:
1.) Landscaping
2.) Lighting
3.} Signage
4.y Air Quality
5.) Residential Neighborhoods
6.} Parkland
7.} Historic Properties and Neighborhoods
8.) Water Run Off
9.) Sound
10.}Frontage Roads
1.} Interchanges

Create a Parkway not a Freeway. Our citizens participated in removing the blight of the Overhead I-30 at
the southern end of our Central Business District. Consider the impact of SH 121 on the Central Business
District residential component both existing and proposed.

Sincerely,
5 > . e :/-:’_1-; P
bogr /oA
J oan’fﬁiine
JK/mcs

1305 W. Magnolio Ave.
Fort Worth, Texas 76104
8179241987

Fax 817.G24.8252
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May 1, 2003
RE: Comments regarding DEIS for State Highway 121 Tollroad (Southwest Parkway)
FROM: Barbara Koerble, 1815 5™ Avenue, Fort Worth, TX 76110

As the Co-Chair of the Fort Worth Alliance for Responsible Development (FORWARD), |
am providing these comments on SH121-T, specifically, the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement.

First of all, the limited scope and incomplete content of the DEIS is extremely disturbing,
from the perspective of residents and taxpayers in Fort Worth. Taxpayers in Fort Worth
will ultimately be paying a substantial share of the cost of this roadway, and it is
reasonable for us to expect that its development will be undertaken in accordance with
state and federal laws and guidelines, and with adequate safeguards against statutory
violations that could invite lawsuits against the entities involved in planning the roadway,
including the city of Fort Worth. Whoever or whatever entity produced this DEIS
document for TxDOT hardly seems to know or follow the requirements of federal law. it
is hard to believe that even a draft of something as significant as an Environmental
Impact Statement would be so incomplete, so ‘un’-comprehensive that it would invite
lawsuits, yet that could be the result of a careless and incomplete document. This study
does not begin to meet the requirements of the NEPA process. It is obvious that size
does not equal substance, at least in terms of the compilation of this document.

The Council of Environmental Quality, which established the regulations implementing
NEPA, calls the Alternative Analysis Section “the heart of the EIS,” yet in the Southwest
Parkway’s DEIS, this section is hardly complete or comprehensive. There is a strong
bias in the writing of the document that has seemingly pre-empted objective
consideration of all reasonable alternatives, including the alternative of no action. The
alternatives screening process is also very inadequate. Obviously, thorough re-
evaluation and revisions of these sections is in order.

Probably the most serious flaw in the DEIS that invites legal action is the lack of
cumulative impact evaluation. In Fritiofson v. Alexander, 772 F.2d 1225 (5th Cir. 1883},
the 5 Circuit U.S. Court of Appeals held that when agencies were conducting the
evaluation of a project, cumulative impacts must be evaluated. Impacts were not fimited
to those from actual proposals, but must also include impacts from actions that could
reasonably be foreseen. In addition, 23 CFR§ 771.111(f) requires that an EIS be of
sufficient length to address environmental matters on a broad scale. The proposed
roadway will extend beyond the endpoint of the DEIS, into Johnson County and on to
Cleburne, the county seat, yet the document does not evaluate the impacts of the
southern part of that roadway. Evaluating only half the project, as has been done in the
SH121-T DEIS, is a flawed approach. A problem of ‘segmentation’ may occur where a
transportation need extends throughout an entire corridor but environmental issues and
transportation need are inappropriately discussed for only a segment of the corridor.
How were the ‘logical termini’ determined for this project, and isn’t it possible that the
reasoning behind that basic decision is flawed? The ‘logical termini’ are defined both as
(1) rational end points for a transportation improvement and (2) rational end points for
review of the environmental impacts. Clearly, the cumulative environmental impacts will

-



logically include both segments of SH121-T. The deliberate segmentation of the
roadway project is a patently obvious attempt to circumvent the reguirement to
investigate cumulative impacts.

The DEIS does not thoroughly evaluate impacts (visual, vibrations, noise, light pollution,
air pollution and other environmental impacts) on adjacent neighborhoods. Mistietoe
Heights is just one example of such oversights. Cumulative impacts on neighborhoods
such as Sunset Terrace which has already been negatively impacted by the construction
and expansion of 1-30 have also not been reviewed or mitigated. Potential impacts under
Section 107 which addresses preservation of historic resources have insufficient
consideration. What about the impact on the Mistletoe Heights neighborhood which is
eligible for the National Register, or the Fairmount Southside Historic District which is
already a National Register District? In addition, any neighborhood that has structures or
groups of structures that are potentially eligible for the National Register of Historic
Places should come under Section 107 review. Therefore, any neighborhoods with
structures built earlier than 1950 should be reviewed. There are several neighborhoods
that were overlooked or shortchanged in this document in terms of evaluating these
sorts of impacts. The reviewing bodies should investigate the typical age of structures in
neighborhoods adjacent to the roadway and conduct their investigations accordingly.

Another area that has not been evaluated is the resulting development and subdivision
of land in Fort Worth that can be reasonably foreseen with the proposed construction of
this roadway. While land lying within the city limits of Fort Worth will be subject fo
development controls, all land lying in Fort Worth's ETJ and the county is not subject to
any development controls. What will the environmental and other impacts of
uncontrolled development along both segments of the SH121 roadway? What will the
traffic impact be on adjacent arterials and side streets of traffic going to or exiting the
roadway as well as on the impacted neighborhoods? What are the fiscal impacts for the
City of Fort Worth of sprawling subdivisions that will result from the construction of this
roadway? What is the fiscal impact of extending public services to these new areas—
police and fire protection, streets and utilities? What will the impact of the toliroad be on
Fort Worth’s Central City neighborhoods--the inner ring of older, formerly suburban
residential developments, which have recently begun to revitalize due to demand for
housing closer to the CBD? Will the availability of cheaper and newer housing in new
subdivisions accessible by the toliroad reverse the trend toward revitalization of housing
in Fort Worth’s Central City areas? What are the social and fiscal impacts {0 those
older neighborhoods, which experienced white flight, depopulation and decline during
pursts of suburban development in previous decades? These older neighborhoods
currently compete with existing suburban development fully equipped with new
infrastructure and amenities that either deteriorated or do not exist in older, inner city
neighborhoods. How does a toliroad which is unaffordable for much of the low income
population to use, contribute to racial and economic integration of new neighborhoods,
and how will its construction potentially affect the racial and economic diversification
which has recently occurred within the Central City?

Transportation System Management alternatives are often evaluated as potential design
options to a proposal. This can include high-occupancy vehicle lanes, ridesharing,
signal synchronization, and other actions. Also, where appropriate, mass transit options
should be considered even when they are outside FHWA's funding authority. Minority
and low income populations are already disadvantaged by being priced out of housing in
new subdivisions that are located close the jobs in those areas, making those jobs



inaccessible or requiring lengthy commutes if the individual owns a car. Since city bus
routes frequently do not circulate to sparsely populated areas, many of these suburban
jobs are completely inaccessible to individuals who can not afford to maintain and
operate an automobile. How does the construction of a toll facility without any TSM
alternatives included in its design benefit minority and low income populations in Fort
Worth?

Public input is, and should continue to be, important in the development of SH121-T.
The recommendations for landscaping, mitigation, design and other enhancements that
were made by the public task force (PDT) should be consistently incorporated into all
sections of the DEIS and the EIS.

The DEIS is a disappointing and potentially halting step in the long process of approvals
for this roadway and the eventual creation of an EIS document. We hope that the
responsible agencies will ensure that the appropriate and necessary investigations and
revisions are made to the documents so that they will meet all federal and state
requirements.

Sincerely, )
%%w/-ﬂ;w {/Mvﬂ(/
arbara Koerble

Co-Chair, FORWARD
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April 25,2003

Mrs, Maribel P. Chavez, P.E.

Texas Department of Transportation
P.O. Box 6868

Fort Worth, Texas 76115-68€8

Thank you for this oppertunity to comment on the proposed State Highway 121, First we
would like to acknowledge the amount of time and work that has been expended on this
project. However we feel that the DEIS is a fundamentally flawed document. The
information is incomplete, inaccurate and uses out of date data. This document considers
all of the road design proposals as equal. How can the impact of a roadway be
determined if the specific design is not considered? There are currently 5 plans: A,B,C,D
and C/A. After extensive input from public forums, the PDT, and the CAG, the City
Council through resolution 2923 endorsed plan C/A. Oddly there is nary a mention of
this in the DEIS. This is the design the DEIS should specifically evaluate concerning its
impact on air quality, noise quality, light pollution, archeological concerns, historic
structures and the Trinity River and other waterways and wetlands.

We live in the Mistletoe Heights neighborhood, a locally designated Historic District.

We are greatly concerned about the effects of the northern end of the proposed road,
particularly the I-30 and Forest Park interchange on our neighborhood. Specifically there
is no evaluation of the cumulative affects of the recent 1-30 work, the planned Rosedale
Street expansion, the train yard, and the planned SH 121 on air quality, noise and light
pollution, and water drainage in regards to our neighborhood. We challenge the
conclusion that there will be no significant impacts when such cumulative affects have
not been considered. We would like site-specific data collection from multiple sites in
our neighborhood addressing these concerns.

We would also like to see cumulative affect data specifically addressing The Botanic
Gardens, Trinity Park and the bike trail, Sunset Terrace (a National Register eligible
neighborhood), the All Church Home (a 24 hour dependent children’s facility), the St.
Paul Lutheran Church and its Day School, Thistle Hill and the Ball-Eddleman-McFarland
House (both are National Register and Texas State Historic properties). We feel each of
these need site specific monitoring to address potential impacts.

Though we realize the need for an additional north-south traffic corridor we are
adamantly against the “highway as usual” concept. If the parkway design with all the
accompanying landscaping, speed buffers, limited access, noise and light mitigation, and



architectural accoutrements cannot be guaranteed, then the road should not be built. This
parkway design is supported by the City Council, the PDT, the CAG and the effected
neighborhoods, yet this was not specifically addressed in the DEIS. We feel this
oversight must be corrected in the Final Environmental Impact Study.

Dr. and Mrs. William Bruce Lowry
1208 Mistletoe Drive

Fort Worth, Texas 76110
817-926-9391
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May 2, 2003. Written ar zd verbal commenis will become part of the project record and will be included in the
written summary and analysis of the public hearing. Thank you for your comments. -
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DIST 02 FT. WORTH
George Q. McGown IV TXDOT MAILROOM
Att rat L
1613 Sunoet Termace MAY ¢ 1 2003
Fort Warth, Texas 76102
(817) 332-1615

April 30, 2003

Maribel Chavez, P.E., District Engineer
Texas Department of Transportation
P.O. Box 6868

Fort Worth, Texas 76115

Re: Public comments regarding SH121T DEIS
Dear Ms. Chaves:

Thank you for the tremendous efforts you and your staff continue to make on
behalf of TXDOT. I deeply appreciate your enthusiasm for what has been an admittedly
difficult development process for SH121T, and want you to know that I believe your
presence and the welcoming tone you have set for the public process have helped bridge
many of the divisions within the community over this project. Thank you, too, for
patiently listening to the comments made on April 22. [ am providing mine in writing,
with slight amendment, so that they may be included in the record.

1. Project documents indicate that the facility's northern terminus is Summit Avenue,
yet the studies incorporated into the DEIS provide little or no data regarding the impact
of the facility to the section between Forest Park Boulevard and Summit Avenue.

2. Sunset Terrace is eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places, as
noted in the August 9, 2002 letter from the SHPO, but the DEIS contains 1o
acknowledgement of the eligibility and no data to indicate that required studies were
completed or contemplated regarding the facility's impact to the neighborhood. The DEIS
notes that no NRHP properties have been designated. It is eligibility for designation, not

actual designation, that is the standard for review.

3. According to the locator maps included in the DEIS, no site-specific sound study
was conducted at or near Sunset Terrace. The neighborhood requests a sound study and
asks that TXDOT coordinate testing with the neighborhood and the City to ensure that
the testing is time and place appropriate.

4. When a site-specific study is done, it must incorporate noise analysis for the
topographically unique relationship of the facility’s components to both Sunset Terrace
and Mistietoe Heights.

5. All studies for the northern section of the facility, from Forest Park Boulevard to

Summit Avenue, must take into account the cumulative effects to Sunset Terrace and
Mistletoe Heights of the 1-35/1-30 interchange project, the I-30 widening, and SHI21T.

SH121T DEIS Comments. ]



The bascline should be established at a time prior to the construction of the I35
interchange.

6. The DEIS does not include any studies of the projected cumulative impact of the
three projects (I-35, I-30 widening, SH121T) on existing city-maintained infrastructure,
particularly regarding traffic flows and capacities at Summit/8th Avenues and I-30.
Traffic congestion worsened following the removal of the Ballinger Bridge and the
routing of all traffic to Summit, which appears to have been designed without adequate
consideration for the increased use by semi's and other large commercial vehicles that are
unable to maneuver the intersections without damage to the bridge and medians. Studies
must also take into account major corporate campus relocations and the Trinity River
Master Plan and its effects on downtown traffic.

7. No studies of lighting methods or light pollution are included in the DEIS. Even if
such studies are not required by the FHWA, the project agencies have been provided
ample notice of community concerns over lighting issues and they should have addressed
those concerns.

8. The traffic needs study dates from 1984, prior to the area's non-attainment status.
The FEIS should address the changed circumstances.

9. The DEIS notes that the facility will reduce certain pollutants and create higher
efficiency along the southern portion of the route. What studies were completed to
demonstrate that increased cfficiencies on the southern end would not be balanced or
completely offset by increased inefficiency at the northern end?

10. The DEIS does not include data on the cumulative effects on air quality of the three
projects as they converge at the northern terminus. Cumulative data should also include
the effects of the diesel locomotive exhaust created adjacent to the right of way.

11. A permanent air quality monitor should be placed at Summit Avenue and I-30.

12. In determining the reasonableness and feasibility of noise mitigation for Sunset
 Terrace, any study must factor in the projected and rezsonably foreseeabls number of
benefited receivers based on the area's decades long designation for residential growth,
and plans currently on file with the City of Fort Worth. .

13. The DEIS fails to acknowledge residential use, with its attendant quality of life
issues, as a major current and future component of the Central Business District.

14. The DEIS appears to make a tacit finding of no Section 4(f) impact from
Alternatives A and C without completing even a preliminary study to support the finding
(Page V-160). TXDOT relies on the SHPQO's concurrence in a finding of no significant
impact to support the DEIS determination that no 4(f) issues exist. However, the SHPO's
concurrence was specifically conditioned on TXDOT's addressing traffic, noise and light

SH121T DEIS Comments. 2



pollution mitigation for Sunset Terrace and Mistletoe Heights, both NRHP eligible, and,
therefore, requiring 4(f) review.

On page V-159, the DEIS notes that TXDOT consultation with the SHPO focused on the
area from Hulen to 1-30, indicating that inadequate or limited information may have been
provided to the SHPO in determining the extent of historic resources along the project
corridor. Tt appears that TXDOT relied on information compiled for the Tarrant County
Historic Resources Survey, which began publication in 1981. There is no indication that
information based on subsequent research and designations was incorporated into the
DEIS.

The adverse effects of the SH121T facility on the NRHP-eligible neighborhoods at the
northern terminus are substantial in terms of increased and unmitigated traffic, noise and
light pollution. The NRHP-¢ligible neighborhoods suffer from the unique combination of
the 1-35 interchange relocation, the I-30 widening, and the proposed SH121T, each
creating foreseeable impacts. Any Final EIS must consider the cumulative effects of these
projects, as well as the adjacent rail operation, as part of the Section 4(f) evaluation
required by the NRHP eligibility of the two neighborhoods. The residential functions and
integrity of the neighborhoods have been substantially impaired by the proximity of the
multiple projects and the reasonably foresecable negative effects created by those
projects. The impairment has resulted in what the neighborhoods believe to be
constructive use of 4(f) resources, requiring the FEIS to address mitigation measures
necessary to preserve the historic integrity of the neighborhoods.

15.  The public input reflected in the design, mitigation and enhancement features
included in the Project Development Team recommendations should be incorporated into
the assessments for each alternative. Additionally, the "A/C Combo" should be assessed
specifically.

Thank you, again, for allowing me the opportunity to address these issues during
the Public Hearing on April 22. If you have any questions, or need additional
information, please do not hesitate to call.

Very truly vours,

s S

Quentin McGown
GQM/bh

cc: Mr. Gary Jackson, Fort Worth City Manager
Mr. Jerry Hiebert, NTTA
Mr. Scott Polikov, Prime Strategies
The Honorable Kay Granger
The Honorable Lon Burnham
The Honorable Wendy Davis
1-Care
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Overton Woods Homeowners Association, Inc.
P. O. Box 100832
Fort Worth, Texas 76185

April 22, 2003

Ms. Maribel Chavez, P.E., District Engineer
Texas Department of Transportation

P. O. Box 6868

Fort Worth, Texas 76115

VIA CERTIFIED MAIL RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Re: Draft Environmental Impact Statement SH1217
Dear Ms. Chavez:

The Overton Woods Homeowners Association has been an active community participant
in the public process on SH121T including representation on the City Council appointed
Project Development Team. We support the construction of the Tollway subject to the
defined themes and specifications as recommended by the Project Development Team
and unanimously endorsed by the Fort Worth City Council January 2001 in Resolution
2693.

Earlier this year the Overton Woods Association engaged in extensive negotiations with

the City of Fort Worth because some Council members were now recommending an

interchange at SH121T and Bellaire Drive, specifically going against Resolution 2693

~ which did not include such an interchange. Through this negotiation an agreement was
reached which outiined 10 (ten) specific points in Section 1) &) i.}-x.). of Resolution 2923,

the Locally Prefefred Altemative, that was unanimously approved by the Fort Worth City

Councii February 25, 2003,

The ten points i.) ~ x.) as detailed in Resolution 2923 pertaining to the Overton Woods
neighborhood and the Bellaire area are:

1. SH121T will be constructed as low and as close to grade as practical between the Trinity River and
SH183/-20 interchange. -

2. Arborlawn Drive serves as the primary East-West roadway between Hulen Drive and Bryant Irvin

Road.

Bellaire Drive extends and T’s into Arborlawn Drive upon censtruction of the Arborlawn Drive

extension to SH121T.

Arborlawn Drive is constructed over SH121T.

A full diamond interchange constructed at the intersection of SH121T and Arborlawn Drive, as far

north as practical to aid in the safe design of the Bellaire Drive/Arboriawn Drive intersection.

Land to be designated as “Parkland” purchased (by the City) east of SH121T adjacent to Arborlawn

Drive/Bellaire Drive, an area at least 50 feet in width measured from the right-of-way line along both

w

o b

o

sides of Arborlawn Drive intersection and continuing 50 feet beyond that intersection, to serve as an

additional buffer.



7. Construct a frontage road along the west side of SH121T between the Arborlawn Drive interchange
and the SH183/1-20 interchange.

8. Do not construct frontage roads along the east side of SH121T between the SH183/-20
interchange and the Arborlawn Drive interchange.

9. Do not construct frontage roads along SH121T north of Arborlawn Drive.

10. Utilize uniform traffic control devices at the Arborlawn Drive/Bellaire Drive intersection to encourage
the use of Arborlawn Drive and not Bellaire Drive.

We expect the Texas Department of Transportation to accept and adopt the configuration and
specifications as outlined in Resolution 2823 and to re-address all environmental impacts based on that
configuration.

In addition to the history of negotiations discussed above that led to our agreement with the City of Fort
Worth there are other environmental issues that are not addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement. The environmental issues that will need to be addressed are as follows:

a) Air poliution and related health issues. Jim Blackburn, our environmental attomey, will submit
written comments separately.

b) Light and noise pollution. No studies were completed to address the impact of light and noise in
our area.

c) Impact of area native wildlife and ecology. An on-the-ground assessment of the road’s impact is
required.

d)} Induced land uses. Design elements should have been incorporated to address land uses,
particularly commercial development, to mitigate their impact on our neighborhood.

Letters from members of our Association will address the last three points specifically.

All environmental impacts and necessary mitigants must take into account Resolution 2923 as adopted
by the Fort Worth City Council February 25, 2003. Any deviation from this proposal would result in
Overton Woods Homeowners Association’s withdrawing its support and to mount an official challenge
to SH121T. We look forward to receiving your responses to our concems and working with you to the
completion of this project.

Sincerely,

Lerlie . Monteleone

President
Cc: Mr. Gary Jackson, City Manager The Honorabie Kenneth Barr
City of Fort Worth 1000 Throckmorton Street
1000 Throckmorton Street Fort Worth, Texas 76102
Fort Worth, Texas 76102
Mr. Jerry Hiebert, Executive Director The Honorable Kay Granger
North Texas Tollway Authority 1600 West Seventh Street, Ste. 740
5800 W. Plano Parkway, Suite 200 Fort Worth, Texas 76102

Plano, Texas 75093



[‘exas Department of Transportation

STATE HIGHWAY 121
From IH 30 to FM 1187
Tarrant County
Public Hearing
April 22,2003

The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) actively seeks your comments on this proposed project. Your

comments are always welcome and will be given serious consideration during the remainder of project
development. Written comments may be submitted to the District Qffice using this form or by letter postmarked by .~ 7
May 2, 2003. Written and verbal comments will become part of the project record and will be included in the
written summary and analysis of the public hearing. Thank you for your comments. -
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DIST 02 FT. WORTH
RT EELS TXDOT MALRCOM

RIV
S\ e MAY 1 42003

PETER D. MosTow
direct dial (503) 294-9338
e-mail pdmostow{@stoel.com

May 12, 2003

Maribel Chavez, P.E., District Engineer
Texas Department of Transportation
PO Box 6868

Fort Worth, TX 76115

Re:  Highway 121 Draft EIS, FHWA-TX-EIS-99-05-D

Dear Ms. Chavez;

208 5.W. Fifth Avenue, Suite 260
Portland, Oregon Y7204

main 503.224.3380

fax 503.220.2480

ww, stoel.com

With our submittal of May 1, 2003, we enclosed a transcript of the February 3, 2003
PDT/CAC meeting. One of the speakers referenced in the transcript was Mr. Mike Weaver.

Attached for the record is a copy of the powerpoint presentation Mr. Weaver gave at that

meeting.

PDM:chb

Encl.

cc: Gary Jackson, City Manager
City of Fort Worth
1000 Throckmorton
Fort Worth, TX 76102

Patrick Bauer, District Engineer
Federal Highway Administration
Federal Office Building Room 826
300 East 8™ Street

Austin, Texas 78701

Jerry Hiebert, Executive Director

Portind1-2138891.1 0051882-00001

Gregon
Washington
Caiifornia
Utahn

ldaho



Maribel Chavez
May 12, 2003
Page 2

North Texas Tollway Authority
5900 W. Plano Parkway, Suite 200
Plano, Texas 75093

Scott Polikov AL.C.P, J.D.
Prime Strategies

1508 South Lamar Blvd.
Austin, TX 78704

The Honorable Kay Granger
1600 W. 7% Ste. 7410
Ft. Worth TX 76102

Portind1-2138891.1 0051882-00001
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