FORT WORTH

April 25, 2003

Mr. Rob Waston

Haynes and Boone, LLP

Suite 2200

201 Main Street

Fort Worth, TX 76102-3126

By mail and telecopy (817) 347-6650

Dear Mr. Watson:

1 received your February 21 letter. You express your client’s concerns
about the possible effects of the proposed SH 121T on access to and from
University Centre I to Vickery Boulevard. You also request that Vickery
Boulevard remain a two-way street, that the City provide schematic drawings of
the proposed one-way travel, that the City supply you “any future proposals or
revisions [to Vickery Boulevard],” and that the City notify you of “any meetings
that will affect or concern access to University Centre 1.”

I understand your concern to be that the conversion of Vickery Boulevard
from a two-way street to a one-way street will “result in taking an important right
away from the tenants and reduce the value of the building.” While I can
undersiand that you believe that circuity of travel may be increased, I do not
believe that the increase is a material and substantial impairment of access to the

building and its parking facilities.

In addition, Vickery Boulevard must become one way for safety reasons.
Vickery Boulevard will serve as an entranceway to SH 121T. Two-way traffic on
Vickery Boulevard would create an unreasonable risk to the traveling public.
Therefore, Vickery Boulevard should be changed to one way as in the current
design. In this connection, please see the enclosed schematic that shows the
proposed construction of SH 121T. I believe this is the schematic that you
requested. Ifitis not, please let me know. While my staff and I are willing to
work to explore access issues on this project with any affected property owners,
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Mi. Rob Watson
April 25, 2003
Page 2

the City believes that the circuity of travel and safety concerns do not favor
keeping Vickery Boulevard two way.

Your last two requests ask that I provide personal notice to you and your
client regarding possible changes to Vickery Boulevard and “any meetings that
will affect or concern access to University Centre 1. I must decline your requests.
As you can imagine, it would be impossible for me to provide that type of
assistance to anyone affected by the nearly eight-mile long project. Moreover, I
would run the risk of being blamed for failing to provide the information if I
inadvertently overlooked any request.

That is not to say that you and your client cannot receive information
concerning future meetings and proposed design changes. State law requires that
all public meetings concerning SH 121T be posted on the City Hall bulletin board
(it may be viewed 24 hours a day) with the date, time, place, and subject matter of
the meeting. Any change in the access for University Centre I will be shown at a
posted meeting and you or your client may see those changes by simply calling my
office. The enclosed schematic is the latest modifications that will affect access to

University Centre L.

I also urge you to provide your comments to Maribel Chavez, P.E., District
Engineer, Texas Department of Transportation, at P. O. Box 6868, Fort Worth,
Texas 761135, to voice your client’s concerns over the proposed schematic design.
I suggest that if your client wishes to suggest an engineering proposal that would
be better and less expensive, that the proposal be sent to TxDOT and to me.

If you have additional questions or wish to discuss this matter further,
please do not hesitate to contact me at (817) 871-7909.

Sincerely,

Bryan/Beck, P.E.
Project Manager

Cec: Mare Oft, Assistant City Manager _
Maribel Chavez, P.E., Texas Department of Transportation
Katie Nees, P.E., North Texas Tollway Authority
CFW 121 Project Team
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Omn American’
Credit Union
Gregory W. Higgins Direct Dial (§17) 367-5491
General Counsel Telecopy (817) 367-4891
February 20, 2003
Ms. Maribel Chavez, P.E. :2:1}0“ ‘ j“f,i
Fort Worth District Engineer a 200
Texas Department of Transportation FEB 26 200
Post Office Box 6868

Fort Worth, Texas 76115-0868

Re:  State Highway 121T/University Centre 11

Dear Ms. Chavez;.

Please accept this letter as written testimony regarding the proposed construction
of State Highway 121T. Additional oral testimony will be given at the hearing scheduled
for February 25, 2003.

OmniAmerican Credit Union (OmniAmerican) purchased the property located at
1320 South University Drive, known locally as University Centre II, in November 2002,
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
Centre II facility and University Drive and that we, and our tenants, would have ready
access to and from University Drive and eastbound I-30 via West Vickery Boulevard,
notwithstanding the construction of the State Highway 121T. We also understood that the
parties involved in the design and construction of 121T would consider incorporating a
road crossing under 1217 and linking the entrance to University Centre II to the
eastbound 121T service road. Based upon these understandings, we purchased the
University Centre II for a substantial sum of money.

We recently learned that changes have been proposed to the project that affects
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
direction, beginning at University Drive. Further, we have been advised that it does not
appear that it will be feasible 1o incorporate the previously discussed road linking the
entrance of the University Centre II to the eastbound 1217 service road. We belicve that
this proposal will have a substantial and negative effect on the tenants of University
Centre 1I, and, thus, on the value of our building.

P.C. Box 1500399
Fort Werth, Texas 76108
www.OmniAmerican.org

Commercial Banking

: _ 817.332.3751
Ms. Maribel Chavez, P.E. 817.870.2260 fax
February 20, 2003 Personal Banking
Page 1 of 2 817.481.6359 metro

817.421.4276 fax



wished to access University Drive and its previously convenient dinin g and shopping -
“destinations. The Vickery~to—Montgomery—to~I—30 route would also have to be taken by
any tenant wishing to trave] castbound on either 1-30 or I21T.

In addition to being a burden on our tenants, we believe that the proposal would
dramatically affect the value of the building that we Jjust purchased by taking away a vital
access route — an access route that we relied upon in purchasing the buildip g.
Additionally, the proposal would unnecessarily increase the traffic on West Vickery
Boulevard (west of the University Centre D), on Montgomery Street, and on the
castbound access road to I-30. :

We submit that the most viable resolution would be to allow West Vickery
Boulevard to remain a two-way street between University Drive and the University

Very truly yours,

Gregory W. Higgins
General Counsel
OmniAmerican Credit Union

ce: Members, Texas Department of Transportation

Ms. Maribel Chavez, P.E.
F ebruary 20, 2003
Page 2 of 2



HAYNES AND BOONE, LLP

February 21, 2003

Departrént of Engineering

rt Worth, Texas 76102
Re:  State Highway 121T/University Centre [
Dear Mr. Beck:

1300 UC-I, Ltd. purchased the office building known as University Centre I in November
2002. Thebuilding is located at 1300 South University Drive. At the tinie the owner purchased
the six story office building, the owner understood and believed that West Vickery Boulevard
would remain a two-way street to provide access from University Centre I to University Drive
and from Montgomery Street to University Centre I so that all tenants and visitors would have
access to and from University Drive, Montgomery Street and also be able to access east bound I-
30 toward downtown Fort Worth. The owner understood that the proposed construction of
Highway 121T would not interfere or change such access.

At the end of last week, the owner was told about a proposal to restrict the access that is
currently available to University Centre I. The owner understands that the proposal provides that
a portion of West Vickery Boulevard beginning at the University Drive intersection will be a
one-way street in the west bound direction.

The proposal will greatly reduce the value of University Centre I. The current ability to
access the office building is important to the tenants and the owner. Losing access to the
building from Vickery Boulevard in the east bound direction and prehibi ing any other access
that is currently available to University Centre I will result in taking an important right away
from the tenants and reduce the value of the building to the owner. To avoid damaging the
owner of University Centre I, we request that West Vickery Boulevard remain a two-lane street
between University Drive and Montgomery Street.

Please send me a drawing of the new proposal referenced above in which West Vickery
Boulevard will become a one-way street and any changes that would limit access to 1-30 from
University Centre I. I would also appreciate any future proposals or revisions be forwarded to
me for review and that I be notified of any meetings that will affect or concern access to
University Centre 1.

Attorneys
2001 Main Streer Swite 2200 For: Worth, Texas 76102-3126
Telephone [817) 3476600  Fax [817] 347.6650 brrp:iiwune baynesboone, com
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Mr. Clyde Picht, District 6
Fort Worth City Council
Municipal Building

1000 Throckmorton S.
Fort Worth, Texas 76102

Mr. Jeff Wentworth, District 7
Fort Worth City Courncil
Municipal Building

1000 Throckmorton S.

Fort Worth, Texas 76102

Mr. Raiph McCloud, District §
Fort Worth City Council
Municipal Building

1000 Throckmorton S.

Fort Worth, Texas 76102

Ms. Wendy Davis, District 9
Fort Worth City Council
Municipal Building

1000 Throckmorton S.

Fort Worth, Texas 76102

Mr. Brandon Aghamalian

City of Fort Worth, Manager of Governmental Relations
1000 Throckmorton S.

Fort Worth, Texas 76102

Ms. Donna Parker

North Texas Tollway Authority
5900 West Plano Parkway, Suite 100
Plano, Texas 75093

‘/g embers

Texas Transportation Commission
2501 Southwest Loop 820
Fort Worth, Texas 76133
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FORT WORTH

April 28, 2003

Joe H. Staley
5949 Sherry Lane, Suite 501
Dallas, Texas 75225

Re: SH-121T

Dear Mr. Staley:

On February 25, 2003, the City Council adopted by resolution a Locally Preferred
Alternative (LPA) and comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS)
for State Highway 121T. Copies of those resolutions are enclosed herein. The adoption
of the City’s L.PA provides opportunity for continued dialogue about implementation of
the community’s vision for the facility. In that regard, we understand how critically
important the design of SH-121T is to the future of Fort Worth Country Day School.

Before the adoption of the LPA, your client wrote the parents of students raising
concerns about the plans for the roadway. Those concerns were then communicated to
the City Council. In addition, during the City's public hearing you raised several
concerns about the planned design of the toll road.

Regarding the concerns raised, the City's LPA reflects the City’s recognition that S.H.-
121T will have a significant impact on the school’s future. In particular, the LPA calls for
the main lanes of the toll road to be constructed under, instead of over, Arborlawn Drive,
the local arterial that will be used for the east-west connector in the Bellaire area. This
design will ensure that S.H. 121T remains as low as possible as it passes by the school.
In addition, frontage roads on the west side of S.H. 121T and an interchange with
Arbortawn will be utilized in order to provide as much access as possible for planned
future development for the school in the area of the “Ropes Course.”

Regarding your comments at the City’s public hearing, we want to provide a couple of
responses. As to your concerns about the appropriateness of the approach taken to

analyze noise impacts, the City concurs as is reflected in the City Council’s Resolution
commenting on the DEIS. Accordingly, additional noise analysis has been requested.

As to your statements about the transformation of the plans for the roadway from an
urban arterial to a controlled access toll road, that transformation took place several
years ago when the facility evolved from a pure TxDOT project into a toll road. That
transformation was necessitated by the realization that the level of funds needed to

construct S.H. 121 would be insufficient unless it was developed as a toll road.

CITY MANAGER’S OFFICE

THE City OF FORT WORTH * 1000 THROCKMORTON STREET * FoRT WoRTH, TEXAS 76102
817-871-6111 * Fax 817-871.6134
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Continued —
Joe H. Staley
April 28, 2003

Regardless, the concern boils down to the issue of local access. As called for in the
LPA, the utilization of frontage roads on the west side of the main lanes substantially

responds to those access concerns.

In general, the elements established in the LPA necessitate continued work in order to
develop design details. For example, continued dialogue with TxDOT will be useful on
the issue of the relationship of the SH-121T frontage roads with SH 183, In addition, the
City understands that Fort Worth Country Day School may have additional concerns
about the details of implementation. The City looks forward to continued dialogue with
the Ieadership of Fort Worth Country Day School and facilitating resolution of the
remaining design issues in coordination with TxDOT and the North Texas Tollway

Authority.

In closing, the City is in possession of your letter dated March 24, 2003 pertaining to the
direction of all correspondence being directed through your office. It is our hope that the
City of Fort Worth and Fort Worth Country Day can enter into a productive dialogue
regarding the City’s LPA for this project, including the upcoming Arborlawn Route Study.
It is the City’s intention to involve the appropriate FWCD staff in these discussions as
they relate to the local circulation issues concerning the campus. We intend to make
contact with FWCD staff in the coming weeks unless we receive direction otherwise.

Marc A. Ott _
Assistant City Manager

Enclosures

¢.  Gary W. Jackson, City Manager
Maribel Chavez, P.E., Texas Department of Transportation

Bryan Beck, P.E. Project Manager
CFW 121 Project Team
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CHRISTINA PATOSKI TXDUT MAILREOOM
POST OFFICE BOX 9052 :
FORT WORTH, TEXAS 76147 MAR 06 2003

817/738-0330

March 5, 2003

Maribel Chavez, P.E., District Engineer
Texas Department of Transportation
P.0O. Box 6868

Fort Worth, Texas 76115

RE: Letter of comment for Proposed 121 Toll Road

t urge you to deal with the mitigating impact of the noise from the proposed 121 toll road by
conducting thorough noise impact studies throughout its routing.

| live four blocks to the north of Interstate 30. 1spend a lot of time on my backyard patio.
However, when the wind is blowing from the south, the noise from the interstate is so loud that |
can hardly have a conversation, much less enjoy the experience. If the wind is from the north
it's as quiet as a sanctuary. But, if it's from the south I'm literally confined to the interior of
my house (with the windows closed) to find peace. It’s amazing how much it varies from day to
day and how far the noise travels, sometimes to neighborhoods miles away.

Therefore, | urge you to conduct the noise impact studies on multiple days, and when the wind in
blowing in different directions. | predict you will be quite surprised at the different results.

An area that stands to be extremely effected by the 121 traffic noise is the Botanic Gardens.
This is one of Fort Worth’s crown jewels where all ages and classes of people go to escape from
the stresses of urban life. Experiencing the gardens to the roar of nearby speeding cars and
trucks seems a ludicrous thing. Please go to whatever design lengths are necessary to protect
‘one of our community’s most popular retreats from the noise of the proposed toll road.

Sincerely,

} ~ p
éfﬁf;/ (SA L P@/h’ 1
Christina Patoski

cc: Gary Jackson,
Jerry Hiebert,
Scott Polikov,
The Honorable Kay Granger,
I-CARE



Christina Patoski
4237 El Campo Ave.
Fort Worth,Texas 76107
817/738-0330te! 817/732-4676 fax

May 1, 2003

Maribel Chavez, P.E.

Texas Department of Transportation
2501 Southwest Loop

PO Box 6868

Fort Worth, Texas 76115

Dear Ms. Chavez:
This is a letter of comment on the proposed 121 Toll Parkway.

After attending the public hearing at the Roundup Inn on Tuesday April 22, 2003 | would like to add the foliowing
comments to the public record. | am very concerned about the existing traffic noise levels as a result of Interstate 30
between Hulen and Forest Park Bivd. | believe that the traffic noise levels from [-30, and for miles beyond, exceed
the noise abatement criteria established by the Federal Highway Administration. Building 121 will only serve to
exacerbate an already existing traffic noise problem.

The areas most severely impacted are the Botanic Gardens and adjécent Trinity Park, both places of extraordinary
significance and where serenity and quiet are paramount. | believe that the traffic noise levels from |-30 are already
more than 57 decibels, especially if the prevailing wind is from the south, which is most of the spring and summer
months when these sites are most often used by the public. | request that multiple sensors are installed at the
Gardens and along the river to measure decibels and that these measurements be done at muttiple times and on
multiple days, especially when the wind is from the south.

The other area of concern is the proposed tollway plaza booths area along Vickery Blvd. from Hulen to Montgomery.
The Alamo Heights neighborhood is already negatively impacted from the traffic noise of 1-30, and on the other side
the massive railroad switching yard. Alamo Heights will literally be herumed in by 121. They will also have added air
quality issues from the emissions of cars braking and accelerating at the toll plaza booths. The cumulative effects
of 121, along with I-30 and the railroad switching yard will be beyond what noise abatement barriers can contain and
will severely impact the Alamo Heights neighborhood.

| live four blocks to the north of 1-30 and am deafened by the traffic noise from the road. There are many days that 'm
not able to enjoy my backyard because of the traffic noise. | can even hear the noise from inside my house. Noise
barriers are there, but they cbvicusly aren't doing the job.

Therefore, | formally request that the design of 121 from Hulen to Forest Park Blvd, be depressed, that is below grade
enough that the traffic noise is abated. That means not slightly below grade, but way below grade. It's the only thing
that really works to stop the noise.



Noise pollution damages the quality of iife in the neighborhoods, at our schoois, our cultural institutions, and our city
parks. |urge you to include the Project Development Team themes and features regarding all the alternatives in the
Final Environmental Impact Statement.

Respectfully submitted,

%{JA N /%zf?onﬂ

Christina Patoski

cc: Gary Jackson, City Manager
City of Fort Worth

1000 Throckmorton

Fort Worth, TX 76102

Jerry Hiebert, Executive Director
North Texas Tollway Authority
5900 W. Plano Parkway, Suite 200
Plano, Texas 75093

Scott Palikov A.LLC.P., J.D.
Prime Strategies

3908 Duval Street

Austin, TX 78751

The Henorable Kay Granger
1701 River Run
Fort Worth, TX 76107

Wendy Davis
2325 Mistletoe Dr.
Fort Worth, TX 76110

-CARE
P.0. Box 1899
Fort Worth, TX 76101-1899



Christina Patoski
4237 El Gampo Ave.
Fort Worth,Texas 76107
817/738-0330twel 817/732-4676 fax

April 30, 2003

Maribet Chavez, P.E.

Texas Department of Transportation
2501 Southwest Loop

PO Box 6868

Fort Worth, Texas 76115

Dear Ms. Chavez:
This is a letter of comment on the proposed 121 Toll Parkway.

After attending the pubtic hearing at the Roundup Inn on Tuesday April 22, 2003 | would like to
add the following comments to the public record. | am very concerned about the existing
traffic noise levels as a result of Interstate 30 between Arlington Heights High School and
Forest Park Bivd. | believe that the traffic noise levels from 1-30, and for miles beyond,
exceed the noise abatement criteria established by the FHWA. Building 121 will only serve to
exacerbate an already existing traffic noise problem.

The areas most severely impacted are the Botanic Gardens and adjacent Trinity Park, both
places of extraordinary significance and where serenity and quiet are paramount. | believe
that the traffic noise levels from 1-30 are already more than 57 decibels, especially if the
prevailing wind is from the south, which is most of the spring and summer months when these
sites are most often used by the public. | request that multiple sensors are installed at the
Gardens and along the river to measure decibels and that these measurements be done at
multiple times and on multiple days, especially when the wind is from the south.

The other area of concern is the proposed toliway plaza booths area, from Hulen to Vickery.
The Alamo Heights neighborhood is already negatively impacted from the traffic noise of I-30,
and on the other side the massive rafitoad switching yard. Alamo Heights will literally be
hemmed in by 121. They will also have added air quality issues from the emissions of cars
braking and accelerating at the toll plaza booths. The cumulative effects of 121, along with |-
30 and the railroad switching yard will be beyond what noise abatement barriers can contain
and will severely impact the Alamo Heights neighborhood.

i live four blocks to the north of 1-30 and am deafened by the traffic noise from the road. There
are many days that I'm not able to enjoy my backyard because of the traffic noise. | can even
hear the noise from inside my house. Noise barriers are there, but they obviously aren’t doing
the job.



Therefore, | formally request that the design of 121 from Hulen to Forest Park Bivd. be
depressed, that is below grade enough that the traffic noise is abated. That means not slightly
below grade, but way below grade. it’s the only thing that really works to stop the noise.

Noise poliution damages the quality of life in the neighborhoods, at our schools, our cultural
institutions, and our city parks.

Respectiuily Eubmitted,
Bl wen /OJV/" =

Christina Patoski

cc: Gary Jackson, City Manager
City of Fort Worth

1000 Throckmorton

Fort Worth, TX 76102

Jerry Hiebert, Executive Director
North Texas Tollway Authority
5800 W. Planc Parkway, Suite 200
Plano, Texas 75093

Scott Polikov ALLC.P., J.D.
Prime Strategies

3908 Duval Street

Austin, TX 78751

The Honorabie Kay Granger
1701 River Run
Fort Worth, TX 76107

Wendy Davis
2325 Mistletos Dr.
Fort Worth, TX 76110

I-CARE
P.O. Box 1899
Fort Worth, TX 76101-1899
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To: Maribel Chavez

Fax: B817-370-5787

Date: May 2, 2003

Total Number of pages, including cover sheet: 7

Comments:

5349 Sherry Lane, Suite 501
Dalias, Texas 75225

(214} 738-3700

Fax: {(214) 739-1918
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' LAW OFFICES OF
JOE H. STALEY, JR.

5648 Sherry Lane, Suite 501
Dailas, Taxas 75225

{214) 738-3700

Fax: (214) 739-1919

May 2, 2003

Maribel Chavez - SENT VIA FACSIMILE AND REGULAR MAIL
District Engineer

Texas Department of Transportation

P.O. Box 6868

Fort Worth, Texas 76115

In Re: Fort Worth Country Day School's written comments and questions regarding
environmental study for SH121T

Dear Ms. Chavez,

When I spoke at the public hearing on April 22 on behalf of Fort Worth Country Day
School, X said ] would submit written comments and questions on behalf of the school.
Attached hereto are the written comments and questions.

Please include them in the record of public comments and questions for the TxDOT and
North Texas Tollway Authority hearing held on April 22 in Fort Worth, Texas.

e
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ADDENDA TO TESTIMONY OF FORT WORTH COUNTRY DAY SCHOOL
AT PUBLIC HEARING ON APRIL 22, 2003

A. Fort Worth Country Day School (FWCDS) has been unable to verify the findings
of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, which justifies classifying parts of
its campus as Category “E” (interior impact only) property. The specific sites,
called “sensitive receptors”, are the Kindergarten, R3, the Middle School, R4, and
the Library, RS.

In this regard, FWCDS requests the following background information be
addressed and answers furnished to it

1. The basis {visual observation, discussion with FWCDS staff or other) for the
statement in the DEIS, “The school... (has) no frequent human outdoor activity
areas between highway and receptor”.

2. The dates and duration of any observations made of the outdoor activities at
FWCDS in order to write the above italicized statement.

3. Any member of faculty or staff at FWCDS who confirmed whether the school
ever held outdoor activities between the proposed roadway and school buildings.

4. All inquiries as to the nature of human outdoor activities, who participated in
them, how often they might occur, and the importance of outdoor activities to the
goals and curriculum of the school.

B. FWCDS has found that the DEIS contains no information regarding the
determination of existing noise levels at sensitive locations, three of which
include buildings at FWCDS.

In this regard we have the following questions:

5. Did the writers of the DEIS determine the existing noise levels at receptors. R4
and RS in accordance with Step 2 of the traffic noise analysis procedure outlined
on page V-80 beneath Table V-107

6. If the answer to question 5. is yes, how was the existing noise level measured
(state date(s), times and durations of measurements, and type of measurement
equipment used)?

7. If the answer to question 5. is yes, why were the existing noise levels at sensitive
receptors not included in the DEIS?

page 1



.B85/82/20883 16:38 2147351519 PAGE

10.

11.

12.

13.

14,

13.

16.

If the answer to question 5 is yes, were the existing noise levels compared with
the predicted noise levels at the Estimated Time of Construction Completion
(ETC) and with the ETC+20 predicted noise levels?

If the comparison int question 8. was made, what was the result? Specifically,
could the difference between the existing noise level at the FWCDS and the
predicted ETC level create a Relative Criterion noise impact, defined as being a
difference of more than 10 dB(A)?

If the answer to question 9 is that there is a traffic noise impact based on the

‘Relative Criterion, why was this information not included in the DEIS?

FWCDS alleges that the predicted interior noise level of 43 dB(A) at sensitive
receptors R3 and R4 and 40 dB(A) at sensitive receptor R3 in ETC 2005 are
speculative and not based on the actual construction of the school buildings.
There are no noise contours or spot exterior noise levels accompanying the DEIS
which could be used as a necessary part of the calculation of the interior noise
levels, the absence of which contradicts Step 3. of the Traffic Noise Analysis
Procedure, Prediction of future noise levels.

What are the predicted exterior noise levels at the three FWCDS sensitive
receptor sites?

What is the building shell attgnuaﬁon '(tl'a._g‘_‘l-d,ss or noise reduction value in dB(A))
afforded by the construction of the FWCDS buildings at these three sites, which
was used to arrive at their intexior noise levels?

If the Relative Criterion is applied to an occupancy classified as Activity
Category “E”,interior, and the Criterion states that, “The predicted noise Jevel
substantially exceeds the existing noise level at a receiver...”, would this not
imply that a Category “E” receiver is an indoor receiver?

Did the authors of the DEIS measure the interior noise levels in the three affected
buildings at FWCDS?

If the answer to question 14 is no, what other method was used to justify the
finding as to whether traffic noise impact has occurred for an indoor receiver?

If the answer to question 14 is no, would a traffic noise impact occur inside one of
these three buildings if the measured noise level indoors adjacent to the proposed

page 2

84
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17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24,

roadway were found to be a low number, and the predicted interior noise level
exceeded it by more than 10 dB(A)?

Will such occur after construction of the road?

FWCDS alleges that its property should have been categorized at a minimum as
Activity Category “B".

Does Category “B” include “schools” as one of the uses eligible for that
category?

Does FWCDS include several other associated uses on its property which also
may be eligible for inclusion under Category “B”, such as playgrounds, recreation
areas, parks, and libraries?

If it is unsubstantiated that “there is no outdoor activity...” st FWCDS, and there
are compelling uses of this site which would dictate it to be placed in Category
“B”, wouldn’t Category “B” be the most proper category for FWCDS?

If Category B is an equally or more compelling category, why was Category “E”
selected instead?

What are the factors utilized to distinguish whether Category E or Category B is
applicable to a property; which were used in this instance, and how were they
applied and what were the specific result for each?

FWCDS alleges that the authors of the DEIS did not discuss with school staff the
types of activity categories in which the campus might be placed, did not discuss
the potential ramifications of the category placement in terms of its potential to
secure consideration and evaluation of noise impact reduction measures.

Did the authors of the DEIS explain any of the above issues to the school, or ask
their opinion of or reaction to the location of a freeway adjacent to their property?

Did the authors of the DEIS ask FWCDS staff whether they thought that the
impact of the proposed roadway would significantly change the environment of
the school?

page 3
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25.

26.

27.

28.

29,

Did the authors of the DEIS ask FWCDS staff if, in its judgment, changes such as
those predicted from the presence of the proposed roadway would harm the
school’s ability to deliver a tranquil setting and educational curriculum consistent
with their past standards?

Did the DEIS advise the school that it was considered non-impacted by noise and
that any noise reduction efforts, if feasible, would have to be borne at the school’s
expense?

FWCDS alleges that a prior report by Pelton Marsh Kinsella, a division of Carter
and Burgess, Inc., (C&B) the engineering firm in charge of the SHI2IT project,
addressed to Mr. Steve Stackhouse at FWCDS on February 7, 2003, stated twice
that, “it is important to stress that the school should be consider (sic)ina
Category “A” zone.” ‘

Have any authors of the D_EIS, TxDOT or NTTA officials who have been
working on the SH121T project reviewed the above letter from PMK on this
subject and reviewed their findings with C&B7

If the answer to question 27 is yes, did these other entities consider Carter &
Burgess/PMK’s judgment incorrect or inaccurate?

. Eleven days later, on February 18, 2003, PMK wrote a letter to M. Stackhouse

which noted that they had “become aware” that their parent company, Carter &
Burgess was actively working with TXDOT on the SH121T project, and on the
basis of conflict of interest, withdrew from providing any further sound analysis
of the FWCDS site. This letter also changed their original assessment of the
proper category for the school’s setting from Category “A”, the first and most
sensitive land use category, to Category “E”, the last and arguably least sensitive
category. They also noted that their reference to ANSI Standard 812.60-2002,
Acoustical Performance Criteria, Design Requirements and Guidelines for
Schools, “should not be used” because it is a voluntary National Standard and has
not been adopted by any Code, even though in their February 7th letter they noted
that this Standard states that “excessive intruding sound levels would be those
exceeding 35 dBA as a 1-hour Leq average. The TxDOT calculated sound levels
exceed this level by 5 to 8 dBA.”

What suggestions or instructions were given to PMK concerning its second letter
by either TxDOT, NTTA, or C & B to modify its earlier conclusions, made before
it was discovered that C&B was working on the SH121T project?

page 4
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30.

31

32.

33.

34,

Please explain the specific reasoning for the letter modification brought about by
TxDOT’s engineers (C & B) and all factual basis reconsidered in determining
same.

FWCDS alleges that the DEIS is incomplete and therefore draws erroneous and
misleading conclusions to attempt to avoid the noise impact issue at FWCDS by
SH121T by arbitrarily assigning the Noise Activity Category least likely to elicit
a Noise Impact action.

Will noise abatement issues decided in favor of actions which cause construction
or design changes to the Design increase its cost?

Do increased costs jeopardize the chances that the project might be built?

Does an interest in maintaining lowest construction costs practicable present a
conflict of interest with minimizing noise impact on the communities through
which SH121T will pass?

Should TXxDOT have utilized an independent agency to conduct its Noise Activity
categorization and noise impact analyses?

Respectfully Submitted,

)

G@. Staley, Jn. N

LAW OFFICES|OF JOE H. STALEY, JR.
5949 Sherry Lane; Suite 501

Dallas, Texas 75225

Tel: (214)739-3700

FAX: (214)739-151%

ATTORNEY FOR
FORT WORTH COUNTRY DAY SCHOOL

page s

PAGE

g7



May 2, 2003

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

P. O. Box 6868

Fort Worth, Texas 76115

Re:  DEIS for 121 Parkway, Fort Worth, and impact on Sunset Terrace Historic
Neighborhood, one block west of I-30 and Summit Avenue intersection

Dear Ms. Chavez:

In response to the DEIS for the proposed construction of the 121 Parkway through
the central corridor of Fort Worth, I am writing to comment on several points. For
reference, I live at 1614 Sunset Terrace and also am part owner of the apartments
located at 1700 Sunset Terrace, both properties located adjacent to the intersection
of I-30 and Summit Avenue.

Environmental Studies. As a resident of the historic Sunset Terrace neighborhood
(eligible for the National Historic Register), I join my neighbors in requesting that there
be a full and total evaluation of all of the cumulative environmental impacts on our
neighborhood ~noise, air and traffic. (We are currently having great difficulty renting
an apartment at 1700 Sunset Terrace due to freeway noise, a factor that will only
increase with the addition of 121.)

Traffic Impacts. It is currently extremely difficult to get into and out of our
neighborhood due to traffic congestion at the intersection of Summit Ave. and I-30.
This problem will only get worse with the opening of the RadioShack and Pier 1
Imports new corporate campuses in downtown Fort Worth. The DEIS must address
these negative impacts, offering relief not only to our neighborhood but to others who
work in the downtown Fort Worth area and nearby medical district.

Historic Property. The Sunset Terrace neighborhood is eligible for the National Historic
Register. I understand that under the law, federal agencies are required to evaluate and
take into account the impacts that projects such as the construction of the 121 Parkway
will have on affected historic areas. The DEIS for 121 does not include such an
evaluation for the Sunset Terrace neighborhood, and I am requesting that this be
accomplished and addressed.

Sincerely,

E. Schlansker

1614 Sunset Terrace
Fort Worth, Texas 76102
817-332-6522



April 22, 2003

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

P.O. Box 6868

Fort Worth, TX 76115

Our neighborhood watched the T121 process very closely and our initial apprehension of
the T121 project was largely relieved by the recommendations of the PDT and the
subsequent adoption of those recommendations by the Fort Worth City Council.

Since this time, we have become concerned that the features and themes developed by
the PDT will not be followed through in the final product. The DEIS has done little to
relieve those concerns.

Specifically, we are concerned about the noise level in our neighborhood and how it will
be mitigated. We do not think that the noise studies to date are adequate and would
request additional site specific studies be performed.

Next, we are concerned about traffic patterns on Forest Park Boulevard. The traffic study
referenced in the DEIS appears to come from 1984, now almost 20 years ago. I do not
need to tell you how much has changed in 20 years particularly with the redevelopment
of downtown. We are interested in projections of traffic on Forest Park based on current
traffic data with and without T121.

Third, we would like to see the lighting of the roadway studied and designed with
sensitivity to its proximity to our neighborhood and other neighborhoods along the
corridor. We already have too much tall mast lighting along the Rosedale bridge and up
Forest Park Blvd. through our neighborhood. The proposed new road will be visible
from our neighborhood from several points (including our personal backyard deck) given
the unique topography of Mistletoe Heights.

Fourth, we are worried about air quality effects. The DEIS particularly does not address
potential stagnant traffic on the northern end of the project and its potential effect on air
quality.

Fifth, as to all of the above, we do not see anything for T121 which studies the
cumulative effect on Mistletoe Heights, given its historical significance to Fort Worth,
when combined with the other freeway and street expansions which have occurred in that
past 20 years. With the proposed T121 lanes, I count between 16 and 22 freeway lanes
and ramps in succession (excluding a railroad bridge) within 4 mile from the northern
border of our house. We do not see how anyone can claim that has no environmental
tmpact on us and the livability and value of our properties.

Finally, as a resident of the City of Fort Worth and not just Mistletoe Heights, I am
concerned about the entire corridor. If this road cannot be built as a parkway with all
that entails and with minimal impact to and significant mitigation for the neighborhoods,
the river, and our beautiful linéar park system, all of which 1t will clearly impact, I simply
cannot support it :

Tru!y yours,
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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
commenis 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 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:
A‘J GL—/?TDM Ouragi~ /m Ot/\&*(ltbﬂ_ @oc-oté‘/ & Lo

_A_ad.&c/ldlcﬁ. .:S\U(ruaﬂ;, S @ foetT fél/ﬁ/\ﬂé"z}wc O

/76QJFJU‘/ e bé’/rcre & Fcre a%&cﬁuf( U‘wqéaam

Fh s alFraetive toorld be v femt  1a gecis [Cooos
u et
af— é)e//@n'“/ﬂ\"ﬁoc/awn I dOcuf,l?%wn darhaaton
ﬁ"aFf)‘g /s orde e o eleminate Tre  Codf~ FArs ovg
e

N pec f~oa fe necsd bor~Aosd 7%-”“ evel 1 st 7
i J

Aera pxdusng Poaffe P avo. of /Y0 e A

St ety /ﬁvm J Ocon foan exh oy T £ Gundd
/17 F '/7/746,{-;‘,@(*‘5/0 I own ToIa /Lir/zfad, e ~Fb b ard)

fﬂ/’\)/)f'l74é"rﬁd"*°lj' | Name £/f2—réc:/—é 7;4%7/%
Address fj?/j B/Q_Cé . &/}yé‘n
/7

[T eJeserir 3 3€/05

Phone 677}' g¢ 2 7ogs




=t

l;'axas Department of Transportation

STATE HIGHWAY 121
From IH 30 to FM 1187
Tarrant County
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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 project
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ARLINGTON HEIGHTS NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATION MAR 0 4 2003

P.O. Box 470692 Fort Worth, TX 76147

March 3, 2003

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

Fort Worth, Texas 76115

RE: Letter of comment for Proposed 121 Toll Road

The Arlington Heights Neighborhood Association urges the Texas Department of Transporation
to follow its mandate to listen to the citizens of Fort Worth when making decisions about
building the proposed 121 Toll Road.

Our neighborhood association is concerned about the negative impact that noise and lighting from
the proposed toll road will have on the neighborhoods that it passes through. We know first-
hand how much a multi-lane highway can damage the quality of life in a neighborhood. A large
portion of our neighborhood is adjacent to Interstate 30, and has been negatively impacted by the
acoustics of said road, sometimes at almost deafening decibels. There are days when it sounds
like we live on the Daytona 500 racetrack.

Therefore, we feel that it is imperative that a noise impact evaluation be conducted for the
Botanic Gardens area. The Japanese Gardens are among the city’s most popular tourist
attractions. The Rose Garden structures are eligible for the National Register and a children’s
garden is planned on the southern end of the park, adjacent to Interstate 30 and the Rosedale
ramps. Hundreds of thousands of Fort Worth citizens have come to depend on their Botanic
Gardens to provide them with an experience of tranquility and solace. We are concerned that the
acoustics from the 121 traffic will negatively effect that experience.

We feel that it is essential and of the utmost importance that the design of this road impacts the
citizens of Fort Worth in a positive manner and that the road in all of its various manifestations
maintains and facilitates the highest possible quality of life for those established citizens living in
its path.

‘We believe that high mast lighting is not acceptable when such lighting spills over into the
adjacent neighborhoods, and would like to see directional lighting used when the roadway is



adjacent to residential areas.

We are concerned about mitigating impacts on the Trinity River, and support the Fort Worth
Water District and the Streams and Valleys Committee in their requests on this matter.

We would like to see a linear park developed in the toll plaza area and would like to see the
Trnity River hike and bike trails connected up to that park. Further, we request that the all of
the latest technologies, such as toll tags, be used to reduce the number of toll booths in the

toll plaza. We would also like to see lighting and noise impact mitigated in the toll plaza area.

We support the Fort Worth City Council's request that Project Development Team themes be
included in consideration of all the alternatives in the Environmental Impact Statement, and
request that Project Development Team report be attached to the final statement.

Respectﬁllly submitted,

Darla Vaug
President of Arlington Heights Neighborhood Association

cc. Gary Jackson,
Jerry Hiebert,
Scott Polikov,
The Honorable Kay Granger,
I-CARE
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April 15, 2003

Ms. Maribel P. Chavez, P.E.
District Engineer

Texas Department of Transportation
P. O. Box 6868

Fort Worth, Texas 76115

Re:  SH-121T
Draft Environmenta! Impact Study
Public Hearing April 22,2003 @ 7 PM @ Will Rogers Round Up Inn

Dear Ms. Chavez:

Linbeck is the project manager for the Children’s Garden Committee which is planning
for construction of a Children’s Garden within the existing boundaries of the Fort Worth
Botanic Gardens, a city park. The Children’s Garden will occupy approximately 4 acres
with the historic Rose Garden (which is eligible for the National Register of Historic
Places) to the East, the Japanese Garden to the North, the proposed Greenhouse facilities
to the West, and the Interstate 30 frontage road to the South. Sound impacts from the
SH-121T Southwest Parkway must be mitigated to preserve the existing and future
sanctuary of the Botanic Gardens.

We respectfully request additional noise studies at the following locations:

1. The SW corner to the parking lot directly behind and east of the Antique
Mall building located at the NE corner of 130 and Montogomery.
2. Between the curb and fence along the north side of the frontage road

where the westbound Montgomery exit ramp for 130 intersects the
frontage road.
3. At the Rose Garden Pavilion at the entrance to the Rose Garden.

Hopefully, these studies will identify the impact the 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.

Linbeck Construction Corporation
201 Main Street Suite 1801

Ft. Worth, Texas 76102
B817/332-8B4394

Fax: B17/332-7037



The Children’s Garden will be a significant addition to what is already an historical and
environmental treasure for this region. Thank you for your consideration of our concerns.
We look forward to the findings of the noise studies and anticipated mitigation of any
additional noise generated by the proposed Southwest Parkway.

Sincerely, Endorsed by:

y. _
///—/ D a3 Cant, 39 ,
avrek Ruth Carter Stevenson
ce President Co-Chair
J 7é
Brooke Lively OT
Co-Chair

/4%%

Edward P. Bass
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Cc: I-Care
P.O. Box 1899
Fort Worth, TX 76101-1899
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February 24, 2003

f
Mayor Kenneth Barf ™
City of Fort’ Worth
1000‘Throckmorton
F’ort Worth, Texas 76102

RE: Locally Preferred Alternative for State Highway 1217 ("SH121T")
Dear Mayor Barr:

Maribel Chavez suggested we send you this letter following our meeting with her
and members of the Fort Worth District TXDOT staff last Friday afternoon.

Specifically, we were asked to make clear the willingness of the owners of the
property known as the Edwards Ranch to support that part of the SH121T project
that would have Arborlawn, rather than Bellaire Drive, extended to become the
main east-west arterial between Vickery and SH183. Arborlawn would veer north
and then turn west with an interchange at SH121T. Bellaire Drive would terminate
into the Arborlawn extension. While we would prefer Bellaire to be extended as a
thru street, we would accept this alternative which is similar to the plan that we
presented to you, Gary Jackson and Mike Weaver last June and is shown on the
attached map. When Cassco developed the Overton Woods subdivision in the
late 1970's the City required that Cassco build Bellaire Drive as a six-lane divided
arterial. Typically, traffic-calming measures are not used on six lane divided
arterials. However, to facilitate compromise, the property owners would support
traffic calming on Bellaire Drive.

Previously, the owners of the property committed to donate the right-of-way for the
extension of Bellaire Drive to Bryant Irvin Road with the construction being funded
by the 1998 Capital Improvement Bond funds. The commitment to donate the
right—of-way was conditioned on Bellaire Drive being built at grade. This letter also
is to let you know that the owners would agree to donate the right-of-way for the
Arborlawn extension to Bryant Irvin Road and the extension of Bellaire Drive to
terminate into Arborlawn if the bond funds will be used to construct the Arborlawn
and Bellaire Drive extensions at grade and in a reasonable time frame.

The owners believe that this compromise option would provide the needed traffic
mobility, protect the Overton Woods neighborhood, minimize the damages to the
Edwards Ranch property, and reduce the expense of remainder property
damages as part of right of way acquisition. Maribel Chavez and the TXDOT staff
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encouraged us to indicate our support for this compromise, which we understand,
is being considered for the Locally Preferred Alternative.

We also told Ms. Chavez that the property owners would also consider donating
the right of way necessary to create SH121T frontage roads to complete a Texas
turnaround north of 1-20 so as to improve access for the Country Day School
assuming, again, that this frontage road is at grade and intersects at grade with
the Bellaire or Arborlawn extension and affords reasonable frontage road access
to the Edwards property.
3

Please also note TXDOT was receptive to our requests for changes north of the
Trinity River and hope Mike Weaver's work aligning SH121T north of the electric
transmission right-of-way and south of the Union Pacific railroad would also be
included in the Locally Preferred Alternative. We also gave TXDOT copies of the
design prepared by Jacobs Engineering showing east-bound exit and entrance
ramps from Interstate 20/820 to River Ranch Boulevard. This is the same
information provided to Mike Weaver in our meeting last June. We also hope that
this access be included in the Locally Preferred Alternative.

Sincerely,

Y

Scott Walker

cc: Councilmember Jim Lane
Councilmember Chuck Silcox
Councilmember Becky Haskin
Councilmember Frank Moss
Councilmember Clyde Picht
Councilmember Jeff Wentworth
Councilmember Ralph McCloud
Councilmember Wendy Davis
City Manager Gary Jackson
Jerry Hiebert, NTTA Executive Director
Donna Parker, NTTA Vice Chairman .
Maribel Chavez, Fort Worth District Engineer, TXDOT 4~
Stephen Adler, Barron, Adler & Anderson, LLP
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CAssco Lanp Co., INcC.

4200 SOUTH HULEN. SUITE G614
FORT WORTH, TEXAS 761019-4988
PHONE {817] 731-7386: FAX [817) 731-7388

CERTIFIED MAIL # 7001 0320 0004 2088 6870
Return Receipt Requested

May 1, 2003

Mrs. Maribel P. Chavez, P.E.
District Engineer

Texas Department of Transportation
P. O. Box 6868

Fort Worth, Texas 76115-6868

Re: Proposed State Highway 121 (“SH121")
Dear Mrs. Chavez:

This letter serves as our written public comment on the SH121 project in connection with
the Public Hearing conducted on April 22, 2003. Our comments concern that portion of the’
project between Vickery Boulevard and Oakmont Boulevard. These comments are
presented on behalf of Edwards Geren Limited and Cassco Land Co., Inc. {“Cassco
interests”) which own most of the private property in this segment of the project.

The Cassco interests own approximately 1,050 acres in four tracts between Vickery
Boulevard and Oakmont Boulevard. This land is among the last large, undeveloped and
prime properties in central Fort Worth, Texas. If SH121 was not under consideration or
was not to be constructed, these properties would have a very significant and immediate
development potential. For many years, before introduction of the SH121 toll road or
controlled access freeway concept, the City of Fort Worth's transportation plan provided
for or allowed access to or through these properties on Stonegate Boulevard, Bellaire
Drive, International Plaza, Interstate 20 frontage roads, River Ranch Boulevard and
Oakbend Trail. The uses available to these properties were to take advantage of this
access for significant and upscale residential, industrial, commercial, retail, and mixed
uses. Mindful of our responsibilities and commitments to neighbors and consistent with
our fong time practice of responsible land use and development, we would be able to put
these properties to their significant highest and best uses without the currently proposed
SH121. For over forty years, the Cassco interests have forborne from developing these
properties and have kept the corridor open and available specifically for this project. The
public benefited and now has the opportunity to acquire the needed property without
having to acquire the residences and businesses that could have been on these properties.
The involved public entities, including the Texas Department of Public Transportation



Mrs. Maribel P. Chavez, P.E.
May 2, 2003
Page 2

("TXDOT") through its discretion in determining the final SH121 design, should not now
penalize the Cassco interests but should act in a way that encourages such civic minded
behavior among others in the future.

The proposed plan for SH121 would require acquisition of approximately 150 to 170 acres
out of the Cassco interests’ ownership identified above. The project as presently proposed
effectively builds a wall down the middle of these parcels and severs them into multiple
disassociated pieces. The failure of the proposed plan to contain (1) a sufficient number
of crossings of the project, (2) effective interchanges at those crossings, or (3) frontage
road access results in the proposed SH121 being a significant detriment to the
development potential and value of the parcels owned by the Cassco interests. Some of
the specific ways in which the proposed SH121 harms and diminishes the use and value
of the Cassco interests’ properties are as follows:

1. By running parallel to but distant from the railroad tracks and Vickery
Boulevard, the proposed SH121 renders virtually inaccessible and without
value approximately 70 acres that are severed from the balance of the parent
parcel.

2. By elevating Stonegate Boulevard from the Trinity River to the north side of
proposed SH121, the properties realize only very contorted or limited access
to or benefit from the project or the extension of Stonegate Boulevard.

3. Routing Stonegate Boulevard north of proposed SH121 precludes access to
it from most of the Cassco interests’ property north of the Trinity River.

4, By replacing what would have been a continuous north/south spine road
through the middle of much of these properties north of interstate 20 (“1-207)
with proposed SH121 (without frontage roads), these tracts have no
significant access except at their perimeters, thus greatly reducing the
accessibility, available uses, and the quality and value of the parcels.

5. By extending Bellaire Drive above grade and without access to proposed
SH121, the property being split by proposed SH121 cannot access it and the
property cannot even access all of Bellaire Drive because of its
embankments.

6. The construction of proposed SH121 through the property south of 1-20
prevents River Ranch Boulevard from being what would have been a spine
road that would have provided access to all of the Cassco interests’ property
south of 1-20.



Mrs. Maribel P. Chavez, P.E.
May 2, 2003
Page 3

7. The approximately 14 acre tract at the southeast corner of SH121 and 1-20
will lose all of its access to the existing east bound 1-20 frontage road and will
have limited access to the north-bound SH121 frontage road as shown on
the attached map provided by the City of Fort Worth ("Exhibit A"). The City
of Fort Worth’s development policies limit the ability to obtain a median
opening on River Ranch Boulevard so this parcel is severely limited in its use
and value by the SH121 changes. ‘

8. At various mestings of the City of Fort Worth's Citizens Advisory Committee,
Project Development Team and City Council and meetings of the North
Texas Tollway Authority recommendations have included burdening the
undeveloped property adjoining SH121 with the requirement that landscaping
buffers and noise mitigation be provided at the time of development by and
at the expense of the developer.

A property owner confronted with the public’s need for right of way is entitled to receive the
market value of property acquired and, in addition, the diminution in market value of
property not taken that arises as a result of the project (damages). As discussed above,
the proposed SH121 will cause considerable harm and damage to the remaining property
- of the Cassco interests by limiting the access and use potential from which these tracts
otherwise would have benefited and burdening the property with additional development
costs.

We request that the proposed plan for SH121 be altered or amended so as to mitigate and
lessen the damages to remaining property not taken in order to minimize cost of property
acquisition and related damages. The following are our specific proposals along with
notations of agreement and differences between our requested changes and the Locally
Preferred Alternative adopted by the City of Fort Worth ("LPA"):

1. The route of SH121 parallel to and proximate to Vickery Boulevard and the
railroad tracks should be redesigned so as to follow a route as nearly
adjacent to the railroad tracks as is possible before the route turns southward
to cross the Trinity River. This change will serve to salvage the 70 acres that
otherwise are needlessly severed and rendered virtually unusable. This
change was included in the LPA as shown on the attached map provided by
the City of Fort Worth (“Exhibit B).

2. Stonegate Boulevard should be brought to grade after crossing the Trinity
River, and its alignment should be moved south of SH121, and SH121
should be elevated over Clear Fork Crossing (the proposed intersecting
street coming north from Stonegate Boulevard to SH121). We understand



Mrs. Maribel P. Chavez, P.E.

May 2, 2003
Page 4

that this change was included in the LPA as shown on the attached Exhibit
B.

Bellaire Drive should remain at grade under elevated SH121 main lanes. This
would maximize the access the properties would have to Bellaire Drive and
minimize the costs of the damages and drainage improvements required by
extending the embankments for the cross street to the east and west into the
future development. The LPA provides for Arborlawn to be elevated over
SH121. If TXDOT adopts the LPA recommendation that Arborlawn be the
street that intersects SH121 rather than Bellaire Drive our request that the
SH121 main lanes be elevated would still apply.

A ‘“diamond” or meaningful interchange should be constructed at the
intersection of Bellaire Drive and SH121. The LPA includes the “diamond”
interchange at the proposed Arborlawn intersection in place of the Bellaire
Drive intersection as shown on the attached Exhibit B.

A roadway perpendicular to Bellaire Drive should run from Bellaire Drive
south to an extension of Arborlawn Drive. The LPA eliminates this roadway
by providing for an Arborlawn interchange with SH121 rather than a Bellaire
interchange.

Frontage roads should be provided on both sides of SH121 between State
Highway 183 and Bellaire Drive so as to provide access to and around
SH121. The LPA includes a frontage road on the west side of SH121 but not
on the east side.

There should be a “diamond” or meaningful interchange at the intersection
of SH121 and Oakbend Trail, between Overton Ridge Boulevard and
OGakmont Boulevard. The LPA does not include such an interchange. If an
interchange is not provided the SH121 main lanes should be elevated over
the proposed alignment of Oakbend Trail to allow access between the
parcels severed by SH121 and allowing the future construction of Oakbend
Trail without having to construct a bridge over SH121.

I-20 entrance and exit ramps at River Ranch Boulevard should be provided
as shown on the attached plans prepared by Jacobs Engineering dated May
30, 2002 (“Exhibit C”) that were provided to the City of Fort Worth's
consultant, Michael Weaver, in June 2002 and to TXDOT at our meeting on
February 21, 2003. We believe that this plan will improve overall circulation
around Hulen Mall and reduce the congestion at the Hulen Street/|-20
intersection.



Mrs. Maribel P. Chavez, P.E.
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9. All required landscaping buffers and noise mitigation, whether in developed
or undeveloped areas, should be included in the SH121 project and not left
to burden the property adjoining SH121.

The Cassco interests, from only the perspective of their ownership, would prefer that SH
121 not be constructed at all if it is to be constructed as proposed at the Public Hearing or
as proposed by the LPA. If it is determined by the public entities involved that this project
is in the best interest of the public, then the Cassco interests respectfully request that the
project be redesigned so as not to increase needlessly the cost of right-of-way acquisition
and damages.

Sincerely,

SpatttcaMlo

Scott Walker

cc: Marc A. Ott, Fort Worth Assistant City Manager
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i‘ I am a property owner in the near vicinity of the proposed project.

I’exas Department of Transportation

REQUEST TO MAKE ORAL STATEMENT

PUBLIC HEARING
State Highway 121
From IH 30 to FM 1187
Tarrant County

April 22, 2003

PLEASE CHECK APPLICABLE ITEM OR ITEMS:
Iwould like to make an oral statement in the general assembly of the public hearing.
I would like to make an oral statement to a court reporter outside the general

assembly. {A court reporter will be stationed outside the assembly to take
statements at your convenience any time during the public hearing.)

L,_.5 ! ’7 L/ t “- A—Cﬁ-ﬂ
I have a general interest in the project. ’7‘

I am an elected public official, and my position is:

s fltas g it BR e A e
Lo @ Gk - {/’””“‘"’WMZ;/

3 o 3K o 3 o5 ok e ofe sk o e sk ke s o sle o s sl sk sk sk e e st s e ke A si sk e e e ke of e o e o ok o A e s ke e oRoR sk ot o o e ok e e s ol e e e R ke R sl ok Rk ok kR ok ek ke e o

Ed@'é /"?_,,,J»w_«_/ I, = —/@/{zp

(PLEASE PRIN T)
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NAME:

ADDRESS :




HOWELL INSTRUMENTS, INC.

3479 WEST VICKERY BOULEVARD ¢ FORT WORTH, TEXAS 76107
TELEPHONE 817/336-7411 ¢ FAX 817/336-7874 « WWW. HOWELLINST.COM

April 22, 2003

Texas Department of Transportation

Attn: Ms. Maribel P. Chavez, P.E. - District Engineer
P.O. Box 6868

Fort Worth, TX 76115

Reference: Written Comments — SH1217T
Dear Ms. Chavez:

- Howell Instruments, Inc. is one of many businesses that will have to relocate because of SH121T.
We have been in business since 1951 and have been at our present location since 1956. Howell
is a leading manufacturer of turbine test equipment and instrumentation with a worldwide
customer base including our largest customer the U.S. military.

The reason for this letter is to identify certain areas that should be addressed if our property is to
be taken for this highway. First, we are a U.S. Department of Defense contractor holding
contracts that must have timely uninterrupted deliveries. The manufacturing for these contracts is
performed here at this facility, and for this reason, Howell must be given at least 18 months
notice before our property is taken so a new facility can be placed into operation.

Also, we request that our sifuation be given first priority if the highway is finally approved. Our
company has been unable to make some strategic decisions or address current facility concerns
because of the uncertainty surrounding this project. Consequently, over the past several years,
our business has been impacted. Ifa decision to build SH1217Tis reached, an expedited
reconciliation with Howell Instruments would be appropriate.

We request our situation be addressed in your consideration of the proposed SH121T project.

If there are any questions, please do not hesitate tc contact me.,

Best Regards,

LJestt Q. Lol

Scott A. Worrell
President

cc: Bryan Beck, City of Fort Worth.



A RESOLUTION

No. 2943

A RESOLUTION ADOPTING THE RECOMMENDED LOCALLY PREFERRED
ALTERNATIVE FOR THE SOUTHWEST PARKWAY (SH-121T) AND
TRANSMITTING THE RECOMMENDED LOCALLY PREFERRED
ALTERNATIVE TO THE TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FOR THE TEXAS -DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION’S HEARING ON
THE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT FOR SH-121T.

WHEREAS, the proposed Southwest Parkway (SH-121T) is necessary to alleviate congestion, enhance
regional mobility, sustain economic development and enhance air quality; and

WHEREAS, the proposed SH-121T (Project) requires federal, state, tollway and local funding for the
design and construction of the project; and

WHEREAS, on December 8, 1998, the Fort Worth City Council authorized the negotiation and
execution of an agreement with the North Texas Tollway Authority (NTTA) and the Texas Department
of Transportation (TxDOT) concemning the development of the Project; and _

WHEREAS, on November 28, 2000, the City of Fort Worth (City) entered into an agreement with
NTTA and TxDOT (2000 Tri-Party Agreement) concerning the funding for the Project, as well as the
rights and obligations of the City, NTTA and TxDOT (Project Partners) for the design, construction and
operation of the Project; and

WHEREAS, the 2000 Tri-Party Agreement contained an estimate of the total Project cost of $180
million, inclusive of right-of-way acquisition and the interchanges at TH-30 and IH-20; and

WHEREAS, if the estimated total Project cost of $180 million is exceeded, the parties in the 2000 Tri-
Party Agreement have agreed that they will work collaboratively to address any remaining funding
shortfalls; and

WHEREAS, the estimated total Project cost in 2003 exceeds $300 million; and

WHEREAS, the 2000 Tri-Party Agreement calls for a final agreement among the Project Partners.
before the City will be committed financially to the Project; and

WHEREAS, all parties to the 2000 Tri-Party Agreement are committed to incorporating a high degree
of aesthetic and urban design standards to the extent reasonably necessary; and

CITY OF PORYT WORTH
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WHEREAS, the City established the Citizens’u.Advisory Committee (CAC) and, subsequently, the
Project Development Team (PDT) to provide a process for stakeholder involvement related to the
schematic design of the Project and the desired features and themes; and

WHEREAS, the PDT, building on the community process started by CAC, recommended a Preferred
Design for the Project, as is delineated in the “Summary and Recommendations” of the January 2001
Transportation Design Study Report, attached hereto and incorporated by reference as Exhibit A; and

WHEREAS, the City Council, in Resolution No. 2693, accepted the recommendations of the PDT and
adopted them as the City’s Preferred Design for evaluation by TxDOT and NTTA as part of the
preparation of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the federally mandated
environmental clearance process under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA); and

WHEREAS, the City Council, in Resolution No. 2693, also provided that the final design of the
Parkway must satisfy Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), TxDOT and NTTA engineering
standards for safety and operation, and that the City, NTTA and TxDOT work cooperatively to identify
and obtain funding to construct SH-121T and to implement the Project at the earliest possible date; and

WHEREAS, the City Council, in Resolution No. 2693, urged TxDOT and NTTA to follow the
recommendations contained in the City’s Preferred Design (Alternative A) as closely as practical, absent
insurmountable environmental problems or unacceptable conflicts with safety and engineering
standards; and

WHEREAS, NTTA and TxDOT assessed Alternative A, accepting a substantial portion of the design
elements of Alternative A in the subsequent design alternative known as Altemative C; and

WHEREAS, the 2000 Tri-Party Agreement provides that NTTA shall not proceed to the preparation of
plans, specifications and estimates (PS&E) for construction until the Schematic Design for the Project
has been approved by the City and TxDOT; and '

WHEREAS, the City, the Tarrant Regional Water District (TRWD) and Streams & Valleys, Inc. have
partnered to conserve and enhance the Trinity River Comridors as a focal point for Fort Worth
Neighborhoods and as a means to link virtually every part of the City via the Trinity Trails System; and

WHEREAS, the City, the TRWD and Streams & Valleys, Inc. have worked cooperatively to develop
the Trinity River Master Plan Vision; and TRWD and Streams & Valleys, Inc. have developed a
program within that vision as it relates to SH-121T, as delineated by Streams & Valleys, Inc. and the
TRWD in the letter addressed to the Mayor of Fort Worth (Mayor), dated January 28, 2003, for the two
crossings of the Trnity River by SH-121T, attached hereto and incorporated by reference as Exhibit B;
and for which the Mayor and City Manager have recommended that an appropriate level of funds be
committed based on that which is necessary to complement the investment of NTTA and TxDOT, as is
memorialized by the letter from the Mayor to Streams & Valleys, dated February 12, 2003, attached
hereto and incorporated by reference as Exhibit C, not to exceed that funding commitment as is
referenced in Paragraph 2 Page 4 of this Resolution; and in which TxDOT will partner with the City and
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TRWD to develop a transportation project that will compliment the Trinity River Corridor as stated in a
letter dated February 18, 2003 from Maribel Chavez, P.E., District Engineer, Fort Worth District,
attached hereto and incorporated by reference as Exhibit D; and

WHEREAS, the City recognizes that NTTA is developing landscape and other design guidelines for its
tollway system; and

WHEREAS, the City has proposed to develop cooperatively with NTTA a comprehensive plan
(Corridor Enhancement/Mitigation Design Master Plan) for the Project in order to facilitate an overall
design theme, the Trinity River Master Plan Vision as it relates to the Project, buffer designs,
architectural details of bridges and other structures, neighborhood gateways, bridge span impact
mitigation, trail locations, landscaping and other aesthetic details, and lighting methods, so that the City
can effectively consider the Schematic Design for approval before the preparation of PS&E so as to
ensure that those design elements are implemented for the Project, as is provided for in the 2000 Tri-

Party Agreement; and

WHEREAS, the FHWA has approved the DEIS for public comment, as it was prepared by TxDOT
with input from NTTA and various resource agencies; and

WHEREAS, TxDOT will assess all comments regarding the DEIS that are received during the public
comment period in order to prepare a Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS); and

WHERFEAS, the FHWA will consider the FEIS to determine whether the Project should be cleared
environmentally; and, during the process of determining whether the Project should be cleared
environmentally, a Locally Preferred Alternative for the Project will be considered; and

WHEREAS, the City is a partner in the development of SH-121T as memorialized in the 2000 Tri-Party
Agreement because, in part, the City will be providing funding for the project, and because the project is
located in the City’s corporate limits; and because the City is a partner in the Project, the City should
recommend a Locally Preferred Alternative for the Project; and

WHEREAS, after substantial public input, coordination with the City’s Project partners, and technical
evaluation, the City has determined that its Locally Preferred Alternative shall be the PDT
Recommendations, Alternative A, with modifications as adopted by City Council.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF FORT
WORTH, TEXAS: '

1) The Clty adopts the PDT Recommendations, Alternative A, as the City’s Locally Preferred
Alternative with the following modifications:

a} Utilize the buffers as delineated in Alternative C; and

b) Utilize the *C/A Combo” design for the IH-30/SH-121T Interchange; and

CITY OF FORT WORTH
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2)

3)

d)

f)
g

The City’s funding for the project shall include $8 million for design enhancements consistent
with a Corridor Enhancement/Mitigation Design Master Plan.

In order to realize the Trinity River Vision design elements delineated in the Trinity River Vision
Master Plan program referenced in Exhibit B, attached hereto, an appropriate level of funds shall

Utilize the Trinity River Vision Master Plan design elements as delineated by Streams &
Valleys, Inc. and the TRWD in the letter addressed to the Mayor of Ft. Worth, dated
January 28, 2003, for the two crossings of the Trinity River by SH-121T, attached hereto
and incorporated by reference as Exhibit B; and

North of the Trinity River in the Stonegate Area, shift SH-121T northwards towards the
UP Rail Yard, and shift future Stonegate Boulevard southward, in order to facilitate
better development opportunities between SH-121T and the Trinity River, including
enhanced conservation of the Trinity River Corridor, which also requires Stonegate
Boulevard to be constructed at grade; and

In the Bellaire Area:

vii.)
viii)

X.)
X.)

Utilize direct connection ramps between SH-121T and SH-183; and

Do not reconstruct and lower Overton Ridge Boulevard nor Dutch Branch Road.

SH 121T constructed as low and as close to grade as practical between the Trinity
River and SH 183/1-20 interchange;

Arborlawn Drive serves as the primary East-West roadway between Hulen Drive
and Bryant Irvin Road; :

Bellaire Drive extended to Arborlawn Drive upon construction of the Arborlawn
Drive extension to SH 121T;

Arborlawn Drive constructed over SH 1217T;

A full diamond interchange constructed at the intersection of SH 121T and
adjacent to Arborlawn Drive, as far north as practical to aid in the safe design of
the Bellaire Drive/Arborlawn Drive intersection;

Land to be designated as “Parkland” purchased east of SH 121T adjacent to
Arborlawn Drive/Bellaire Drive, an area at least 50 feet in width measured from
the right-of-way line along both sides of Arborlawn Drive from SH 121T to the
Bellaire Drive/Arborlawn Drive intersection and continuing 50 feet beyond that
intersection, to serve as an additional buffer;

Construct a frontage road along the west side of SH 121T between the Arborlawn
Drive interchange and the SH 183/I-20 interchange;

Do not construct a frontage road along the east side of SH 121T between the SH
183/1-20 interchange and the Arborlawn Drive interchange;

Do not construct frontage roads along SH 121T north of Arborlawn Drive; and
Utilize uniform traffic control devices at the Arborlawn Drive/Bellaire Drive
intersection and encourage the use of Arborlawn Drive instead of Bellaire Drive.
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be committed by the City, based on that which is necessary to complement the investment of
NTTA and TxDOT.

4) The City shall provide its approval of the Project Schematic Design pursuant the 2000 Tri-Party
only if the Schematic Design incorporates the Corridor Enhancement/Mitigation Master Plan.

5) The City shall proceed with negotiations for the Final Agreement with NTTA and T xDOT only
after the Project Partners agree on and commit to a process for the development of the Corridor
Enhancement/Mitigation Master Plan to be included in the Project Schematic Design.

6) The City shall establish a Citizens” Advisory Group to provide a process for stakeholder
involvement related to development of the Corridor Enhancement/Mitigation Master Plan as well
as the completion and approval of the Project Schematic Design and the desired features and
themes consistent with the Locally Preferred Alternative.

7 The City Council hereby authorizes the Mayor and City Manager to transmit and present this
resolution to TxDOT during the public comment period for the DEIS.

% |
ADOPTED this <35 day of Febm%,_, 2003

(Queuu\uﬁft— \

Mayor Kenneth Barr

APPROVED AS TO FORM

éity Secre{ary City Attomey /

APPROVED
CITY COUNCIL

] FEB 25 2013
:; 7/ .
p /(C;&Hu rﬁjw/

City Sacretary of the

Titg of Fort Wartk, Toxas

CITY OF YORT WORTH

February 25, 2003 Final Page 5



“Exhibit A

S Proje’ct- Development Team
Transportation Design Study Report
January 2001 '

 Summary and Recommendations

_The four-month study, integrated with the public participation process and based on the

Project Development Team (PDT) and general public comments, has resulted in a clear
. vision for the Southwest Parkway. The detailed by the North Texas ToIlway Authonty
" (NTTA) and the Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) have been modified -
slightly, yet significantly, to develop a “park like” road consistent with the Peer Review
‘Team’s Recommendations and the PDT’s Mission statement and the Project Goal and -
~Guiding Principle. The Project Development Team has endorsed the following

1re:cormrnendations'

‘.,CORRIDOR RECOMENTATION

- DESIGN

P

. Lower recess, or depress the Southwest Parkway as feasxble and- ‘.
,'prac:tlcal : :
s The des;vn speed should be 60 mph from the CBD to Altamesa_ -
B Boulcvarcl The posted speed should be 55 mph T
- Develop “3D” perspectwes of the NEPA proccss “selected deszgns for o
 the Forest: Park Boulevard and IH-20 interchanges and other design ~ . -
elements as necessary for beticr pabhc comprehensmn and dcs:on to
refinement. : o
Environmental

. Nmse pOHUUOn should be minimized by Iowcnng the parkway and :

building sound walls where required by TxDOT standards. Seek otber ' _f

funding sources where TxDOT rcquuements are not met _

. Require new dcvciopment to berm and use waIls Companblc wi a:h .
NTTA and TxDOT designs. _ .

. Light po!Iuhon Is to mitigated by use of cut-off ﬁxtures and hezcht of ':. L

ﬁxtures E

?aaa 1



. Fﬂt:atxon of water rua-off from the parkway sheuid be done in grass o
' swales and detention ponds. -

- _ Architectﬁ_ra}'

‘ - Bndge deszgn should include cast hmestone waﬂs attracnve box' -
beams, and decorative light fixtures. : A '

‘e . Retaining walls and sound walls should be cast limestone with a

concrete cap. Height of retaining walls should be minimized by using .- =

two shorter walls with ]andscapmg in between to soften impact
Consistency should be maintained alono the parkway..

. Signage

= Billboards will not be allowed along the parkway
. 'Existing signage ordmancc should be revmwed to make sure hcxoht '
- and size of signs do not product visual clutter. : '
‘Land Use
. Review of proposed }and use in areds alonc parkway should conszder -
".Armmzmzmv impact on ICSldCIltlaI areas, - - . .- _;_.;: o :
A _ '.-7' Frontagc roads should not be aliowed except in the a:eas adjacent to-. .
the TH-20 and IH-30 1ntcrchanucs S
,'°‘V_VRequ1re developers o provide landscapmo buffcrs “and noxse.'-'-i S
_mitigation compatible with the aesthetic and archltccturc of the. e
-Southwest Pa:kway : B
', Pedestrxan Frlendly

- All roadways that cross the Southwest Parkway should mcludc '

attractive pedestrian walkways that link commcrcml _areas, parks T

schooi and nclghborhoods

' SOUTH SECTION RECOMMENDATIONS

_ Design

* Vary the median up to 100° (maxunum of 50’ of addltlonal ncrht of _j |

way)

- = Between Stonecate Boulcvard and Bellaire Drive South and -

~over the Trinity River.

Daca I



. Between;Ovcrtoh Ridgé Boule*?a‘rd ﬁd'Mtaﬁesa Boulevard.”

3 “Spht” proﬁie as appropnate to take advantage of iandform bctwcca :
Overton Rldge and Dutch Branch : : :

| Stonecate Boulevard mterchange Southwest Parkway at- orade and:._'

Stonegate over. :
* Bellaire Drive is to pass over the Southwest Parkway with the

Pa.rkway at-grade or close to grade

. The BeHalre Dnve mterchange is deleted from the pian for the':
- Southwest parkway o

P

. Overton Ridge Boulevard, to be considered as an alternative in the 2

NEPA process: Southwest Parkway over and lower existing Ovenon o

Ridge approximately ei ght feet (8°0). This requires:

. Rearranoement of access to develope:d propemcs adjacent to the
mterchanoe

. Mamtenance of traffic costs and i55ucs during rebonstruction; and -

‘. Increase n ovcrall construcnon costs

* Oakbend . Trail: Southwcst Parkway at gradc or depressed and
: '-Oakbend over : o

.over.

) Dutch Branch lowcr Dutch Branch 6 -to 8§ ‘and Iake Southwestf '-
. Parkway over. This requxrcs .

. ‘Rcconstrucnon of Dutch Branch and assocmted trafﬁc and_
mamtenancc costs, and;

.. Adchnonal drainage costs and easement from adjacent property o
owners: : - .

Major reconstruction of Altdmesa Boulevardelrks Road and -
associated mamteaancc of traffic costs.

_ Southwest Parkway/lH-QO/SH 183 interchange: alternative present in .
this report is to be carried forward into the NEPA process for
evaluation with the TxDOT plan. Other alternatives” are to be
dsvel()ped and evaluated as well. -

:.Oakmont Boulevard Southwcst Parkway depressed and Oakmont“, '

Poma - '



Aesthetic/Archltectural :

. Tnmty River Bndce should have a maximum span with mlmmal Plers T

to prcser've the attractive nver park and trail system.

. Provxde buffers and berms w1th naturahzed reforested areas along the

~ sides of the parkway to pro‘nde a scenic comdor to protect-_

nei ghborhoods

~ NORTH SE CTION RECOWENDATION

: De51gn

e Altematlve A-1, R-1 is to be carried forward into the NEPA process Tbe “Modxﬁed g
Design” would also be mcluded in the NEPA process. :

. Mam{mn the “Modlﬁed Design” south of the Rosedale Bndoes to Hulen Stre:et
3 Aesthetic/A_rchitectural Issues

ﬁnpact of three major paralle] roadways should be Teduced by extensive élanting;s,

" berms, and attractive Tetaining walls. -Specific attention. should be peud the. mnncl__:?'

o ,; effect aionc the Tnmty River and Umvcrsxty Dnvc

- Mamhne Toll Plaza and Ramp Toll Plazas |

B} ; Wlden mechan and plant rmsed berms W1th evcrgreens and ﬂowermo trees to reduce:"-_ j': R

'1mpact of cxpanswc paved area

. .AIcthectural of bmldmos should reﬁcct character of locai buxldmcrs Care must be' o
_taken to break up scale of structures . ‘ A _ ,

- Env_u'onmental

- Mmcrate Forest Park garbage durnp Conmstcn{ with - Texas envxronmental '

rcquu’ements for the rcah gnment of Forest Park Blvd.

" This report and the recommendations citcd here represent a “balanced” perspective for

the design of the Southwest Parkway. While the Southwest Parkway is a vital ..

' ‘_trénsponatiori element for Fort Worth, the design as envisioned here not only maintains

the safe and efficient transportation integrity of the system but also does so In ha.rmony_ BN

- WJth the environment and community values.

 Paga A
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EXECUTIVE COMMI‘ITE::
Tom Punds; it .
; Chainman
- Des Kelty, Jr.
: Vice Chairman
Mark Carter .
. Secrebary
B Urbin Mr.Keever
Treasure: -
“Jim Beckman
Stephen H. Berry

© - Missy Carson

Fred Closuit

- Menard Doswell

Geomma M. Frost
‘Charles L Geren
Randall £_-Gideon
Michelle Goodwin
T 4D, Ganger
- Dee Gulledge
- Erma Johnson Hadley

.- Jennifer Harmish

. Richard Hyre =~ -
Randa Jordan

" ‘Mary Ann Keuser
Gary Kutilek.

- Darlene Mann -

- Wiliam W. Meadows

. Madan McKeever Milican ™ - -
7. Duke NisHimura - B
‘.. -, Elaine Petrus
- . Betsy Prics

. John Rutledge
- Richard Sawey

©Ann Tilley Stith

' David Sykes
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© David Vasquez -~
Loftin Wztdier .
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3 Louise Appleman

Clay Beqy, Jr.
H. Carter Burdelte

" . Chades Compbelt

Jane Ferguson
. Corky Friedman

" Ken Garett

© Wikam A, Hudson, §
Suzanne Jacobs -~
- Edward L. Kemble
Sharon LeMond
C. Kent Mcintosh
Robert T. Martin
Ann Nayfa ’
~ bavid Nivens
" Tom Purvis, Jr,
Eunice Rulledge
Alann Sampson

" Lynda Shropshire

_ Jaohn M. Stevenson
Joe Thompson
James Toal

=XECUTIVE DIRECTOR
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i

-

TFortworth,Tx 76102 - - o

.TanuazyZB 2003 . .

.._-:Mayor Kenneth Barr. AR
. Mr. Gary Jackson- SR
. City of Fort Worth

1000 Throckmorton

Dcar Mayor Barr & Mr.] ackson: '

N Streams & Valleys has continued to work closely mth the: Caty of Fort Worth staff and the Cxty’s :
Consultant Prime Strategies in order to ensure that the impact on the 'I'nmt}' River Corndor from ,

" the proposed Southwest Parkway can be completcly mitigated.

With the publication of the Draft Enwronmental Impact Statemént (DEIS) on Ianuary 10 2003 it
is clear that the Texas Department of Traosportation (IXDOT) has failed to fully consider the -
impacts of SH 121 T on the river corridor and its associated recreational and transportation- -+~ -
related amenities. The DEIS states that the river comdor will fiot be permanently affected. The
DEIS is deficient in that it only acknowledges a smgular negative impact which is the temporcu'y

" -closure of the trail during the construction process. It goes further to state that: -

." “Elevated bridge structures would cross the river and would not aﬁ'ect Ehe -
exzstmg facilities. Site investigation of the proposed. routc corrider and
> ‘coordination of information with applicable public agencies indicate that the iy __' g
" route would not permanently impact any existing public.park or recreation area:”

O “This '.statemcnt in the DEIS shows a clear lack of understanding by TXDOT of the value of -ﬂ;e. . ". ""
“Trinity River Corridor and an mcomplate site mVL‘.St] cation and a lack of coordmanon w1th T
© affected pubhc agcnc:cs. e . T

The purpose of this letter is 10 rmterale the concerns of Strt:ams & Vaﬂcys, Inc that the intrusion -
.of the SH 1217 on the River does, in fact, have long term permanent negative nnpacts on the river
comdor and associated open space and amenities. Thcse mpacts mc]ude' e

1. . The Bridges spanning the river :

" 1.1. cause the loss of the view to the sky and the: subsequent Ioss of naim—a} hght anng the AR
trail. This lpss of hght will T
_cause a loss of vegetation along the banks and mﬂ'un the river, : -
cause the extension of the tunnel like quality experienced by the bmychsi; walker, rurmer .
and casual trail user. The darkness created by decking the River in this area totally .
"diminishes the quality of experience of the trail and ‘open space user.

.12,
1.3.

14
; below SH121 T will receive little rainfall and will be susceptible to the additional

concentrated drainage run off from SH 121 T. This i is likely to cause erosion and .

destabilization of the banks of the river in this area.
~1.4.1. The run-off is also likely to contain hydrocarbons and clf:m'atwes which will

increase the pollution in the river and diminish water quz.l;ty

1.5. and the associated daily voiumes of traff ic wﬂi cause cxhaust emissions that wﬂl further o

dnmmsh T.hc air quaht}'

near [-30 expands the coverage area of the River to approximately % of a mlie This area .



Streams
and C
Valleys lnc

- 2. " The addmon of 'Dndge support sn'uctures thhm the ad_] acent greenspace WIH cause the N

©  EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE - . interruption of trail continuity. ‘
. Tem Purvis, I 3. . The addjtion of the spans for. the Bndge a.lso creates addmonai visual barners atboth
Dee Kelly, .}?ha'mn . locations that precludes views fo and from the river. This limits thc users and ne1ghbors from
. Vies Chaieman nnderstandmg thc 1cg1b1hty of the trail and river comridor. : o
. Mark Carter .
. Secralary e ] -
Urbin McKeever - The DEIS also faﬂs to 1dcnt1fy altf:matc modf:s of n‘ansportanon as they may re}ate to :mmm:zmg L
Treasurer . .. I
Jim Beckman futurc cengesnon on 1217. L
. S‘l_ephen H. iierry .. . . :
- ?r‘:? cia.sii?n "~ To mmgate the areas of | 1mpact caused by the Southwest Parkway, thc: followmg desxgn elements
ooy Dogwel must be in the final schematic plans approved by the Texas Department of Transportation, North
" Chatios L Goren : TEX&S Tollway Authonty and the C1ty of Fort Worﬁh . ,

" Randal C. Gideon

r"f Cm;n-:nc;:dm o " » Provide lighting and painting under new and existing bridges to oﬁet the loss of natural
: m‘sj‘sﬁfﬂ Hadi - light caused by adding the bndge structure in an area where there is currentiy no
<Jennlfer Hamish ey L overhead structure, |
o ga’c:;f Jffr’éfﬂ R "= Trailheads and parking to encourage multrp!c modes of transportahon ‘and lengthen the -
| MayAnnKleuser .o T .- life of the proposed parkway. This will limit congeshon on thc par}cway and preserve :
R g:r?e::m Mikm E . - capacity of the roadway. over the long term. :
R Mwuf:amw Meadows © = Provide trail contmuny and 'looped trails to insure accessibility to the pa.rks open space L
: u:;:r?}t‘r?;?;ﬂ r:mgn V - and neighborhoods. These additions will reduce the number of Jocal trips on the Parkwr_iy, _’ -
- gl:’;f;if‘s . . e Thesebridges also afford the opportunity to provgic mtegratcd pedestrian and b:cycle '
- dohaRutedge S ... crossings as altemative inodes of transportation.
mﬁm . T _» Provide enhanced pedestrian access including trails and bridges hnkmg nelghborhoods
;- David Sykes o - .businesses and opens spaces to the cultural district the river parks. . .
éi'lﬁ@d"“'ﬁﬁz BT "= Insure that 2 view of the river corridor from the bridges is provided. Enhanccd wszbihty
.Lo?cinw?l:;ér .. - " ofthe River from the bridges will increase awareness of the legibxhty, va]ue and .
- .ADVJ.SORY'C.OMMH.TEE L character of the Clear Fork of the Trinity River. .
Loulse Appleman © = . Splitting bridge spans separating east and west bound traffic lanes wﬂ] rmintmize the S
: ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ;ené L -visual impact of a multi-lane bridge on the River Corridor and aliow naturaE light to o
o ShaniesCamebet . penetrate o the River level between the bridges: B -
. 'Cm:y Fredman -~ . . = The two river crossings also afford the opportunity to place signature Iandmark cmssmgs, =
w%;?ﬁudwm . -which mark, acknowledge and celebrate the Trinity ijer in Fort’ Worth and hclp road :
Sumanne Jacobs ~* and river users orient themselves in the City. “re v )
S b Kembie -« FEnhanced Jandscaping of the area of the two roadway river crossangs and exd Lng
) fs:h?:n"’ L';‘E:?:?ggh o - railroad bridge em%angluncn‘rs at University Drive will serve to soften the impact of the. .
i?:i’i;”””- S : - Becessary superstructure of the 121T bndges and will also serve to remove paﬁxculaiz
- David Nivens . - -and other forms of air poliution from the air. : o
’ Ef?é”ﬁﬂ;é;a . .. Open Railings to aliow views to and from the R_IVBI'
Aann Sampson .
i’iﬂiifhsrffféﬁin Streams & Valleys believes that these cntrca] comp0nent5 shouid be mcluded as mteg'ra] CZDS]'CS;C’d
j;‘fnm‘;”‘ogf"" ) mmgate the impact of the roadway project on the River Corridor. These costs should be inclu eﬁ '
SR . in the base funding provided by TxDOT and NTTA and matched by local City funding. These =
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR components are crucial to the basic success of the 121T project and are not elements that ca.‘n be s

v :
delaide 8. Leavens * delayed to future cnhancement plans for the pro_;f:ct.

'



Streams' |

“and

;_;Vall eys, In"c.'

EXECUTIVE COMMITF'EE
© Tom Puvis, B

Chairman
Dee Kelly, Jr.

Vice Chau'man
Mark Carter . .
Secrefary

Urbin McKeover

Treasurer
Jim Beckman
Stephen H. Berry .
Missy Carson
Fred Closuit

- Menard Doswell

George M. Frost
Chares L Geren -
Randaill C. Gideon
Michelle Goodwin -
4.0, Granger

© Dee Gulledge

Errea Jobnson Hadley
Jennifer Hamish
Richard Hyre

: Randa Jordan
© Mary Ann Kleuser

.. Gary Kutilek
- 'Darlene Mann

Wilkiam W, Meadows
Madan McKeever M:iﬁmn
Duke Nishimum ’

" . Elsine Petrus

- Belsy Price
"+ . John Rutledge
‘Richard Sawey

Ann Thley Stmth
David Sykes

" Jan Upchurei
-David Vasquez

Lofin Wilcher
ADVISORY COMMTTEE

- Louise Appleman

Ciay Berry, Je,

H. Canter Burdetta -
Chares Campbel
Jane Ferguson
Corky Friedman

Ken Garret

William A, Hudson,

. Buzanne Jacohs
- Edward L. Kembie

1

Sharon LeMand
C. Kent Mcintosh )
Rabent T. Martin

©Ann Nayfa

David Nivens

- ;- Tom Purvis, Jr,
- Eunice Autledge .

Alarn Sampsaon

" Lynda Shropshire

-Joha M. Slevenson

Joe Thompson
James Yozl

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
Welaide B, Leavens )

The prés'ervation of 6;3&11 spaces éIong the river commidor, the linkage to neighborhoods, the

Improvernents to the trail amenities and maintaining the integrity of the view corridor provided by ¢~
-the River engompass the key elements within our recently completed master plan, the Trinity . N
* River Vision. This plan reflects the values of all previously adopted plans for the River Corridor.. '

City officials and the public have overwhelmingly endorsed these pians as we have moved

The attached document provi desa Tange 'of pre:iim'mary costs for the net_:dcd defsi gn mitigation ’
. | ‘components as outlined above. We have been assured in previous mezatings W?th TxDOT and
- NTTA that bridge desigﬁs allowing for open railings, supports outside of the riverbanks, and

forward with our inclusive community process. " It is our sincere hope that this support from the
-Cxty continues through the deﬂgn and construcnon of the Southwest Parkway . X

splitting of bndge spans can bc accomumeodated with no addltxonal costs to the sponsonng

agencies.

-'We respectfully request that thc City ensure that these impacts be formally stated in the pubhc

record 50 25 to be identified in the Final Environmental Impact Statement. We also request to be
‘included in the approval process of the schematic designs for the Southwest Parkoway as it crosses
the river. It Is also our desire to see that the necessary design elements will be mcorporated into | .

' the final schematic plans for the Southwest Parkway and that the needed ﬁmdmg wiil be .

o mcorpo:ated mto the. costof thc pm}ect

We apprf:cxalf: your past and contmued Support ‘of the Strcams a.nd Valleys Inc and the Tmnty Ry
River.-We are confidant that the spirit of pattnership, commitment to quality and the thirty years L
lof cooperation between the City, Tarrant Regional Water District and Streams and Valleys Inc o

. wﬂi serve as the foundanon for the construcnon of an outstandmg park?s'ay " .

| Smcerely,

Tom Plll’VlS, piigy

Chairman

Streams & Valleys™

. Enclosures .

Elaine Petros
Co-Chairman

" Trinity River Vision

ccf: * North Texas Tollway Atrthoritj -
. Tarrant Regional Water District

" Prime Strategies

- Steve Berry ‘

Co-Chairman

" Trinity River Vision




'_SH 121T vaer and Trall Improvements
.+ “January 28, 2003 ' R
N B Pro_] ected Costs

. Umversxty Dnve

100 Class 1 Trail Head wzth user ame:mtles space for 100 ve}ncles '_ st _@_SO,QCQ_ o

Pedestnan Bndge across nyer for loope_d trail and nmghborhood ac_céss e

| " " Riverbank Stabilization and Dévélopmcnt
(2000 hnealff @ $300/Tmea1f)

: Trall Lig,htmcr (to provzde Jor secumy and aesr}zencs)

Pavmg and Landscaping ’

Trml :

L leg' & Design
Coﬁﬁngenc}

© . Total E.s;tl;mate_d Cosf

'121 Crossmo NearBryant—Imn .

Llc,htmg
) ‘ _TrazI_Consfaruction N

o ‘Riverbanks (gabion mats)

" Landscape Enhancements ‘

Pedestrian Bridge

P_lanning & Design

| . .. ‘-Cbntiggency'

.T otal Estimared Cost .

-~ $60,000 .

- 840,000 -

o 50, boo '

$450 000 ~ 1,000 OOO

, (apprx 1 mile in Iengf}z mcludmg replacement of existing :‘mzl
looped trail, nezghborhood connecnom) :

25% EREE
25% ST

3 500 000 - 32 300 ooo"i"i-'_’ Ll

.320"000.-, el

o 250, ooo? ‘

3300 000 - 400,000

ssoooo LT

5100000

25%

51 100 000 - $1.300, 000 B

'_No{e If service roads are part of Parkway demgn1 a Class i t{al]head would nced to be -

included in the design



- SH 121T Rlver and Tralllmprovements
- ,.January28 2003 o :
: '.Pr{)]c_cted Costs

. Stonegate Crossmc

. 'Lxghung

- ‘.Traﬂ ¢omtocﬁon

| N Rjifcrbanks (;gabion mat's)' .

- e -CI.ass II Trail I—iead 7

; Planning & 5csign ﬁ:" B
S

T otal 'E._s_‘ifima;‘gd Cost .

l Thc Stoucgate Dnvc bndge i1s to be constructed to accommodate pcdcstnaa crossmg as stated in. ,:

‘ _‘Tnmiy vacr V1510n -

-a

LA

‘Total cost estimate for river and .traﬂ.imljrovcmen“ts:

. '-sio,ooo_
. $150,000
g $150,000 - 200 ooo_

E $I_O0,000 '

L 28% e
25%_‘ Lo

" s640,000- 720 000"';_-'_,-, N

$3,240,000 - $4,320,000.
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S Febfuary‘ﬂ, 20—03_ A

* .M. Tom Purvis, IIT -
Ms: Elaine Petrus
. Mr. Steve Berry
. Ms. Adelmde Leavens -
-~ Streams &Vallcys Inc
- . P.0.Box 101373 _
L 'FGrtWorth Texas 76185

o Dear Tom Elaine, Stevc and Adéléiae'

We truly apprecmte your ongomg commztmemt to Fort Worth and the Tnmty szcr No doubt S
-the partnershlp among the City, Streams & Valle.ys and the. Tarram Reglonai Watcr Dlstnct has R
‘ .made our commumty a much better place o . _ i N S

T We thanlc you for your recent efforts workmg mth your consultant Gldeon Toal our consultant,"_ R
.- Prime Stratégies; and City Staff o develop.a program for the SH-121T river: crossing jmthe’ i tln
. context of the Trinity River Vision Master Plan. - The specific program elements put together by L
..+ Gideon Toal, which. you presented at our meetxng on January 28 are reasona’olc and needed for ol
- -jthc sucecess of both SH—121T a.nd the Tnmty River Vision.” - ' s

o In mowng this issue forward we are also appreciative of TxDOT and NTTA for thcu RN
willingness to work cooperatively with you. Likewise, we are appreciative of your cooperatWG I
'spirit and willingness to be flexible in terms of working with the City, NTTA and TxDOT to -
- realize the program. We clearly understand your need for assurances from the SH-121T -
o ,pafmers given the nnportancc of the Tnmty River to a.ll ofus. . - C

‘We wish to encouragc a conﬁnuanon of the éreative chalo gue at our Jast meet]_ng We were- .
intrigued by the notion that the tollway partners might consider entering into an agrecment with: L
the Tarrant Regzonal Water District so that it may undertake some of the work on behalf of the’
. ~8SH-121T partners in light of the Watcr District’s role as the fee owner and manager of the -
" . “Trinity River. Regardless of the specific delineation of responsibility; cost and the eventual - R
- . _engineering/architectural details, we are committed to reahzmg the program set forth in your o
- letter prcsented to us Ianuary 28 ‘ : L



s . Since our last meeting, City Staff and Prime Stratcgie's‘ha\}é bceh.disqhssing t_he-}ﬁropbs.t_ac{ e I
program with NTTA and TxDOT. In that regard, Maribel Chavez’s comments at ths PDT/CAC-

- " program elements set forth in your J anuary 28 letter.

meeting February 3, 2003, were positive and clear in terms of TxDOT’s commitment to the

. Based on the posttive discussions with our pariners and Ms. Ch'avez’-s -refreshing éo:mneﬁts, the
" City Manager and I will recommend to the rest of the City Council that the City commitan °
.-appropriate level of funds to realize the program elements delineated in your Jetter. That . -

comunitment will be based on that which is necessary to complement the investment of NTTA

" and TxDOT, Because these program elements are integral to offset the impact of the roadway . L.

project on the Trinity River Corridor, these costs shall be included in base fundingand = -

L construction. .

- - - Again, thank you for your visien and efforts _on. behalf of our C_oinmimiiy. . ) CRE

. The City’s commitment will be incozpo:ated'intq the anticipated City Council resolution for -~ |
-~ adoption of the City’s Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA). The recommended LPA will also’ - -
_“include a statement to the effect that, because the City is a full partner in the funding and-~ -.
. .development of SH-121T, the City will be working with the other SH-121T partners throughout

~ the design process so that the goals of the Trinity River program are included in the contextof = . . -

~.the City’s eventual required approval of the schematic design for SH-121T. To that end, the City
- -commits to include § treams and Valleys and the Tamant Re
~-Fort Worth’s final schematic design review process.

=l s

; Siﬁcereljf,

K Kenne:thBarr :

+ cc: Fort Worth City Councilmembers , :
. ‘Maribel Chavez, P.E., District Engineer, TxDOT
Randy Bowers, P.E., TxDOT .. .
Jerry Hiebert, Executive Director, NTTA - L
Katherine Nees, P.E., Deputy Executive Director, NTTA -~
Daryl Thompson, P.E., Carter Burgess o T
James Oliveér, General Manager, Tarrant Regional Water District
Michael Morris, P.E.,, N.C.T.C.0.G. : |
‘Gary Jackson, City Manager, City of Fort Worth
Marc Ott, Assistant City Manager, City of Fort Worth
.Robert Goode, P.E,, Director, T/PW, City of Fort Worth ~
Richard Zavala, Director, PACS, City of Fort Worth L
Doug Rademaker, P.E,, Director, DOE, City of Ft. Worth -
- Bryan Beck, P.E., 121-T Project Manager, City of Ft. Worth
Mike Weaver, Prime Strategies, Inc. = :
Scott Polikov, Prime Strategies, Inc. .

gional Water Districtin the City of .+



@2/19/83 29:99 TXDOT > Bi7 8’?1:_'?854 ) S . ND.1Y pez -

g - "'57(}//6/7"'_3_{
 ; l 'Texas Depaftment of TrahfSPOffatibn '

P.O. BOX 6868 » FORT WORTH, TEXAS 76115-0868 » (817) 370-6500

February 18, 2003

The Honorable Kenneth Barr
Mayor, City of Fort Worth
1000 Throckmorton Street
Fort Worth, Texas 76102

Dear Mayor Bamr:

* The Fort Worth District of the Texas Department of Transportation (T xDOT) appreciates the
opportunity to comment and offer our response to the tequest that you received from Streams
and Valleys, Inec. '

Based on the studies to date, we believe that the SH 121T project will not result in adverse
- environmental impact on the river corridor and associated amenilies. However, we are not yet
through with the environmental review and public involvement process for this project. As you
are aware, we have released the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for public review -
- and comment and we have scheduled a Public Hearing. I encoursge and welcome the
participation and input of Streams and Valleys, Inc. : :
I would like to point out that as part of our environmental impact studies for this project, we
were sensitive to the project’s surrounding environment and considered its context and physical
Jocation during this stage of planning the project. I am aware and agree that this project has the
potential to affect the setting of this corridor if not designed in kecping with the vision of the
Trinity River Corridor. ' '

Many of the design elements as described in Streams and Valleys, Inc. letter are design concepts
which I am firmly committed to assessing and incorporating into the final design of the project. |
intend to work with the community to incorporate these and other detail design concepts once a
preferred alternative has been selected, '

‘During the final design phase, it js the details associated with the project that are often most
important to the community, : '

TxDOT has in previous meetings not only assured that bridge designs allowing for open railings,
supports outside of the riverbanks and splitting of bridge spans can be accommodated, but that

- safety lighting, enhanced landseaping of the area and river embankments can and should also be
included. -

An Fanal Danprtunitv Emplovar



82/15/83 ‘93:09 TXDOT + 817 871 7854 Mo.111

The Honorable Kenneth Ban' Page 2 | ' February 18, 2003 |

1 lock forward. to working with the Tarrant Regional Water District (TRWD) to desxgn and
provide for access and connectxv:ty to the existing trzil system. I also anticipate extensive
coordination with TRWD in designing and determining the Nmits of whatever appropnatc
riverbank protection is deemed warranted.

"1 believe that should the project receive environmental ciearance that the design elcmcnts that
have been discussed in this letter are a very important and integral part of a successful
transportation project.

I anticipate the support, cooperation and parinershjp of the City of Fort Worth, TRWD and
Streams and Valleys, Inc. in developing a transportanon project that will complement the Trimty
Raver Comridor,

We look forward to hearing of these and many other issues at the Public Hearing for the DEIS of
SH 1217 on February 25, 2003.

If you should have any questions concerning this matter, please contact this office at
-(817) 370-6511.

Sincerely,

ﬁf ' ﬁq@m
Marilfel P, Chavez, P.E. .

District Engineer
Fort Worth District .

cc: Jerry Hiebert, Executive Director, NTTA
Jim Oliver, General Manager, TRWD
Michael Morris, N.C.T.C.0.G.
Bryan Beck, SH 121-T Project Manager, City of Fort Worth
Randy Bowers, SH 121T Project Manager, TxDOT



A RESOLUTION

No. 224

A RESOLUTION ADOPYTING COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT (DEIS) FOR THE SOUTHWEST
PARKWAY (SH-121T) AND TRANSMITTING THE COMMENTS TO THE
TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION FOR THE TEXAS
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION’S HEARING ON THE DEIS FOR SH-
121T. :

WHEREAS, the proposed Southwest Parkway, SH-121T, (Project) is necessary to alleviate congestion,
enhance regional mobility, sustain economic development and enhance air quality; and ‘

WHEREAS, on December 8, 1998, the Fort Worth City Council authorized the negotiation and
execution of an agreement with the North Texas Tollway Authority (NTTA) and the Texas Department
of Transportation (TxDOT) concerning the development of the Project; and

WHEREAS, on November 28, 2000, the City of Fort Worth (City) entered into an agreement with
NTTA and TxDOT (2000 Tri-Party Agreement) concerning the funding for the Project, as well as the
rights and obligations of the City, NTTA and TxDOT (Project Partners) for the design, construction and
operation of the Project; and ' '

WHEREAS, the 2000 Tri-Party Agreement requires a final agreement among the Project Partners
before the Project shall commence; and '

WHEREAS, all parties to the 2000 Tri-Party Agreement are committed to incorporating a high degree
of aesthetic and urban design standards to the extent reasonably necessary; and

WHEREAS, the City established the Citizens” Advisory Committee (CAC) and, subsequently, the
Project Development Team (PDT) to provide a process for stakeholder involvement related to the
schematic design, aesthetic standards, urban design standards, as well as the desired features and themes

of the Project; and

WHEREAS, the PDT, building on the community process started by CAC, recommended a Preferred
Design for the Project, as is delineated in the “Summary and Recommendations™ of the January 2001
Transportation Design Study Report, attached hereto and incorporated by reference as Exhibit A; and

WHEREAS, the City Council, in Resolution No. 2693, accepted the recommendations of the PDT and
adopted them as the City’s Preferred Design for evaluation by TxDOT and NTTA as part of the

CITY OF FORT WORTH

February 25, 2003 Page |




preparation of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the federally mandated
environmental clearance process under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA); and

WHEREAS, the City Council, in Resolution No. 2693, urged TxDOT and NTTA to follow the
recommendations contained in the City’s Preferred Design (Alternative A) be followed as closely as -
practical, absent insurmountable environmental problems or unacceptable conflicts with safety and
engineering standards; and

WHEREAS, NTTA and TxDOT assessed Alternative A, accepting a substantial portion of the design
elements and parkway characteristics and features of Alternative A in the subsequent design alternative
known as Alternative C; and

WHEREAS, the City, the Tarrant Regional Water District (TRWD) and Streams & Valleys, Inc. have
partnered to conserve and enhance the Trnity River Corridors as a focal point for Fort Worth
Neighborhoods and as a means to link virtually every part of the City via the Trinity Trails System; and

WHEREAS, the City has committed an appropriate level of funds to implement the Trinity River
Vision Master Plan program elements as they relate to the crossing of the Trinity River by SH-121T,
based on that which is necessary to complement the investment of NTTA and TxDOT for those program
elements, by Resolution No. _£2.42.3 , adopted 25th day of February, 2003; and

WHEREAS, the City recognizes that NTTA is developing landscape and other design guidelines for its
tollway system in order to apply those guidelines on all of'its facilities; and

WHEREAS, the City has proposed to develop cooperatively with NTTA a comprehensive plan
(Corridor Enhancement/Mitigation Design Master Plan) for the Project in order to facilitate an overall
design theme, the Trinity River Master Plan Vision as it relates to the Project, buffer designs,
architectural details of bridges and other structures, neighborhood gateways, bridge span impact
mitigation, trail locations, landscaping and other aesthetic details, and lighting methods, so that the City
can effectively consider the Schematic Design to ensure that those design elements will be incorporated
into the plans, specifications and estimates (PS&E); and

WHEREAS, the 2000 Tri-party Agreement provides that NTTA shall not proceed to the preparation of
PS&E for construction until the Schematic Design for the Project has been approved by the City and
TxDOT,; and ,

WHEREAS, the DEIS, prepared by TxDOT, with input from NTTA and other resource agencies, has
been approved by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) for public comment; and

WHEREAS, TxDOT will assess all comments regarding the DEIS that are received during the public
comment period in order to prepare a Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS); and

WHEREAS, the FHWA will consider the FEIS to determine whether the Project should be cleared
environmentally; and

CITY OF YORT WORTH
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WHEREAS, the DEIS did not adequately document and analyze the City’s public involvement process
for the Project and the design recommendations of the PDT including features and themes, Alternative
A; and further, the DEIS did not clarify that those qualities were to be included as part of Alternative C;

and

WHEREAS, the inadequacy of the DEIS to document and analyze the design recommendations of the
PDT, as well as to compare and contrast those design recommendations with the other design
alternatives, makes it impossible to determine the differences in impacts and resulting mitigation needed
among the various alternatives; and

WHEREAS, the features, themes, enhancements and mitigation elements delineated in the PDT
recommendations, Alternative A, as modified in the City’s Locally Preferred Alternative, adopted by
Resolution No. 2.942.3 , on the 25th day of February, 2003, are critical to the City’s support for
the Project; and '

WHEREAS, the City’s approval of the Schematic Design is dependent on the implementation of the
features, themes, enhancements and mitigation elements delineated in the PDT’s recommendations,
Alternative A, as modified in the City’s Locally Preferred Alternative; and

WHEREAS, the DEIS also did not adequately analyze certain potential noise, air poilution, light,
traffic, historic and cumulative impacts; and

WHEREAS, TxDOT has publicly stated to the City that TxDOT will undertake additional noise
analysis necessary to gauge the impacts on the Sunset Terrace Neighborhood; and

WHEREAS, the FEIS should provide an opportunity for the City to ensure that the Project is designed
and constructed so that the City’s Locally Preferred Alternative is implemented;

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF FORT
WORTH, TEXAS:

1y Adopts the following comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement such that:

a) The FEIS document the extensive public involvement process undertaken by the City
including the work of the Peer Review Team, CAC and PDT, as well as the City
Resolution No. 2693 adopting the PDT recomimendations.

b) The FEIS document and analyze the design recommendations of the PDT (including the
delineated themes and features), Alternative A, as modified by the City’s Locally
Preferred Alternative, as well as compare and contrast those design recommendations
with the other design alternatives in the DEIS, in order to determine the differences in
impacts and resulting mitigation needed among the various alternatives; and

CITY OF FORT WORTH
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g)

b)

The FEIS document that the Project Partners need to agree on and commit to a process
for the development of the Corridor Enhancement/Mitigation Master Plan to be included
in the Project Schematic Design so that the City’s Locally Preferred Altemative can be
incorporated into the PS&E and implemented if the Project is cleared environmentally by
FHWA.

The FEIS analyze and document the impacts of shifting SH-121T north towards the UP
Rail Yard between the Trinity River and the rail yard.

The FEIS facilitate and document additional noise analysis to gauge the potential impacts
on Mistletoe Heights, Berkeley Place, Park Palisades, Hulen Bend Estates, Fort Worth
Country Day School, Fort Worth Botanic Gardens in addition to Sunset Terrace

Neighborhood.

The FEIS facilitate and document an analysis of roadway lighting impacts, and
alternative technologies for lighting, along the entire corridor starting at IH-30.

The FEIS assess and document potential cumulative impacts on Mistletoe Heights
Neighborhood and Sunset Terrace, including air quality, noise, and traffic impacts,
generally and in terms of the neighborhood’s historical significance.

The FEIS clarify and correct the issues raised by City Staff in the document attached
hereto and incorporated by reference as Exhibit B.

The Project Schematic Design be developed by NTTA and approved by the City for
preparation of the PS&E, as provided for in the 2000 Tri-Party Agreement, within 180
days of the publication of the FEIS. -

2) The City Council hereby authorizes the Mayor and City Manager to transmit and present this
resolution to TxDOT during the public comment period for the DEIS. '

et
ADOPTED this 2.5 day of Ff,bm%, 2003

«(%uu_l.b\ (BTY"\

Mayo:: Kenneth Barr

gﬂ ' APPROVED AS TO FORM
P Sl iren A W%/ng

- City Secretdry

City Attorney /

CITY OF FORT WORTH
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Exhibit A

“Projéct D-evtelopment Team =
Transportation Design Study Report
January 2001

- Summary and Recomméndation_s

.The four-month study, integrated with the public participation process and based on the
Project Development Team (PDT) and general public comments, has resulted in a clear
_ vision for the Southwest Parkway. The detailed by the North Texas Toliway Authority

(NTTA) and the Texas Departiment of Transportation (TX_DOT) have been modified
slightly, yet significantly, to develop a “park like” road consistent with the Peer Review
Teamn’s Recommendations and the PDT’s Mission statement and the Project Goal and -
Guiding Principle. The Project Development Team has endorsed the following
recommendations: ' - o -

- CORRIDOR RECOMENTATION

_.DESIGN
. .‘Lower recess or depress the Southwest Parkway as’ feambie and~ |
pracncal ’ : -
» The: deswn Speeci should be 60 mph from the CBD to AltamesaA foee
~ "Bouievard The posted speed should be 55 mph. :
. Deveiop “3D” perspectiv‘es of the NEPA process selected designs for |
the Forest Park Boulevard and IH-20 interchanges and other design -
elements as necéssary for better pubhc comprehensmn and des1gn
refinement.. : - :
' Envir‘onmex’ltalr .

>

- = Noise pollution. should be minimized by lowering the parkway and _
building sound walls where required by TxDOT standards. Seek other g
Afundmcr sources where TxDOT requuements are not.met.. .o

e Requme new development to berm and use waHs compaub}e with’
NTTA and TxDOT designs. '

.« Light pollutlon 1§ to mitigated by use of cut—off ﬁxtures and helght of -
_ 'ﬁxmres . :

Pagell .



R .. Fﬂtrauon of water run-off from thc parkway should be done in grass
o swales and detenﬁon ponds :

Architectural

" DBridge design should include cast hmestone walls attracuve box |
beams, and decorative light fixtures.

. 'Rezainmg walls and sound walls should be cast limestone with a
. concrete cap. Height of retaining walls should be minimized by using.
- two shorter walls with landscaping in between to soften impact.

' .Cons1stency should be maintained along the parkway:. '

Signage
» Billboards will not be allowed along the parkway
» Existing signage ordinance should be reviewed to make sure height
. and size of signs do not product visual clutter.

* Land Use -
- ». Review of proposed land use in areds aloncr parkway should con51der‘
" minimizing 1mpact on residential areas. ]

.

o . Frontawe roads should fiot be allowed exccpt in the areas ad}accnt to
~ the IH-20 and IH-30 mterchanﬂes ' -

o Reqmre developcrs “to prov1de landséapinv buffers - and | noise -
mitigation compatible with the aesthenc and architecture of the R
: -Southwest Parkway - :

 Pedestrian F rie‘nd-ly

. All roadways that cross the Southwcst Patkway should mclude'
- attractive pedestrian walkways that link commer cxal areas, parks

school, and neighborhoods.
~ SOUTH SECTION RECOMMENDATIONS

- Design

' Vary the mechan up’ to 100° (max_unum of 50’ of adchnonal ncht of
: way) o _

- Bctween Stonegate Boulevard and Bellaire Drive South and ‘

over the Trlmty River.
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x Between Oﬁertoa'Ridce Boeievard and Altarnesa Boulevard

:“Spht” profile, as appropnate to take advantage of landform between L

Overton Ridge and Dutch Branch

- Stonegate Boulevard mterchance Southwest Parkway at-grade and

Stonegate over.
* Bellaire Drive is to pass over the Southwest Parkway with the

- Parkway at-grade or close to grade.

* The Bellaire Drive interchange is deleted from the plan for the
' Southwest parkway :

. Overton Ridge Boulevard, to be considered as an alternatwe in'the :
NEPA process: Southwest Parkway over and lower existing Overtoa
* Ridge apprommately elght feet (8’0). This requires: ‘

. 'Rearrangement of access to developed propertzes ad;acent to the
) inferchange :

. Mai_z:xtenanc_e of traffic costs and issues during reconstruction; and

"~ o Increase in overall construction costs.

QOakbend Traﬁ Southwest Parkwayr at grade or depressed and
Oakbend over . :

__Oakmont Boulevard Southwest Parkway depressed aad Oakmont |
over.’ . )

" Dutch Branch: lower Dutch Branch 6 to & and take Southwest
Parkway over. This requu‘es

. Recoustrucmon of Dutch Branch and associated traffic and
 maintenance costs and A

. Addmonai dramaoe costs and easement from adjacent property o .

- owners.

~ Major reconstruction of Altamesa Boulevard/Dirks Road .-and_' '
associated maintenance of traffic costs. :
Southwest Pa:kway/ﬂ-i—ZO/SH 183 interchange: alternative present in
this report is .to be carried forward into the NEPA process' for

© evaluation with the TxDOT plan. Other alternatives are to- be
developed and evaluated as well. o
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Does

Aesthehc/Arch:tectura]

to preserve the attractive river park and trail system.
“e  Provide buffers and berms with paturalized reforested areas along the
- - sides of the parkway to provide a scenmic comdor to protect- '
neighborhoods. ' :

N’(_')R_TH SECTION RECOMMENDATION
De51b}1 .

s Alternative A-1, R-1 is to be carried forward into the NEPA process The “Modlﬁed :
Dr::51gn would also be included in the NEPA process -

. Mamtam the “Modified DCSIDE south of the Rosedale Bridges to Hulen Strect .
-' AesthetlcfArchltecturaI Issues ,

e Impact of three major parallel roadways should be reduced by extenéive plantings,

- Tnmty RlVE:I' Bndge should have a maximum span with rinimal piers :

berms, and attractive retaining walls. Specific attention should be pald the * mnnel I

effect” :alonﬂr the Tnmty River and Umverszty Drive. =
Mamhne Toll Plaza and Ramp ToH Plazas

. .' Wlden med1an and plant raised berms with cvergreens and ﬂowcrmg trees to reduce"-
" irnpact of expansive paved area

. Archnccmra} of buxlcimvs should reflect character of local buﬂdmgs Care must bc ‘
taken to break up scale of structures . '

Enwronmenta! : S o o

= Mitigate Forest Park garbage dump. Cons1stent W1th Texas envuonmental
- requirements, for the reahfrnment of Forest Park Blvd. -

" This rcport and the recomznendatzons c1ted here represent a “balanced” perspecnvc for
_'.the design of the “Southwest Parkway. While the Southwest Parkway is a vital
transportation element for Fort Worth, the design as envisioned here not only maintains
the safe and efficient transportation integrity of the system but also does so in harmony
with the envuonment and commumty values. :
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- Exhibit B
~ CITY OF FORT WORTH STAFF COMMENTS ON
' SH 1217 DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

" Overall, the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) is eomplete and preseﬁts expected .
- conclusions concerning the anticipated benefits of SH 121T, including greater mobility, reduced .
congestion, and potentially improved air quality. The DEIS also provides a thorough history of

the project, starting in 1962, and explains all of the design options considered over time.

. However, some information is out-of-date and lacks clarity, and some assertions are not

sufficiently justified by supporting documentation.

' Page II-17: References the "planned” RAILTRAN line. This section should be updated to

reflect the current Trinity Railway Express service.

Page I-20: Discusses ‘quicker access to the north side (Historc Stoekyards area), Céntral
Business District, the Cultural District, and the medical complex in southwest Fort Worth.
The reference to the Stockyards should be deleted, and a reference to the Medical Dlstnct

- ~should be added.

Page IT1-67: "...comnparative analysis of Build versus No-build traffic operations does not
assuine any affect on demographic growth..." based on the existence of the project. It would
seem that the project would attract growth, which would impact traffic operations. -

Exhibits IV-1 through IV-4 (Land Use 'maps): May be based on 2000 Comprehensive Plan

future land use, which is out-of-date. For example, the Cassco property south of Vickery and . .-

north of the Trinity River is shown as industrial, not commercial.-

Pages V-2 through V-4: References the 2000 Comprehensive Plan, but should reference the ]
2002 plan. This section also states that "SH 121T would potentially help the City of Fort
Worth achieve its land use goals of developing multiple growth centers....” The DEIS lacks
documentation to justify this assertion that the project would support development of mixed-
use growth centers rather than the standard suburban growth pattern of single-use ‘
subdivisions, shopping centers, and office parks.

Page V-28: References out-of date capxtal costs, such as $35 Imlhon for a "Trolley System
and $40 million for "Convention Center Upgrades.”.

Page V-82: Identifies three "receiver” sites as bemg impacted by noise, but defers any
specific noise abatement measures until a final neise analysis is conducted. ’

Page V-140: Identifies 13 potential National Register eligible sites, but there are only thiee
houses selected from the Mistletoe Heights Nei crhborhood It is unclear why only three are

. selected.
‘Page V-144: The report should note that as of 8/ 13/02 Mistletoe He1ghts isa Iocal district as -

well. (Report identifies that it is a local conservation area.)
V-153: The last line of the last paragraph is unclear: "North Hoﬂy is potentlally eligible for

NRHP listing under Criteria A and C; however there will be no direct taking is proposed by

the pro;ect of any...





