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                  ENIC  GALVESTON Inc.-----------------------  
                                                   20 Colony Park Circle 

                                             Galveston, Texas 77551

      409-744-7431  

      979-234-2096  

June 9, 2009 

Mr. Pat Henry
Director of Project Development 
Texas Department of Transportation 
P.O. Box 1386 
Houston, Texas 77251-1386 

via HOU-PIOWEBMAIL@dot.state.tx.us 

RE: Loop 197 Connector Comments

Mr. Henry: 

I made verbal comments at the public hearing held in Texas City on May 27.  I will not repeat those 
comments that were court reported then, here, except to reiterate our longstanding objection to the 
proposed Loop 197 connector project.

I would like to start by reiterating, again, that I and my organization are 100% supportive of an I-45 to
Texas City Port connector project, especially where it might reduce trucks near our preserve and also 
potentially facilitate hurricane evacuation in this vulnerable area.   

However, we have been objecting to the currently proposed project design, with giant bridges coming to 
grade along our preserve roadside frontage, since at least 2004, both publicly and privately. We spoke
with TxDOT well before that, in 2003, before purchasing the property along Loop 197 - then, mainly in 
the context of some early rumors we were hearing about planned “Texas City Wye” improvements.  At 
that time, we were assured that your agency had few plans for Loop 197 proper.  At that time, we were
mainly concerned with widening Loop 197 and additional lighting.  We appreciate that the current 
connector project does not expand Loop 197 onto our land. Nonetheless, its current configuration is
totally contrary to the spirit of the dialog we had with TxDOT so long ago.  And not so long ago. 

We remain utterly perplexed as to why TxDOT persists in refusing to look at non-Loop 197 alternatives,
as so many have asked through the years.  If the goal is to better serve the Port of Texas City from I-
45, it makes no sense to come so far south before leaving the freeway to head back north. So we
began to consider what might be driving the Loop 197 configuration, which is identical in all three
alternatives that TxDOT has ever publicly presented...

--------------------------------------------------------------------------
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ARGUMENT FOR ALTERNATE SITING 
 
What we have been forced to conclude is this: 
 
~It was probably always assumed by Texas City (or TxDOT)  planners that the land we bought along 
Loop 197 would ultimately be a port-related industrial tract.  If that were true, then the connector landing 
as proposed makes sense - the connector would serve more facilities south of the Port proper. 
 
~The more direct northerly route from I-45 to the port involves the use of SH 519 (Texas City Main 
Street); however, the section of 519 immediately east of I-45 is residential, and amplifying truck traffic 
along that stretch would be unsuitable.  In addition, there is an at-grade railroad crossing at SH 3 that 
would require a crossover bridge. 
 
~Bypassing the neighborhood could be done by exiting further south, then creating connectors to turn 
back and pick up 519 around its intersection with SH 146; 519 east of that point is entirely industrial, 
and 519 leads directly to the port entrance.  However, such a plan would likely necessitate placing at 
least some of the project on land formerly operated by TxTIN, today a Superfund site. 
 
~We speculate that this was not done originally because of the status of TxTIN as an “open” Superfund 
site at the time the planning was initiated for the connector project.  Today, however, TxTIN is in a post-
remediation status, and, while parts of the site are permanently closed, other portions are on the 
market.  Local discussion revolves around the creation of an inter-modal transportation facility at the 
TxTIN site; there is a sign at the site presently that references that use.   It would seem that a Port-
related trucking connector and any port-related facility - especially an intermodal facility - would be ideal 
companions. 
 
~It is, therefore, our belief that TxDOT should revisit the idea of placing an I-45 - Port connector system 
further north, as described above, eliminating the land use conflicts posed by its currently proposed 
location along our mile-long Loop 197 nature preserve frontage. 
 
Continuing our arguments for alternate siting involved some field investigation: 
 
~If the more northerly connector described above remains unfeasible, and trucks must come south to 
the vicinity of Bayou Vista and the Texas City Y before leaving I-45, we wondered if SH 3 or SH 146 
might be a better choice than Loop 197 for a new connector of some sort - again, with the idea of using 
the industrial easterly portion of SH 519 to ultimately access the port.  So we drove it, repeatedly.  We 
assumed we would find a spot where the new truck route would have to bridge over a railroad, since 
TxDOT has repeatedly stated that the Loop 197 connector is required to eliminate truck / train conflicts. 
 
~In so doing, we discovered that trucks, today, can leave I-45 at the Texas City Y Interchange (the 
same general location proposed by the current connector project), immediately turn north on SH 3, 
which merges with SH 146.  Highway 146 already has a grade separated railroad crossing at the Texas 
City Junction.  The absolute imperative for another crossing at Loop 197 is, therefore, nonexistent. 
 
~As an aside, when we went back to the alternatives diagram flyers handed out by TxDOT at all the 
public hearings, it is totally unclear that SH 146 currently bridges the rail line.  In all cases, while the 
Texas City Junction is shown, the line that represents 146 stops short, with only the portion of 146 



south of the tracks shown.   So, while I am sure this was inadvertent on TxDOT’s part, if a viewer is 
unfamiliar with the locale, and going purely by the diagram, the Loop 197 connector would, in fact, 
seem essential... 
 
~We continued on along 146, thinking we might still run afoul of the rail line at SH 3 where it departs 
from 146 further north.  No so.  146 crosses 519 east of 3 (IE: on the port side).  This route does not 
need any additional bridges to work.    
 
~We did a little additional research about the Highway 146 bridge, wondering if that might be the 
problem, since it is only two lanes.  SH 146 is an evacuation route, and it is being widened to four 
lanes, accordingly.  We hear that the bridge has been difficult to widen because of - again - the 
presence of the TxTIN property immediately to the east of the bridge.  However, if this is an evacuation 
route, it seems incumbent on TxDOT to figure this problem out, widening the 146 bridge to facilitate 
both port truck traffic and citizen evacuation.  The current connector project does not address the 
evacuation problem, at all. 
 
It is our belief that TxDOT has an opportunity - and an obligation - to address land status changes that 
have occurred during the lengthy time period between first initiation of this project and the present, by 
upgrading the SH 146 bridge, by creating new connectors from I-45 to 519, bypassing residential 
neighborhoods, or both, eliminating the need to destroy our Loop 197 frontage.   
 
We intend to take this conversation up with TxDOT in Austin, the resource agencies, with State 
legislators, and with the Federal Highway Administration, as needed. 
 
Why are we so adamant about killing the connector project along Loop 197, when it does not 
propose to take any of our land? 
 
LAND VALUE(S) 
 
When we purchased the preserve lands on Virginia Point from the University of Texas, the 315-odd 
acre section immediately along Loop 197 was the most expensive acreage in question, of the overall 
1500-odd acre tract.  (The total preserve is upward of 2600 acres.)  The bulk of the federal grant, 
administered by the Texas General Land Office in the form of CIAP funding, went to purchase those 
front acres, which are largely coastal prairie, not exclusively wetlands, as much of our other lands are.   
Relatively undisturbed coastal prairie in this area is a very rare phenomenon.  We purchased it for its 
high habitat value, which we have been gradually enhancing via the removal of Chinese tallow, 
overabundant brushy vegetation and so forth.  However, we also purchased it for strategic reasons:  
while the property is not, today, open to non-volunteering public, it ultimately will be our public front 
entrance, much as, say Armand Bayou Nature Center has a strong community presence along Bay 
Area Boulevard.  This presence is essential to our long-term mission at our own preserve, which 
involves public education and outreach just like any other nature preserve with which we are 
acquainted.  SCENIC GALVESTON’s property is not a wildlife sanctuary; it is an evolving urban nature 
park preserve, and we need an entrance that is different in character than that along I-45, where the 
experience of our wetlands, while scenic and very beautiful, is fundamentally a highway passerby 
scene.  We thought we had purchased our “front” when we acquired Virginia Point.  Your project 
threatens this whole premise, destroying our long-range plans entirely.  Concrete bridges and walls, no 
matter how beautifully articulated or decorated, are an inappropriate front for our preserve landscape.  



The fact that TxDOT is not proposing to block the private Campbell Bayou road entrance, functionally 
speaking, is utterly beside the point.   
 
Another value of our land is purely economic.  It seems easy for TxDOT and Texas City to internalize 
that “their nature preserve doesn’t matter --may as well wall it off, it’s not a direct contributor to the 
Texas City economy”...  And it is certainly true that we took this land off the tax rolls (as did UT 
previously), presumably to the chagrin of the City.  However, we recently consulted with several real 
estate brokers about the market value of the 315-odd acres along Loop 197 that will be most directly 
affected by this project.  If we, in theory, were to remove the conservation easement deed restriction we 
placed on the property and sell it, with its rail adjacency, to an industrial purchaser, it was 
recommended that we list it in today’s soft market at somewhere in the vicinity of $10-11 million.  It was 
also recommended that we should wait for an upswing in demand, whereupon it would be readily worth 
between $1.50 and $2.00 / SF.  That works out to between $22 and $27 million.  (If we were to 
challenge the Texas City zoning ordinance via either a de-annexation from the City or a rezoning, to sell 
for housing development overlooking a nature preserve, the value would be less, but probably still in 
the $8-10 million range.)  Granted, these are all moot arguments - we are a conservation organization.  
However, we encourage TxDOT not to underestimate our determination to protect this land from 
degradation from a giant concrete truck ramp bridge which is arguably either wholly unnecessary, or 
achievable elsewhere, in more suitable environs, as suggested at the beginning of this letter. 
 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 
 
Others, particularly Brandt Mannchen (Sierra), have expressed significant concern and asked 
numerous questions about the Environmental Assessment that TxDOT prepared for this project.  I will 
not reiterate those here, except to say that SCENIC GALVESTON shares them all, and that we would 
like to see these concerns and questions addressed formally by TxDOT.   
 
I will add one item of particular concern to my husband and self, since we are responsible for 
developing the preserve master bird list, and we run informal bird surveys constantly.  (The preserve list 
is at 233 species, and growing.)  At the public hearing, TxDOT indicated that “cursory” bird surveys had 
been performed, and there was no significant impact anticipated on avian species.  While I’m not a 
biologist, I will personally challenge this premise, with respect to nocturnal birds in particular, assuming 
the new connector is to carry any degree of night lighting.   The marshes and prairie immediately 
alongside Loop 197, today, are among the best places locally to hear (and occasionally see) nocturnal 
marsh birds, specifically rails, including Black rails, Yellow rails, Clapper and King rails, and Sora.  We 
also have several owl species present in this locale, including Barn owls, Great horned owls, and, in 
winter, Short-eared owls.  We have almost the only reliable owl species accounted for annually during 
the Audubon led spring and Christmas counts for Galveston County.  Where in our greater preserve do 
we get these birds?  Right along Loop 197.  Your bridge will almost assuredly negatively impact 
nocturnal and other birds and it will also eliminate the ability of even the roadside birder to enjoy them. 
 
Our preserve is on the Great Texas Coastal Birding Trail, with the O’Quinn Corridor and the Amoco 
Settling Ponds / Swan Lake sites (including our northern perimeter along 197) as sites #72 and 73, 
respectively.  Why would Texas City and TxDOT undermine this ecotourism resource, part of a joint 
TxDOT / TPWD program dating to the Bush administration, by placing a bridge on top of it?  We are 
absolutely baffled. 
 



We also have very specific questions about the proposed relocations of several pipelines and electrical 
ROW’s present in the connector project area.  To single out one example, the High Island Flow System, 
today operated by Chevron --this pipeline crosses the preserve for several miles before turning 
alongside Loop 197 on our land and then crossing Loop 197 near our Campbell Bayou Road entrance.  
How is TxDOT proposing to relocate this pipeline and not affect our land? 
 
A last concern we have about the whole EA and process by which TxDOT has arrived at this preferred 
project alternative involves NEPA procedure coupled with cumulative impacts issues.  We have long 
known that the Texas City Y Interchange would be modified eventually.  In addition, as I stated in my 
verbal comments at the hearing May 27, we have also heard, for years, that I-45 would be adding 
lanes, although not expanding in terms of ROW width (this was documented in PBSJ’s I-45 study done 
in the 1990’s when we first began purchasing land in the I-45 Corridor).  There are minor references to 
the Connector project being part of a larger I-45 expansion project sprinkled throughout the EA.  In the 
public presentation at the meeting, reference was made to “future I-45 expansion” when the alternatives 
analysis was discussed --it was specifically stated that the selected alternative, among other things, 
was most suitable for working with future I-45 expansion plans.  Yet no mention of cumulative impacts 
appears in any of the documentation or “no impacts” determinations prepared by TxDOT in support of 
the Loop 197 connector project.  Given that we own - cumulatively - more than 5 miles of road frontage 
at this locale, we find this quite alarming.  NEPA rules suggest transparency, indicating that affected 
landowners should be consulted throughout the process for a project of this nature.  We would strongly 
disagree that being invited to (now) three public hearings during six years counts as working with the 
landowner - especially when none of our pleas to move the connector away from our preserve lands 
along Loop 197 have ever been in any way addressed.  TxDOT just keeps coming back with the same 
alternatives, year after year. 
 
TxDOT is under threat of not being renewed under Sunset rules.  We’d respectfully suggest this project 
might be a good example of what’s wrong with the Department.  The manner in which highway projects 
like this are run in terms of meaningful involvement of your sometimes-competing constituents is truly 
dreadful. 
 
This project is a $55 million boondoggle.  It’s time for a different approach. 

 
Sincerely, 
 

Lalise Mason 
Lalise Mason 
Land Chairman 
713-664-1870 
 
cc:   
Jim Heacock, TxDOT 
Gus Cannon, TxDOT 
Gary Trietsch, TxDOT 
Carter Smith, TPWD 
William Schubert, TPWD 
Jerry Patterson, TGLO 



Tim Beeton 
John M. O’Quinn 
Jim Blackburn 
Margaret Lloyd, SCENIC TEXAS 
Evangeline Whorton, SCENIC GALVESTON 
SCENIC GALVESTON Executive Board 
Rep. Ron Paul 
Senator Mike Jackson 
Senator Kay Bailey Hutchison 
Hebert Taylor, Galveston County Daily News 
T.J. Aulds, Galveston County Daily News 
Joel Deretchin, Houston Wilderness 
Brandt Mannchen, Houston Sierra Club 
Terral Smith







Loop 197 Emailed Public Comments 
 
 
 
1) >>> <oad3@verizon.net> 5/30/2009 6:40 PM >>> 
Name: dan<oad3@verizon.net> 
Address: 
508 wakefield drive 
league city, tx 77573 
281-338-9909 
 
Comment: please email or regular mail the summary from your May 27, 2009 public meeting 
held at Texas City, Texas 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



2) From:  Page Williams <page.williams@gmail.com> 
To: <HOU-PIOWEBMAIL@dot.state.tx.us>, <GCANNON2@dot.state.tx.us> 
Date:  6/10/2009 11:06 AM 
Subject:  Loop 197 Connector comment 
 
TO: Mr. Pat Henry, Director of Project Development, Houston 
      Mr. Jim Heacock, Deputy Director of Project Development, Houston 
      Mr. Gus Cannon, Director of Texas Department of Transportation, Austin 
 
Gentlemen: 
 
As a friend of the I-45 Estuary and Scenic Galveston, I regret that I was 
unable to travel to the May 27 hearing on this matter. And I regret more 
deeply that TXDOT seems intent on unnecessary destruction of wetlands that 
many citizens of Texas have contributed valuable time and money to create 
and/or restore. 
 
Your planned roadway is redundant, and an unnecessary intrusion into the 
Virginia Point Peninsula Preserve. A more cost-efficient, and less 
environmentally destructive, alternative has been suggested - I urge you to 
adopt it. It is time for TXDOT to consider the priorities of the people of 
Texas, not the priorities of a few engineers. Why have public hearings if 
you have no intention of considering the comments and suggested alternatives 
of the public? 
 
Thank you, 
 
(Ms.) Page S Williams 
2234 Ashford Hollow Lane 
Houston TX 77077-5814 
281-679-7221 - home phone 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



3) From: <evangelinewhorton@yahoo.com> 
To: <HOU-PIOWEBMAIL@dot.state.tx.us> 
CC: Pat Henry <PHENRY@dot.state.tx.us>, Jim Heacock <jheacock@dot.state.tx.us>, Tim 
Beeton <tbeeton@SimpsonBeeton.com>, "John M.  O'Quinn" <PAMB@oqlaw.com> 
Date:  6/10/2009 12:13 PM 
Subject:  SCENIC GALVESTON Advocates Hwy 519 and Hwys 3 /146 for Port Truck 
Route 
 
 
TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION (TxDOT Houston District):  
   
I speak as the Chairman of SCENIC GALVESTON, Inc. (SG) regarding TxDot's proposed 
project of direct connectors and elevated bridge construction on and from Interstate 45 and 
expanding development of Loop 197.  Such elevated engineered concrete features --- as described 
or studied in your Survey, Environmental Assessment, and Appendices including retaining walls, 
ramps, connectors and bridges --- will flank and front the entire length of SG's Virginia Point 
Peninsula Preserve (VPPP) land on Loop 
197, along with SG’s only entrance and that of the Gulf Coast Waste Disposal Authority 
(GCDWDA).  
   
Significant premiere scenery, with habitat for both indigenous, neotropical, other migrating birds 
and waterfowl, wildlife, aquatic species, and plant communities including wetlands, Spartina 
patens meadows and native prairies owned by our scenic habitat conservation service 
organization will be negatively impacted by such massive and mega roadway "over-
development" flanking its northern boundaries along Loop 197.  
   
SCENIC GALVESTON remains irrevocably opposed to this insensitive cost expenditure of the 
Loop 197 project when TxDot currently has had extenuating budget concerns, citizens' wrath, and 
this project first estimated at $44,000,000, which now has ballooned to a whopping $55,000,000 
taxpayer dollars!  Perhaps the Ports of Texas City should be partners in cost sharing this 
$55,000,000?   
  
TxDot told us at the Public Hearing on the 27th they await federal dollars to finance the project -- 
but we must remember those funds are taxpayers' dollars in an economic climate that abhors 
wasteful and extravagant spending.  Good  examples are the Grand Parkway  and Loop I-10 near 
Houston.  
   
The elevated walls, bridge and connectors of this project will spoil significant spectacular views 
of the VPPP, and produce consequential permanent, "upsetting" ecological alterations and 
perhaps even destabilization in SG's habitat system for species in the VPPP?  This project also 
includes ancillary and indirect substantial impacts by storm water, sheet flow disturbances, 
tributary course changes,  
contamination, and overburdening lighting systems.  These changes displace species of birds and 
night active  species like marsh dwelling rails and owls and other nocturnal birds and wildlife in 
foraging, resting, propagating and nesting.  All life, both mammal, aquatic, birdlife and human 
users of the northside frontage of the preserve along Loop 197 will be exposed to heightened air 
pollution, affecting both water and land, its plant communities, by diesel fumes and 
petrochemicals 
along with floodplain destruction, fragmentation and the future continuum of noise as a major 
truck route is developed on Loop 197. As well, included in the greater tract of the Virginia Point 



Peninsula Preserve's 1,500 acres (and pending acquisition of 339 more acres) are Threatened and 
Endangered species of birds and wildlife.  
   
SG's decision to oppose the Loop 197 routing has been engendered by all the above reasons but 
also by a "not fair play performance" by TxDot long years since SG was created in 1992. Never 
has TxDot dialogued with us in partnership about running a major transportation system through 
and bisecting our preserve or support any attempts to work together creating and maintaining a 
natural estuary on both sides of the I-45 Corridor we "care take" as land trust stewards and as the 
conservation preserve 
property owner.  All of our preserve units have been acquired without taxpayers’ dollars and are 
open non-intrusively to the public every day of the year without any user fees.   
   
Another continuing thorn is intrusive "nonconforming" billboards that TxDot seems to routinely 
give the upper hand to the outdoor advertising company over our scenic public preserve wetlands 
we own.  TxDot, to date, has not enforced its own Texas Administrative Code rules and 
guidelines while giving abundant advantages to the billboard companies in our preserves.  This 
has not fostered friendship or support for TxDot.  
   
And the grievance of all grievances on this project had its beginning in 2003.   Before SG 
acquired the Virginia Point Peninsula Preserve from the University of Texas System, we did have 
one dialogue with TxDot, where we were told by the Houston District Office that there were no 
plans to develop Loop 197.  About the same time  -- returning to the I-45 Corridor preserve 
discussion --- SG received an e-mail and had a telephone conversation that high masted cluster 
lights would not be used in our 
I-45 Corridor Preserve. However, today, such intense lighting towers are located on the north end 
and on the south end of the John M. O'Quinn I-45 Estuarial Corridor's transportation system 
casting 4-acre orbits into our wetlands habitat.  12-hour intense lighting, 100 times greater than 
the full moon, are cast over our adjacent marsh preserves every day.  Baffling the cluster lights on 
the south end has reduced the circumference of the fall out 
 lighting but it is still too intense to create a normal cycle of lighting for nocturnal species. What 
is the proposal for lighting on the Loop 197?  The EA does not discuss that.  In fact the EA is 
grossly deficient.  
   
In 2004, SG attended two public hearings-- one in Bayou Vista and a large public hearing in 
Texas City--about the truck traffic issues surrounding the Texas City Wye and plans to solve the 
issue. The citizenry opposed the  diagrams presented with Loop 197 as its sole focus, and TxDot 
agreed that it would explore a truck route entering far north of the Texas City Wye and Bayou 
Vista. The notice we received earlier this year had only one alternative, and it was one strongly 
opposed in 2004.  So, 
SCENIC GALVESTON and the Gulf Coast Waste Disposal Authority requested a public hearing, 
and on May 27th it was held in Texas City.  Same song -- no  investigation or change from the 
2004 Public Hearing proposals and no connector to the I-45 further north at Hwy 519 as 
requested.  
   
Therefore, our own volunteer team went out this past weekend, June 6, tracked it out, and found a 
viable, less costly alternative (we call it Alternative 4) that completely bypasses the Virginia 
Point Peninsula Preserve and Loop 197--- and it is a more direct truck route in line with the Ports 
at Texas City rather than coming so far south and entering or leaving at Loop 197. Alternative 4 
could use a combination of Highway 3 / Hwy 146 north of I-45, turning east on (Main Street) or 
Highway 519, 



which leads directly to the Port through existing industrial land.  TexTin is now a remediated 
waste land and lies nearby and is for sale.  Probably zero eminent domain would be required.  
Few residences would be affected; no pipelines or utilities would need to be moved; no bridges 
built. This is the route the citizenry asked for in 2004, but for some reason TxDot did not provide 
that investigation as an Alternative 4 on Wednesday night, May 27th. Why? 
  
Right now - TODAY - a transport truck can use SG's suggested Alternative 4 and avoid all at-
grade railroad crossings, except the rail spur at the immediate entrance to the Port (which is 
unaddressed by any solution proposed by TxDot). If connectors need to be built, they could 
streamline this route for truck access from I-45 to Highway 3 / Highway 146, instead of costly 
new elevated connectors and bridging on Loop 197.  It is the answer, and it is what the citizens in 
the 2004 Public Hearings 
requested that TxDot provide.  Why was this not done?  
   
Why is TxDot trying to build another elevated roadway when Highway146 already has a grade-
separated rail crossing just north of the preserve? (This existing bridge is not shown on the 
Alternative diagrams presented in any of the TxDot hearings.)  In short, there is no need or reason 
for the $55,000,000 boondoggle on Loop 197 or putting the Virginia Point Peninsula Preserve out 
of view sight, obscuring its splendor, by concrete over-development of ramps, retaining walls, 
and fly-over bridges or 
otherwise complicating the preserve access.  
   
SG is opposed to TxDot's proposal, and we urge, solicit, and beg the Houston District Office to 
look at the peoples' plan and "conservation" as the driver for transport efficiency with the coming 
of the anticipated port business.  The Port and Texas City will benefit, and they can partner with 
TxDot over developing Alternative Route 4, what we call the "people and truckers' roadway"!  
   
One thousand nayes to this project ruining the Virginia Point Peninsula Preserve and Loop 197.  
VPPP, too, will be the driver economically and ecologically for millions of visitors in the years 
ahead that will also benefit Texas City. We have just begun to fight the fight to save VPPP.  We 
did that in 1989 with a Copper Smelter looming; we did that in 2001 with a federal Coastal 
Impact Assistance Program (CIAP) grant to acquire the land in February, 2004, to save it from 
petrochemical tank 
farms.  Now it is permanently secure for all future generations of scholars, common men, 
scientists, and youngsters to observe and study nature, wildlife, birds, and the glory of coastal 
marshes and native prairies.  We urge TxDot to take another look at Alternative 4 to satisfy all the 
participants and land owners involved in developing this "other" truck route mandated by the 
2004 public hearings.  
  
Thank you, Greg and Lalise, for finding a better route --- you did PBS & J's job for free!  
   
EVANGELINE WHORTON  
Chairman, SCENIC GALVESTON   
979-234-2096  
409-789-4996  
 
 
 
 
 
 



4) From: Margaret Lloyd <margaretlloyd@sbcglobal.net> 
To: <HOU-PIOWEBMAIL@dot.state.tx.us> 
CC: <evangelinewhorton@yahoo.com>, Pat Henry <PHENRY@dot.state.tx.us>, Jim 
Heacock <jheacock@dot.state.tx.us>, Tim Beeton <tbeeton@SimpsonBeeton.com>, "John M.  
O'Quinn" <PAMB@oqlaw.com> 
Date:  6/10/2009 2:52 PM 
Subject:  Scenic Texas Advocates for an alternate route to Loop 197 
 
To:TxDOT officials in charge of this project.   
From:Margaret Lloyd, Policy Director Scenic Texas, Inc. 
RE:TxDOT Loop 197 project 
Date:June 10, 2009 
 
Scenic Texas urges the reconsideration of TxDot's proposed project to expand Loop 197.   
 
We are concerned that the elevated engineered concrete features described in the Survey, 
Environmental Assessment, and Appendices will front the entire length of the Virginia Point 
Peninsula Preserve (VPPP) land on Loop 197.  Significant premiere scenery, with habitat for both 
indigenous, neotropical, other migrating birds and waterfowl, wildlife, aquatic species, and plant 
communities including wetlands, Spartina patens meadows and native prairies owned by a scenic 
habitat conservation service organization will be negatively and permanently impacted by this 
proposed project.  
 
The elevated walls, bridge and connectors of this project will spoil significant spectacular scenic 
views of the VPPP, and produce consequential permanent "upsetting" ecological alterations and 
perhaps even destabilization in the habitat system for species in the VPPP.  These changes will 
likely displace species of birds and night active  species like marsh dwelling rails and owls and 
other nocturnal birds and wildlife in foraging, resting, propagating and nesting.  All life, both 
mammal, aquatic, birdlife and human users of the northside frontage of the preserve along Loop 
197 will be exposed to heightened air pollution, affecting both water and land, its plant 
communities, by diesel fumes and petrochemicals long with floodplain destruction, fragmentation 
and the future continuum of noise as a major truck route is developed on Loop 197.  
 
Scenic Galveston members have worked for years to create and maintain the natural estuary on 
both sides of the I-45 corridor. Dedicated citizens have acted as loving caretakers and stewards to 
conserve and preserve these lands for generations to come.  
We support Scenic Galveston's opposition to this proposal and urge TxDOT to adopt a less 
intrusive alternate route that will not have the permanent and negative impact on this natural 
estuary that is home to so much wildlife, a monument to so much beauty and a learning field for 
so many people.   
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
Margaret Lloyd 
Policy Director 
Scenic Texas 
3015 Richmond Ave., Suite 220 
Houston, TX  77098 
713-898-2819 mobile 
lloyd@scenictexas.org 
margaretlloyd@sbcglobal.net 



5).From: Richard Peake <rpeake1@hotmail.com> 
To: <hou-piowebmail@dot.state.tx.us> 
Date:  6/9/2009 3:27 PM 
Subject:  Highway 197 changes 
 
 
I am writing to oppose the expensive, wasteful, and destructive proposals of TDOT for a 
connector from I-45 to Texas City to replace Highway 197. I am in favor of a much less costly 
alternative (call it Alternative 4) that bypasses Virginia Point Peninsula Preserve along Loop 197.  
Alternative 4 could use a combination of Highway 3 / Hwy 146 north of I-45, turning east on 
(Main Street) Highway 519, which leads directly to the Port through existing industrial land.  
Probably zero eminent domain would be required.  Few residences would be affected; no 
pipelines or utilities would need to be moved, no bridges built. 
Right now - TODAY - a truck can use this suggested alternate route and avoid all at grade 
railroad crossings, except the rail spur at the immediate entrance to the Port (which is, in any 
case, unaddressed by any solution proposed by TxDOT).  If connectors are to be built, they could, 
instead, streamline this route for truck access from I-45 to Highway 3 / Hwy 146 instead of new 
elevated connectors and bridging on Loop 197. 
 
Why is TxDOT building another elevated roadway when Highway 146 already has a grade-
separated rail crossing just north of the preserve? Who is profiting from this wasteful use of 
taxpayer money? (This existing bridge is not shown on the alternative diagrams presented in any 
of the TxDot hearings.)  There is no need for this $55 million boondoggle on Loop 197. 
 
I am very much in favor of an improved truck route from I-45 to the Port of Texas City that can 
be utilized (if the Port of Shoal Point ever comes on line with financiers and the Panama Canal in 
2014 develops as the Mayors at Texas City contend). Nonetheless, I am irrevocably opposed to 
this ultra development of Loop 197 when there is another suitable and cost efficient alternative---
one that does not ruin the 1,839-acre Virginia Point Peninsula Preserve. 


