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A. Comment/response matrix



Comments and Responses from Bell Blvd (US 183) Realignment Public Hearing and Comment Period

Event Date: February 21, 2019
Deadline to Submit Comments: March 9, 2019

Public Date: Name: Comment: Response:

Comment

Number

1 2/21/2019 | Tom Tom - requesting copies of all reports, including sound, environmental, air quality technical report, current design, or plans. (included On March 4, 2019, aci consulting contacted Tom via email
email) and coordinated his access to digital copies of the draft

technical reports and draft environmental assessment.

2 2/21/2019 | Axford, Nolan My name is Nolan J Axford, | go by my middle name, Joe. I've made my feelings known in detail, both written and verbal, and feel my voice | Thank you for your comments. The realignment configuration
is ignored. The movers and shakers in government and elected positions had already made their decisions, my input did not matter. Who | of Bell Blvd. is a product of multiple well attended community
wants a big road moved next to their home? You can keep your exhaust fumes and noise, leave us alone. meetings starting in 2014. The City also reached out to the

community through social media and a City of Cedar Park

website. Based on feedback from these efforts and council
direction, the realigned project was selected for the City and
the community. We have noted your remarks for the record.

3 2/21/2019 | Anonymous *Need access to pedestrian bridge, tunnel both sides of park to access Bell project without crossing very busy and dangerous 183. Thank you for your comments. Improvements along Park
-Would like path to Lakeline Park from project—maybe could use utility easement next to Methodist Church on W Park or Buttercup Creek. | Street and Lakeline Park improvements are not part of this
That would go right into Red Oak. project. We have noted your remarks for the record.

-At some point will need to add lanes to w Park. It is a busy cut through from Lakeline since w Park was improved. We are worried w Park
& 183 will be bottleneck.
-The third property on w Park - cemetery, holding pond property then home on maybe 4 acres could probably be purchased. A recently
widowed senior citizen lives there and says it's too much for her to maintain. That probably backs up to woods that will be part of park
area.
-Have heard of one of the first 2 streets on the right side of w Park from 183 will go through to Buttercup. If true, it should be done first to
alleviate traffic in construction zone on 183.
4 2/21/2019 | Anonymous Complaint: Inadequate analysis of PM 10 + PM 2.5. Increase due to highway immediately adjacent to neighborhood, removing existing Thank you for your comments. We have noted your remarks

buffer.

Complaint: Noise study not representative of initial conditions, setting a higher baseline. Study was performed at most defoliated time of
year.

Complaint: Loss of pedestrian access on East Side of 183. Study incorrectly claims no facility loss.

Complaint: All negative effects of the project are foisted on one neighborhood. Unjust.

Complaint: Mitigation inadequate.

Complaint: Park is supposed to be a major bicycle route in the city master plan.

Complaint: Community cohesion is broken. The east side of the city is perverted.

for the record.

Air: TxDOT and the City of Cedar Park appreciate the concerns
raised regarding air quality. Fortunately, however, the project
is not expected to create an air quality impact, such as an
exceedance of any applicable air quality standards (including
health-based National Ambient Air Quality Standards).

1. The area is currently in attainment or unclassifiable for
PM10 and PM 2.5. 2. EPA's conformity regulations only
recommend PM10 or PM2.5 hot-spot analyses if the area is
within a nonattainment or maintenance area for the
respective criteria pollutant. 3. Also, as a non-added capacity
project, it would likely fall into a category of projects that would
not be of air quality concern and, therefore, not expected to
create a hot-spot concern. 4. Dust suppression (i.e., PM10) is
built into TxDOT's construction specifications. 5. According to
TCEQ's Air Quality Successes website, PM2.5 monitored
emissions in Texas have been steadily improving over time. 6.
Based on modeling in TCEQ's Trends Report for Williamson
County specifically, PM2.5 is also expected to be lower in the
future than today even assuming an increase in VMT over the
same time period.

Noise: A noise study was performed in adherence to TxDOT's
2011 Guidelines for Analysis and Abatement of Roadway
Traffic Noise. Based on this study, the relative noise increase
from the realigned road does not increase more than 10
decibels nor does the noise approach, meet, or exceed the




Comments and Responses from Bell Blvd (US 183) Realignment Public Hearing and Comment Period

Event Date: February 21, 2019

Deadline to Submit Comments: March 9, 2019

traffic noise impact criteria as specified by TxDOT and FHWA,;
therefore, a wall is not warranted.

Loss of Pedestrian Access: TxDOT understands the comments
to address concern for loss of pedestrian access on the east
side of the realigned Bell Blvd. The northern portion of the
Bell Blvd. Realignment project would not include sidewalks
along the east side. TxDOT and the City of Cedar Park
determined that enhanced pedestrian access (via shared use
path) along the west side of the realignment and enhanced
signalized pedestrian crossings at Brushy Creek Road and
Park Street would be safer and more effective for pedestrians
accessing the corridor.

Negative Effects, Mitigation, Community Cohesion: The
reasonably foreseeable effects to the natural and human
environment have been presented in the draft Environmental
Assessment.

Park Street Bike Path: Bike path improvements along Park
Street are not included in this project. The profile of Park
Street within the project area (between the proposed Bell Blvd.
Realignment and the commercial access street to the west)
includes 4-5 feet of pavement to accommodate any future
bike lane dedication along Park Street.

5 2/21/2019 | Anonymous Re: Pedestrian, bicycle, and public transportation traffic. Thank you for your comments. We have noted your remarks
| appreciate the proposed improvements, but | was hoping to see separate pedestrian and bicycle paths, as Park is supposed to be a bike | for the record.
path connecting to Brushy Creek (or it would be nice to make it one and connect it with businesses). | also feel Bell is very lacking in Public Transportation: Public transportation improvements for
public transport options and as a newer resident in CP, | was surprised to learn there was no Park N Ride type setup anywhere for those park and ride, bus or rail are not included in this project.
who commute to Austin for work. My ask is to offer a two way bike path and a smaller sidewalk on the opposite side of Bell from the train | Pedestrian and Bicycle improvements: TxDOT and the City of
tracks to allow for bikes with trailers attached (I ride with a toddler hooked on back often), and to consider better/more public transport Cedar Park determined that enhanced pedestrian access (via
options along Bell such as a Park N Ride or hopefully eventually a train stop. | think the businesses along Bell would appreciate more foot | shared use path) along the west side of the realignment and
traffic with less parking that it could bring. Thank you. enhanced signalized pedestrian crossings at Brushy Creek
Road and Park Street would be safer and more effective for
pedestrians accessing the corridor. Additionally, TXDOT and
the City of Cedar Park determined that the shared use path
would provide enhanced bicycle improvements along the
corridor in comparison to the baseline conditions of a shoulder
adjacent to vehicle travel lanes.
6 2/21/2019 | Anonymous Re: Trash Along TXDOT Roads. Thank you for your comments. We have noted your remark for
Who will be responsible for trash removal along the roadway? the record.
(Reason for question: There is always a problem with trash along TXDOT roads in CP—Bell & places—and little seems to be done to Trash removal along the proposed alignment will be the
remediate this problem. We can’t get timely responses to this problem now. What will that mean for this new downtown area?) responsibility of the City of Cedar Park.
Thank you.
7 2/21/2019 | Yi, Tom My name is Tom Yi at Daylight Donuts. Consider having an open median to help businesses in the area. Also needed exit driveway same Thank you for your comments. We have noted your remarks

as my existing for my business (did sketch of Daylight Donuts and turn lane median). Thank you.

for the record.

Improved Safety Need/Purpose: A primary goal of the project
is to improve safety and mobility in the corridor. Placing raised
medians and reducing the number of driveways significantly
improves traffic flow and greatly reduces the number of
opportunities for vehicle conflicts. Property and business
access will be maintained by the contractor during
construction.




Comments and Responses from Bell Blvd (US 183) Realignment Public Hearing and Comment Period

Event Date: February 21, 2019

Deadline to Submit Comments: March 9, 2019

Second Driveway Added: The City of Cedar Park met with the
commenter and is proposing a second driveway at this
location. This will be presented to TxDOT during the 90%
submittal upcoming.

8 2/21/2019

Anonymous

1.) Highway is coming closer to my house. | am concerned with the additional noise.
2.) Traffic back up on Park.

Thank you for your comments. We have noted your remarks
for the record.

Noise: A noise study was performed in adherence to TxDOT's
2011 Guidelines for Analysis and Abatement of Roadway
Traffic Noise. Based on this study, the relative noise increase
from the realigned road does not increase more than 10
decibels nor does the noise approach, meet, or exceed the
traffic noise impact criteria as specified by TxDOT and FHWA,;
therefore, a wall is not warranted.

Traffic backing up into East Park Street and Train Conflicts: On
westbound Park Street, east of the proposed Bell Blvd.
Realignment, the improvements would include three lanes (a
dedicated left turn, dedicated straight, and dedicated right).
This in an improvement over the current conditions of two
lanes (dedicated left and straight/right). The design team
modeled the existing conditions and future conditions based
on traffic volumes from TxDOT and train frequencies from Cap
Metro. The improved conditions would improve throughput at
the intersection and not back traffic up into the neighborhood
more than current conditions.

9 2/21/2019

Anonymous

Comments 9 through 13 were recorded on a form layout. Each comment is summarized for the sections or topics that each commenter
choice to circle or highlight. The responses to the right address the topics raised by each commenter.

I am submitting public comment for the Public Meeting at the Rec Center at 6pm on Thursday, February 21. We are concerned the Cedar
Park City Council and TxDOT don’t realize how bad moving Bell Boulevard/US 183/to the edge of our neighborhood(s) would be for these
neighborhoods and our city. Please don’t “realign” Bell Boulevard (also known as US Highway 183) by moving the highway within ~100
feet from Park Place neighborhoods.

| am affected because:

| live here

| drive here

| care about the people who live here

| am specifically concerned about:

If this happens, 5 lanes of heavy duty highway rated roads will have to be constructed causing;:
Construction noise in the neighborhood and along 183

Construction dust in the neighborhood and along 183

Construction pollution in the neighborhood and along 183

Many construction road closures in the neighborhood and some for 183 drivers

If the 183 and Park intersection is moved onto Old 183 and Park, all that traffic will be idling/waiting/”stored” inside the neighborhood
for the traffic light:

Blocked intersections by Park Street vehicles waiting inside the neighborhood for the traffic light:

Increased neighborhood flooding issues

Noise from vehicles waiting on Park Street for the traffic light inside the neighborhood

Thank you for your comments. We have noted your remarks
for the record.

Noise: A noise study was performed in adherence to TxDOT's
2011 Guidelines for Analysis and Abatement of Roadway
Traffic Noise. Based on this study, the relative noise increase
from the realigned road does not increase more than 10
decibels nor does the noise approach, meet, or exceed the
traffic noise impact criteria as specified by TxDOT and FHWA,;
therefore, a wall is not warranted.

Traffic backing up into East Park Street and Train Conflicts: On
westbound Park Street, east of the proposed Bell Blvd.
Realignment, the improvements would include three lanes (a
dedicated left turn, dedicated straight, and dedicated right).
This in an improvement over the current conditions of two
lanes (dedicated left and straight/right). The design team
modeled the existing conditions and future conditions based
on traffic volumes from TxDOT and train frequencies from Cap
Metro. The improved conditions would improve throughput at
the intersection and not back traffic up into the neighborhood
more than current conditions.

Air: TxDOT and the City of Cedar Park appreciate the concerns
raised regarding air quality. Fortunately, however, the project
is not expected to create an air quality impact, such as an

3




Comments and Responses from Bell Blvd (US 183) Realignment Public Hearing and Comment Period

Event Date: February 21, 2019
Deadline to Submit Comments: March 9, 2019

Smog particulates, and ozone from vehicles idling while they’re inside the neighborhood

If the 183/Park intersection is moved, effects from 50,000+ vehicles a day of traffic won’t be blocked by the buildings (like Moonies),
trees, bushes, and distance that currently protects the neighborhood.

An unreasonable amount of 183 Highway pollution will reach the neighborhood

An unreasonable amount of 183 Highway noise will reach the neighborhood

An unreasonable amount of 183 Highway trash will be blown into the neighborhood

IF this senseless moving of 183 occurs, the entire area suffers because:

This is a waste of highway funds badly needed to add more non-toll roads, not move perfectly good ones.

Construction and eminent domain will kill local businesses.

Moving the intersection closer to the railroad crossing will increase the risk of accidents.

Park is designated as a major corridor for bike and walking but will become more dangerous if the Park and Bel Blvd intersection is
crammed up against the railroad tracks and the neighborhood.

Issues about the historical Cedar Park Cemetery which once extended to Old 183.

Parmer will also be under construction increasing area traffic during the planned construction.

The City has not adequately studied other solutions for Brushy Creek at Bell Blvd.

Safer alternative intersection types not adequately considered/studied.

exceedance of any applicable air quality standards (including
health-based National Ambient Air Quality Standards).

1. Although construction of the project is temporary and
transient, construction dust would be minimized through dust
suppression techniques (such as watering) that are built into
our construction specifications and contractors will have to
comply with all applicable construction permitting
requirements. 2. Since the area is currently in attainment or
unclassifiable for PM2.5 and because the project is not adding
capacity, a PM2.5 hot-spot is not expected. 3. Ozone is not
directly emitted from tailpipes but is formed in the atmosphere
from VOC and NOx combining on hot and sunny days;
therefore, is not expected to produce hot-spots near roadways.
4. The expected improvements in congestion may have an
overall beneficial effect on air quality. 5. According to TCEQ's
Air Quality Successes website, PM2.5 and ozone monitored
emissions in Texas have been steadily improving over time. 6.
Based on modeling in TCEQ's Trends Report for Williamson
County specifically, PM2.5, VOC, and NOx are also expected to
be lower in the future than today even assuming an increase
in VMT over the same time period.

Alternative Intersections such as Roundabouts: During initial
project development, the design team analyzed the use of
roundabout intersections at Brushy Creek Road and Park
Street. Based on the current traffic counts and the forecasted
traffic, the traffic volumes exceed the levels where roundabout
intersections are practicable.

Park Street Bike Path: Bike path improvements along Park
Street are not included in this project. The profile of Park
Street within the project area (between the proposed Bell Blvd.
Realignment and the commercial access street to the west)
includes 4-5 feet of pavement to accommodate any future
bike lane dedication along Park Street.

Trash removal along the proposed alignment will be the
responsibility of the City of Cedar Park.

10

2/21/2019

Ross, Michele

Comments 9 through 13 were recorded on a form layout. Each comment is summarized for the sections or topics that each commenter
choice to circle or highlight. The responses to the right address the topics raised by each commenter.

I am submitting public comment for the Public Meeting at the Rec Center at 6pm on Thursday, February 21. We are concerned the Cedar
Park City Council and TxDOT don’t realize how bad moving Bell Boulevard/US 183/to the edge of our neighborhood(s) would be for these
neighborhoods and our city. Please don’t “realign” Bell Boulevard (also known as US Highway 183) by moving the highway within ~100
feet from Park Place neighborhoods.

| am affected because:

| live here

| drive here

| care about the people who live here

Thank you for your comments. We have noted your remarks
for the record.

Air: TxDOT and the City of Cedar Park appreciate the concerns
raised regarding air quality. Fortunately, however, the project
is not expected to create an air quality impact, such as an
exceedance of any applicable air quality standards (including
health-based National Ambient Air Quality Standards).

1. Although construction of the project is temporary and
transient, construction dust would be minimized through dust
suppression techniques (such as watering) that are built into
our construction specifications and contractors will have to




Comments and Responses from Bell Blvd (US 183) Realignment Public Hearing and Comment Period

Event Date: February 21, 2019
Deadline to Submit Comments: March 9, 2019

| am specifically concerned about:

If this happens, 5 lanes of heavy duty highway rated roads will have to be constructed causing:
Construction noise in the neighborhood and along 183

If the 183 and Park intersection is moved onto Old 183 and Park, all that traffic will be idling/waiting/”stored” inside the neighborhood
for the traffic light:

Blocked intersections by Park Street vehicles waiting inside the neighborhood for the traffic light:

Increased neighborhood flooding issues

Noise from vehicles waiting on Park Street for the traffic light inside the neighborhood

Smog particulates, and ozone from vehicles idling while they’re inside the neighborhood

If the 183/Park intersection is moved, effects from 50,000+ vehicles a day of traffic won’t be blocked by the buildings (like Moonies),
trees, bushes, and distance that currently protects the neighborhood.

An unreasonable amount of 183 Highway pollution will reach the neighborhood

An unreasonable amount of 183 Highway noise will reach the neighborhood

IF this senseless moving of 183 occurs, the entire area suffers because:

Construction and eminent domain will Kill local businesses.

Park is designated as a major corridor for bike and walking but will become more dangerous if the Park and Bel Blvd intersection is
crammed up against the railroad tracks and the neighborhood.

comply with all applicable construction permitting
requirements. 2. Since the area is currently in attainment or
unclassifiable for PM2.5 and because the project is not adding
capacity, a PM2.5 hot-spot is not expected. 3. Ozone is not
directly emitted from tailpipes but is formed in the atmosphere
from VOC and NOx combining on hot and sunny days;
therefore, is not expected to produce hot-spots near roadways.
4. The expected improvements in congestion may have an
overall beneficial effect on air quality. 5. According to TCEQ's
Air Quality Successes website, PM2.5 and ozone monitored
emissions in Texas have been steadily improving over time. 6.
Based on modeling in TCEQ's Trends Report for Williamson
County specifically, PM2.5, VOC, and NOx are also expected to
be lower in the future than today even assuming an increase
in VMT over the same time period.

Noise: A noise study was performed in adherence to TxDOT's
2011 Guidelines for Analysis and Abatement of Roadway
Traffic Noise. Based on this study, the relative noise increase
from the realigned road does not increase more than 10
decibels nor does the noise approach, meet, or exceed the
traffic noise impact criteria as specified by TxDOT and FHWA,;
therefore, a wall is not warranted.

Traffic backing up into East Park Street and Train Conflicts: On
westbound Park Street, east of the proposed Bell Blvd.
Realignment, the improvements would include three lanes (a
dedicated left turn, dedicated straight, and dedicated right).
This in an improvement over the current conditions of two
lanes (dedicated left and straight/right). The design team
modeled the existing conditions and future conditions based
on traffic volumes from TxDOT and train frequencies from Cap
Metro. The improved conditions would improve throughput at
the intersection and not back traffic up into the neighborhood
more than current conditions.

Park Street Bike Path: Bike path improvements along Park
Street are not included in this project. The profile of Park
Street within the project area (between the proposed Bell Blvd.
Realignment and the commercial access street to the west)
includes 4-5 feet of pavement to accommodate any future
bike lane dedication along Park Street.

Trash removal along the proposed alignment will be the
responsibility of the City of Cedar Park.

11

2/21/2019

Anonymous

Comments 9 through 13 were recorded on a form layout. Each comment is summarized for the sections or topics that each commenter
choice to circle or highlight. The responses to the right address the topics raised by each commenter.

I am submitting public comment for the Public Meeting at the Rec Center at 6pm on Thursday, February 21. We are concerned the Cedar
Park City Council and TxDOT don’t realize how bad moving Bell Boulevard/US 183/to the edge of our neighborhood(s) would be for these

Thank you for your comments. We have noted your remarks
for the record.

Noise: A noise study was performed in adherence to TxDOT's
2011 Guidelines for Analysis and Abatement of Roadway
Traffic Noise. Based on this study, the relative noise increase




Comments and Responses from Bell Blvd (US 183) Realignment Public Hearing and Comment Period

Event Date: February 21, 2019
Deadline to Submit Comments: March 9, 2019

neighborhoods and our city. Please don’t “realign” Bell Boulevard (also known as US Highway 183) by moving the highway within ~100
feet from Park Place neighborhoods.

| am affected because:

| live here

| drive here

| care about the people who live here

| am specifically concerned about:

If this happens, 5 lanes of heavy duty highway rated roads will have to be constructed causing;:
Construction noise in the neighborhood and along 183

Construction dust in the neighborhood and along 183

Construction pollution in the neighborhood and along 183

Many construction road closures in the neighborhood and some for 183 drivers

If the 183 and Park intersection is moved onto Old 183 and Park, all that traffic will be idling/waiting/“stored” inside the neighborhood
for the traffic light:

Blocked intersections by Park Street vehicles waiting inside the neighborhood for the traffic light:

Increased neighborhood flooding issues

Noise from vehicles waiting on Park Street for the traffic light inside the neighborhood

Smog particulates, and ozone from vehicles idling while they’re inside the neighborhood

If the 183/Park intersection is moved, effects from 50,000+ vehicles a day of traffic won’t be blocked by the buildings (like Moonies),
trees, bushes, and distance that currently protects the neighborhood.

An unreasonable amount of 183 Highway pollution will reach the neighborhood

An unreasonable amount of 183 Highway noise will reach the neighborhood

An unreasonable amount of 183 Highway trash will be blown into the neighborhood

IF this senseless moving of 183 occurs, the entire area suffers because:

This is a waste of highway funds badly needed to add more non-toll roads, not move perfectly good ones.

Construction and eminent domain will kill local businesses.

Moving the intersection closer to the railroad crossing will increase the risk of accidents.

Park is designated as a major corridor for bike and walking but will become more dangerous if the Park and Bel Blvd intersection is
crammed up against the railroad tracks and the neighborhood.

Issues about the historical Cedar Park Cemetery which once extended to Old 183.

Parmer will also be under construction increasing area traffic during the planned construction.

The City has not adequately studied other solutions for Brushy Creek at Bell Blvd.

Safer alternative intersection types not adequately considered/studied.

from the realigned road does not increase more than 10
decibels nor does the noise approach, meet, or exceed the
traffic noise impact criteria as specified by TxDOT and FHWA,;
therefore, a wall is not warranted.

Air: TxDOT and the City of Cedar Park appreciate the concerns
raised regarding air quality. Fortunately, however, the project
is not expected to create an air quality impact, such as an
exceedance of any applicable air quality standards (including
health-based National Ambient Air Quality Standards).

1. Although construction of the project is temporary and
transient, construction dust would be minimized through dust
suppression techniques (such as watering) that are built into
our construction specifications and contractors will have to
comply with all applicable construction permitting
requirements. 2. Since the area is currently in attainment or
unclassifiable for PM2.5 and because the project is not adding
capacity, a PM2.5 hot-spot is not expected. 3. Ozone is not
directly emitted from tailpipes but is formed in the atmosphere
from VOC and NOx combining on hot and sunny days;
therefore, is not expected to produce hot-spots near roadways.
4. The expected improvements in congestion may have an
overall beneficial effect on air quality. 5. According to TCEQ's
Air Quality Successes website, PM2.5 and ozone monitored
emissions in Texas have been steadily improving over time. 6.
Based on modeling in TCEQ's Trends Report for Williamson
County specifically, PM2.5, VOC, and NOx are also expected to
be lower in the future than today even assuming an increase
in VMT over the same time period.

Traffic backing up into East Park Street and Train Conflicts: On
westbound Park Street, east of the proposed Bell Blvd.
Realignment, the improvements would include three lanes (a
dedicated left turn, dedicated straight, and dedicated right).
This in an improvement over the current conditions of two
lanes (dedicated left and straight/right). The design team
modeled the existing conditions and future conditions based
on traffic volumes from TxDOT and train frequencies from Cap
Metro. The improved conditions would improve throughput at
the intersection and not back traffic up into the neighborhood
more than current conditions.

Park Street Bike Path: Bike path improvements along Park
Street are not included in this project. The profile of Park
Street within the project area (between the proposed Bell Blvd.
Realignment and the commercial access street to the west)
includes 4-5 feet of pavement to accommodate any future
bike lane dedication along Park Street.

Trash removal along the proposed alignment will be the
responsibility of the City of Cedar Park.
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12

2/21/2019

AiCtis, Jemige

Comments 9 through 13 were recorded on a form layout. Each comment is summarized for the sections or topics that each commenter
choice to circle or highlight. The responses to the right address the topics raised by each commenter.

| am submitting public comment for the Public Meeting at the Rec Center at 6pm on Thursday, February 21. We are concerned the Cedar
Park City Council and TxDOT don’t realize how bad moving Bell Boulevard/US 183/to the edge of our neighborhood(s) would be for these
neighborhoods and our city. Please don’t “realign” Bell Boulevard (also known as US Highway 183) by moving the highway within ~100
feet from Park Place neighborhoods.

| am affected because:

| live here

| drive here

| care about the people who live here

| am specifically concerned about:

If this happens, 5 lanes of heavy duty highway rated roads will have to be constructed causing;:
Construction noise in the neighborhood and along 183

Construction dust in the neighborhood and along 183

Construction pollution in the neighborhood and along 183

Many construction road closures in the neighborhood and some for 183 drivers

If the 183 and Park intersection is moved onto Old 183 and Park, all that traffic will be idling/waiting/”stored” inside the neighborhood
for the traffic light:

Blocked intersections by Park Street vehicles waiting inside the neighborhood for the traffic light:

Increased neighborhood flooding issues

Noise from vehicles waiting on Park Street for the traffic light inside the neighborhood

Smog particulates, and ozone from vehicles idling while they’re inside the neighborhood

If the 183/Park intersection is moved, effects from 50,000+ vehicles a day of traffic won’t be blocked by the buildings (like Moonies),
trees, bushes, and distance that currently protects the neighborhood.

An unreasonable amount of 183 Highway pollution will reach the neighborhood

An unreasonable amount of 183 Highway noise will reach the neighborhood

An unreasonable amount of 183 Highway trash will be blown into the neighborhood

IF this senseless moving of 183 occurs, the entire area suffers because:

This is a waste of highway funds badly needed to add more non-toll roads, not move perfectly good ones.

Construction and eminent domain will kill local businesses.

Moving the intersection closer to the railroad crossing will increase the risk of accidents.

Park is designated as a major corridor for bike and walking but will become more dangerous if the Park and Bel Blvd intersection is
crammed up against the railroad tracks and the neighborhood.

Issues about the historical Cedar Park Cemetery which once extended to Old 183.

Parmer will also be under construction increasing area traffic during the planned construction.

The City has not adequately studied other solutions for Brushy Creek at Bell Blvd.

Safer alternative intersection types not adequately considered/studied.

Thank you for your comments. We have noted your remarks
for the record.

Air: TxDOT and the City of Cedar Park appreciate the concerns
raised regarding air quality. Fortunately, however, the project
is not expected to create an air quality impact, such as an
exceedance of any applicable air quality standards (including
health-based National Ambient Air Quality Standards).

1. Although construction of the project is temporary and
transient, construction dust would be minimized through dust
suppression techniques (such as watering) that are built into
our construction specifications and contractors will have to
comply with all applicable construction permitting
requirements. 2. Since the area is currently in attainment or
unclassifiable for PM2.5 and because the project is not adding
capacity, a PM2.5 hot-spot is not expected. 3. Ozone is not
directly emitted from tailpipes but is formed in the atmosphere
from VOC and NOx combining on hot and sunny days;
therefore, is not expected to produce hot-spots near roadways.
4. The expected improvements in congestion may have an
overall beneficial effect on air quality. 5. According to TCEQ's
Air Quality Successes website, PM2.5 and ozone monitored
emissions in Texas have been steadily improving over time. 6.
Based on modeling in TCEQ's Trends Report for Williamson
County specifically, PM2.5, VOC, and NOx are also expected to
be lower in the future than today even assuming an increase
in VMT over the same time period.

Traffic backing up into East Park Street and Train Conflicts: On
westbound Park Street, east of the proposed Bell Blvd.
Realignment, the improvements would include three lanes (a
dedicated left turn, dedicated straight, and dedicated right).
This in an improvement over the current conditions of two
lanes (dedicated left and straight/right). The design team
modeled the existing conditions and future conditions based
on traffic volumes from TxDOT and train frequencies from Cap
Metro. The improved conditions would improve throughput at
the intersection and not back traffic up into the neighborhood
more than current conditions.

Park Street Bike Path: Bike path improvements along Park
Street are not included in this project. The profile of Park
Street within the project area (between the proposed Bell Blvd.
Realignment and the commercial access street to the west)
includes 4-5 feet of pavement to accommodate any future
bike lane dedication along Park Street.

Trash removal along the proposed alignment will be the
responsibility of the City of Cedar Park.




Comments and Responses from Bell Blvd (US 183) Realignment Public Hearing and Comment Period
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Alternative Intersections such as Roundabouts: During initial
project development, the design team analyzed the use of
roundabout intersections at Brushy Creek Road and Park
Street. Based on the current traffic counts and the forecasted
traffic, the traffic volumes exceed the levels where roundabout
intersections are practicable.

13

2/21/2019

Bes, Jim &
Jeanine

Comments 9 through 13 were recorded on a form layout. Each comment is summarized for the sections or topics that each commenter
choice to circle or highlight. The responses to the right address the topics raised by each commenter.

I am submitting public comment for the Public Meeting at the Rec Center at 6pm on Thursday, February 21. We are concerned the Cedar
Park City Council and TxDOT don’t realize how bad moving Bell Boulevard/US 183/to the edge of our neighborhood(s) would be for these
neighborhoods and our city. Please don’t “realign” Bell Boulevard (also known as US Highway 183) by moving the highway within ~100
feet from Park Place neighborhoods.

| am affected because:

| live here

| drive here

| care about the people who live here

| am specifically concerned about:

If this happens, 5 lanes of heavy duty highway rated roads will have to be constructed causing;:
Construction noise in the neighborhood and along 183

Construction dust in the neighborhood and along 183

Construction pollution in the neighborhood and along 183

Many construction road closures in the neighborhood and some for 183 drivers

If the 183 and Park intersection is moved onto Old 183 and Park, all that traffic will be idling/waiting/”stored” inside the neighborhood
for the traffic light:

Blocked intersections by Park Street vehicles waiting inside the neighborhood for the traffic light:

Increased neighborhood flooding issues

Noise from vehicles waiting on Park Street for the traffic light inside the neighborhood

Smog particulates, and ozone from vehicles idling while they’re inside the neighborhood

If the 183/Park intersection is moved, effects from 50,000+ vehicles a day of traffic won’t be blocked by the buildings (like Moonies),
trees, bushes, and distance that currently protects the neighborhood.

An unreasonable amount of 183 Highway pollution will reach the neighborhood

An unreasonable amount of 183 Highway noise will reach the neighborhood

An unreasonable amount of 183 Highway trash will be blown into the neighborhood

IF this senseless moving of 183 occurs, the entire area suffers because:

Construction and eminent domain will kill local businesses.

Moving the intersection closer to the railroad crossing will increase the risk of accidents.

Park is designated as a major corridor for bike and walking but will become more dangerous if the Park and Bel Blvd intersection is
crammed up against the railroad tracks and the neighborhood.

Thank you for your comments. We have noted your remarks
for the record.

Air: TxDOT and the City of Cedar Park appreciate the concerns
raised regarding air quality. Fortunately, however, the project
is not expected to create an air quality impact, such as an
exceedance of any applicable air quality standards (including
health-based National Ambient Air Quality Standards).

1. Although construction of the project is temporary and
transient, construction dust would be minimized through dust
suppression techniques (such as watering) that are built into
our construction specifications and contractors will have to
comply with all applicable construction permitting
requirements. 2. Since the area is currently in attainment or
unclassifiable for PM2.5 and because the project is not adding
capacity, a PM2.5 hot-spot is not expected. 3. Ozone is not
directly emitted from tailpipes but is formed in the atmosphere
from VOC and NOx combining on hot and sunny days;
therefore, is not expected to produce hot-spots near roadways.
4. The expected improvements in congestion may have an
overall beneficial effect on air quality. 5. According to TCEQ's
Air Quality Successes website, PM2.5 and ozone monitored
emissions in Texas have been steadily improving over time. 6.
Based on modeling in TCEQ's Trends Report for Williamson
County specifically, PM2.5, VOC, and NOx are also expected to
be lower in the future than today even assuming an increase
in VMT over the same time period.

Traffic backing up into East Park Street and Train Conflicts: On
westbound Park Street, east of the proposed Bell Blvd.
Realignment, the improvements would include three lanes (a
dedicated left turn, dedicated straight, and dedicated right).
This in an improvement over the current conditions of two
lanes (dedicated left and straight/right). The design team
modeled the existing conditions and future conditions based
on traffic volumes from TxDOT and train frequencies from Cap
Metro. The improved conditions would improve throughput at
the intersection and not back traffic up into the neighborhood
more than current conditions.

Park Street Bike Path: Bike path improvements along Park
Street are not included in this project. The profile of Park
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Street within the project area (between the proposed Bell Blvd.
Realignment and the commercial access street to the west)
includes 4-5 feet of pavement to accommodate any future
bike lane dedication along Park Street.

Trash removal along the proposed alignment will be the
responsibility of the City of Cedar Park.

Alternative Intersections such as Roundabouts: During initial
project development, the design team analyzed the use of
roundabout intersections at Brushy Creek Road and Park
Street. Based on the current traffic counts and the forecasted
traffic, the traffic volumes exceed the levels where roundabout
intersections are practicable.

by Cedar Park between Brushy Creek/Buttercup and Cedar Park.

Since highways 183 and 183A are the main north-south corridors through Cedar Park, it would seem that with Leander growing rapidly
and the new Cedar Park Mall that traffic flow and safety would be a priority. The Cedar Park Bell/183 plan for the 0.819 mile section has
a major flaw to that purpose. Moving the highway next to the railroad will cause a continuous interaction with the railroad and the railroad
will control the interaction. Capital Metro has already announced that it is enlarging the Lakeline and Leander stations to increase the
commuter train traffic to every fifteen minutes during peak periods and that relates to rush hour traffic. They are also planning on running
trains five minutes apart in the same direction. Then freight trains run whenever and the East Park intersection will be blocked each time

14 2/21/2019 | Schuette, The Bell Boulevard realignment is going to cause my street, Kings Canyon Drive in Park Thank you for your comments. We have noted your remarks
Phyllis Place 2, to experience backups and blocked streets. Traffic on Park Street has significantly for the record.
increased since the opening of 183-A. The plan to make Park Street a bicycle thoroughfare Air: TxXDOT and the City of Cedar Park appreciate the concerns
will endanger cyclists and again, will cause backups on our streets. raised regarding air quality. Fortunately, however, the project
Moving Bell Boulevard will also cause the noise and pollution from the road/traffic to travel is not expected to create an air quality impact, such as an
directly into the neighborhood, with our street taking the brunt of it. This is not acceptable. exceedance of any applicable air quality standards (including
The noise and pollution have the potential to harm us physically and mentally. The sirens are health-based National Ambient Air Quality Standards).
already close enough as it is.
In addition, placing a wall between the new road and the railroad track will further cause more 1. The area is currently in attainment or unclassifiable for all
noise to enter our neighborhood. A high wall should be placed on the property lines of the NAAQS, including: ozone, CO, PM10, and PM2.5. 2. MSAT are
houses that back up to the train track, regardless of whether the realignment occurs or not. anticipated to continue a declining trend over time, even with
Moving the highway is an expensive waste of our tax dollars in another attempt at "economic anticipated increases in VMT over the same time period. 3.
redevelopment" (think Cedar Park Town Center). The expected improvements in congestion may have an
There are many families who have lived in our neighborhood for 20+ years. We all knew overall beneficial effect on air quality. 4. According to TCEQ's
about the train track when we bought our homes, but this development will cause us additional Air Quality Successes website, PM2.5 and ozone monitored
problems and they need to be taken into account. We should not have to take the brunt of the emissions in Texas have been steadily improving over time. 5.
change that we do not choose to have. Based on modeling in TCEQ's Trends Report for Williamson
County specifically, PM2.5, VOC, and NOx are also expected to
be lower in the future than today even assuming an increase
in VMT over the same time period
Noise: A noise study was performed in adherence to TxDOT's
2011 Guidelines for Analysis and Abatement of Roadway
Traffic Noise. Based on this study, the relative noise increase
from the realigned road does not increase more than 10
decibels nor does the noise approach, meet, or exceed the
traffic noise impact criteria as specified by TxDOT and FHWA,;
therefore, a wall is not warranted.
15 2/21/2019 | Metz, Lea | am writing to address the Bell Boulevard Realignment or moving the section of highway back to where it was moved from as proposed Thank you for your comments. We have noted your remarks

for the record.

Traffic backing up into East Park Street and Train Conflicts: On
westbound Park Street, east of the proposed Bell Blvd.
Realignment, the improvements would include three lanes (a
dedicated left turn, dedicated straight, and dedicated right).
This in an improvement over the current conditions of two

9
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if 183 is moved. Every time a train crosses the Park intersection the traffic- lights will have to change to clear the tracks and that alters
traffic in all directions. Which means that left and right turn lanes along with Park Street are stalled until the light sequence gets back to
them, in order to give priority to 183 traffic and not affect the lights from

1431 to Avery Creek and that will back up East Park even longer. Which will result in traffic detouring north or south on Blue Ridge
Parkway (residential) to avoid the East Park/183 intersection. The Cedar Park has stated that they will make a right and left turn lane on
East Park but this does nothing if the light is red or the train barrier is down.

The intersection at Buttercup, Bushy Creek, and old 183 can be fixed with sighs and a barrier on the left lane before Bushy Creek. Dead
ending old 183 should not be a problem as that is what the city plans to do with the current 183. (See included diagram)

| believe that 183 was moved originally to avoid the problems with the railroad and for safety. If put back, | hope the state is prepared to
spend more tax money on law suits resulting from wrecks, deaths and other problems at the East Park intersection.

Moving 183 was never voted on in the 2015 bond, only that money could be used to improve it and other roadways. Not moving 183 will
not affect the city’s new mall, but will affect 183 traffic, make a

dangerous rail crossing, and deteriorate the living conditions of the residential areas on the east as well as making egress into and out of
the neighborhood a royal headache and almost impossible during peak hours.

lanes (dedicated left and straight/right). The design team
modeled the existing conditions and future conditions based
on traffic volumes from TxDOT and train frequencies from Cap
Metro. The improved conditions would improve throughput at
the intersection and not back traffic up into the neighborhood
more than current conditions.

16

2/21/2019

Ferris, William

Numerous times my wife and | have voiced our concerns regarding this Bell Boulevard Realignment Project, and how this plan will affect
not only negative environmental changes, such as air pollution to nearby Park Place Subdivision, but also increased noise pollution. We
have stated many times that the City of Cedar Park and the Texas Department of Transportation's combined noise study stating that
traffic noise estimated by a "model" from the City would generate only 67 decibels, with an allowable maximum of up to 77 decibels. With
my personal sound meter, | have measured traffic noise to be as high as 77(A) to as high as 85(A) decibels, and with the proposed Bell
Boulevard Realignment, the traffic noise could only increase the decibel level considerably above 77(A) decibels. Moving Highway 183
(Bell Boulevard) to within 100 feet of our backyard would increase the noise level to beyond

acceptable levels.

Another issue that my wife and | have with this realignment, is compounding the increasing traffic noise with various new businesses near
Park Place, such as bars, clubs, and loud inside/outside music venues just to name a few. All

of these issues will have a direct negative impact to our property value; that is, a much lower property value because of increased noise
levels, and the peace of mind of those of us who live on Kings Canyon Drive, as well as houses

adjacent to Kings Canyon Drive.

| have asked several times to see the noise study created by the City of Cedar Park, and the communications between the City of Cedar
Park and the Texas Department of transportation regarding the noise pollution environmental

impact that resulted in TXDOT's statement to the City of Cedar Park, that a sound barrier was not needed along the rear property lines of
houses where the back yards would only be within 100 feet from the proposed Bell Boulevard

Realignment Project; to wit: Kings Canyon Drive. After my first request for the above stated information, the City of Cedar Park then sent a
letter to the Office of the Texas Attorney General, requesting that the information that | was

inquiring about, be protected from being released to the public. As of this date, | still have not received my requested information, which
leads me to believe, and do believe, that the City of Cedar Park does not want the citizens of

Cedar Park, especially residents of Park Place Subdivision, to know of the communications between the City of Cedar Park, and the Texas
Department of Transportation, as it relates to the so-called sound study that yielded the

decision not to put up a viable sound barrier.

In the public meeting on February 21, 2019, my wife and | were advised by a City Council Member, that some of the people had voiced
their concern about animals being trapped if a solid sound barrier was erected along the rear

residential property lines. My response to this line of thinking is, if animals get in between a solid sound barrier and the railroad tracks,
doesn't it stand to reason they can get out; if no other way than to go back to where they got in?

Is this really a valid reason for not having a sound barrier for the residents along Kings Canyon Drive? | think not!

Since this email will be part of the record for the Bell Boulevard Realignment Project, | will state once again, that | have yet to receive any
documents to my original request (FOIA); i.e., sound studies submitted to TXDOT by the

City of Cedar Park, as well as all written supporting documents, notes, and other written materials relating to the Bell Boulevard
Realignment Project Sound Studies. These documents should include, but not be limited to the

following:

> The Draft Noise Study submitted to TXDOT - October 16, 2017.

> TXDOT provided comments on Draft Noise Study - November 7, 2017.

> Revised Draft Noise Study submitted to TXDOT to address comments - November 13, 2017.

> TXDOT concurred with Noise Study conclusion that no abatement measures are warranted - November 22, 2017.

Thank you for your comments. We have noted your remarks
for the record.

Air: TxDOT and the City of Cedar Park appreciate the concerns
raised regarding air quality. Fortunately, however, the project
is not expected to create an air quality impact, such as an
exceedance of any applicable air quality standards (including
health-based National Ambient Air Quality Standards).

1. The area is currently in attainment or unclassifiable for all
NAAQS, including: ozone, CO, PM10, and PM2.5. 2. MSAT are
anticipated to continue a declining trend over time, even with
anticipated increases in VMT over the same time period. 3.
The expected improvements in congestion may have an
overall beneficial effect on air quality. 4. According to TCEQ's
Air Quality Successes website, PM2.5 and ozone monitored
emissions in Texas have been steadily improving over time. 5.
Based on modeling in TCEQ's Trends Report for Williamson
County specifically, PM2.5, VOC, and NOx are also expected to
be lower in the future than today even assuming an increase
in VMT over the same time period

Noise: A noise study was performed in adherence to TxDOT's
2011 Guidelines for Analysis and Abatement of Roadway
Traffic Noise. Based on this study, the relative noise increase
from the realigned road does not increase more than 10
decibels nor does the noise approach, meet, or exceed the
traffic noise impact criteria as specified by TxDOT and FHWA,;
therefore, a wall is not warranted.

The draft noise study technical report was available for public
review at the Public Hearing and for the remainder of the
public comment period at the City of Cedar Park offices. The
draft Environmental Assessment was available for download
from the City of Cedar Park and TxDOT’s websites and
available at the public hearing and for the remainder of the
public comment period at the City of Cedar Park offices.

10
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In conclusion, moving Highway 183 (Bell Boulevard) to within 100 feet of residential property lines serves no legitimate purpose, other
than to significantly increased noise pollution, significantly increased air pollution, and
significantly lower property values to homeowners along Kings Canyon Drive, and other nearby residential properties.

Traffic backing up into East Park Street and Train Conflicts: On
westbound Park Street, east of the proposed Bell Blvd.
Realignment, the improvements would include three lanes (a
dedicated left turn, dedicated straight, and dedicated right).
This in an improvement over the current conditions of two
lanes (dedicated left and straight/right). The design team
modeled the existing conditions and future conditions based
on traffic volumes from TxDOT and train frequencies from Cap
Metro. The improved conditions would improve throughput at
the intersection and not back traffic up into the neighborhood
more than current conditions.

17

2/21/2019

Tom

While the project states it is being done in large part for safety reasons, there was no study or proper consideration of inherently safer
intersection designs such as roundabouts.

Conventional intersections have about ten times the fatality rate of equivalent roundabouts - and fatality wrecks are a major problem
along US183/Bell Boulevard.

If the project is truly has safety in mind, we need grade separation for pedestrians and cyclists crossing, and inherently safer intersection
design for the motorized vehicles.

Thank you for your comments. We have noted your remarks
for the record.

Roundabouts: During initial project development, the design
team analyzed the use of roundabout intersections at Brushy
Creek Road and Park Street. Based on the current traffic
counts and the forecasted traffic, the traffic volumes exceed
the levels where roundabout intersections are practicable.

Pedestrian Bridge or Tunnel: During initial project
development, the design team analyzed whether a pedestrian
bridge or tunnel was warranted. At that time, the design team
determined that: 1) maintaining the crosswalk at the west Bell
Blvd. commercial access cul-de-sac, 2) improvements to the
crosswalks at Brushy Creek and Realigned Bell Blvd, creating
a pedestrian crossing at the railroad tracks and sidewalk
along the north side of East Park Street (where none exist
currently) would provide sufficient pedestrian improvements
for the corridor. All the proposed new and maintained
pedestrian facilities will be ADA compliant.

18

2/21/2019

West, James

This proposal is not rational thinking on anyone's part! | hate to think of the traffic problems such action will cause this neighborhood.
Come for a short drive on Park Street and N. and S. Kings Canyon and think about the damage lurking around the bend. Traffic
congestion - noise -pollution and crowed routes in and out of our home streets.

One heck of a mess as | see it. Maybe it won't be too awful bad if a new super duper noise reduction fence about twenty feet high is
installed behind my home and other houses on N. and S. Kings Canyon Drive to help with traffic noise from the trains and

new highway noise. And the cost? Not worth the money, in my opinion.

Thank you for your comments. We have noted your remarks
for the record.

Traffic backing up into East Park Street and Train Conflicts: On
westbound Park Street, east of the proposed Bell Blvd.
Realignment, the improvements would include three lanes (a
dedicated left turn, dedicated straight, and dedicated right).
This in an improvement over the current conditions of two
lanes (dedicated left and straight/right). The design team
modeled the existing conditions and future conditions based
on traffic volumes from TxDOT and train frequencies from Cap
Metro. The improved conditions would improve throughput at
the intersection and not back traffic up into the neighborhood
more than current conditions.

Noise: A noise study was performed in adherence to TxDOT's
2011 Guidelines for Analysis and Abatement of Roadway
Traffic Noise. Based on this study, the relative noise increase
from the realigned road does not increase more than 10
decibels nor does the noise approach, meet, or exceed the
traffic noise impact criteria as specified by TxDOT and FHWA,;
therefore, a wall is not warranted.
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19

2/21/2019

Adams, M

Reason for Contact: Customer Service

Complaint: No

Comment: Other concerned citizens comments:

Just some final thoughts from a tax-paying Cedar Park on Kings Canyon resident:

1. Does this really create more benefit than additional tax dollars in the city's coffers? We don't think so. It appears to be an opportunity
for the development of real estate in an attempt to generate revenue from properties that

Thank you for your comments. We have noted your remarks
for the record.

20

2/21/2019

Adams, M

Reason for Contact: Customer Service

Complaint: No

Comment: Other concerned citizens comments:

2. Why move traffic and its noise closer to the residential area? Early morning walks in the Park Place Park at the north end of Kings
Canyon should be a enter-at-your-own-risk endeavor on days with calm wind as the smog from Bell floats East across the park. It tends to
hang there until the winds pick up around

Thank you for your comments. We have noted your remarks
for the record.

Noise: A noise study was performed in adherence to TxDOT's
2011 Guidelines for Analysis and Abatement of Roadway
Traffic Noise. Based on this study, the relative noise increase
from the realigned road does not increase more than 10
decibels nor does the noise approach, meet, or exceed the
traffic noise impact criteria as specified by TxDOT and FHWA,;
therefore, a wall is not warranted.

Air: TxDOT and the City of Cedar Park appreciate the concerns
raised regarding air quality. Fortunately, however, the project
is not expected to create an air quality impact, such as an
exceedance of any applicable air quality standards (including
health-based National Ambient Air Quality Standards).

1. The area is currently in attainment or unclassifiable for all
NAAQS, including: ozone, CO, PM10, and PM2.5. 2. MSAT are
anticipated to continue a declining trend over time, even with
anticipated increases in VMT over the same time period. 3.
The expected improvements in congestion may have an
overall beneficial effect on air quality. 4. According to TCEQ's
Air Quality Successes website, PM2.5 and ozone monitored
emissions in Texas have been steadily improving over time. 5.
Based on modeling in TCEQ's Trends Report for Williamson
County specifically, PM2.5, VOC, and NOx are also expected to
be lower in the future than today even assuming an increase
in VMT over the same time period.

21

2/21/2019

Adams, M

Reason for Contact: Customer Service

Complaint: No

Comment: Other concerned citizens comments:

10:00 AM. We don't care to have that traffic any closer to our homes. Does anyone pushing this unnecessary project live on this side of
the tracks?

3. What kind of mess will be at the Bell and Park intersection near the railroad? Many of us believe that this will be the danger zone
created by the realignment.

Thank you for your comments. We have noted your remarks
for the record.

Traffic backing up into East Park Street and Train Conflicts: On
westbound Park Street, east of the proposed Bell Blvd.
Realignment, the improvements would include three lanes (a
dedicated left turn, dedicated straight, and dedicated right).
This in an improvement over the current conditions of two
lanes (dedicated left and straight/right). The design team
modeled the existing conditions and future conditions based
on traffic volumes from TxDOT and train frequencies from Cap
Metro. The improved conditions would improve throughput at
the intersection and not back traffic up into the neighborhood
more than current conditions.

12
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Complaint: No
Comment: 7. CapMetro is and plans to continue ramping up railroad traffic. Moving the 183/Park Intersection next to the railroad
crossing need proper safety review!

22 2/21/2019 Adams, M Reason for Contact: Customer Service Pedestrian safety will be addressed with an at-grade crosswalk
Complaint: No and signal on the north side of the Park Street and Bell Blvd
Comment: blocked cross-streets. This is trouble for Park Place residents AND for everyone who uses on East Park Street! intersection. A ten-foot shared use path will be installed on
4. Concentrating traffic inside the neighborhood will increased traffic congestion on Park which will discourage pedestrian and bicycle the west side of the realigned road. In addition, the sidewalks
traffic along this major bike corridor as well as increase the risk of wrecks and injury! on existing Bell Blvd will remain until the area redevelops to
provide additional accommodations for pedestrians and
bicycles.
23 2/21/2019 Adams, M Reason for Contact: Customer Service Thank you for your comments. We have noted your remarks
Complaint: No for the record.
Comment: [Prop 1 was for "Streets and Roads: Potential road projects may include but are not limited ."] This plan is not for safety or
mobility. It was "to create an economically vibrant corridor to energize the greater Cedar Park region, while generating a return on
investments for the City and private businesses."
Thank you
24 2/21/2019 Adams, M Reason for Contact: Customer Service Thank you for your comments. We have noted your remarks
Complaint: No for the record.
Comment: Other concerned citizens comments:
You'll have a bottle neck beyond comprehension. Again, does anyone who is fostering this waste of money live in the proximity of the Bell
and Park intersections?
We spoken to several business folks that will be shut down by this. They aren't happy with it and us regular residents aren't either. Our
real estate [sic]
25 2/21/2019 Adams, M Reason for Contact: Customer Service Thank you for your comments. We have noted your remarks
Complaint: No for the record.
Comment: Other concerned citizens comments:
don't compete with Whitestone Blvd. It has been said that safety is a big concern for the area - smoke screen. There are few instances of
traffic-related incidents along the strip from Discovery south to Cypress Creek. Using that excuse is likened to censorship vs.
responsibility. Be a responsible driver.
26 2/21/2019 Adams, M Reason for Contact: Customer Service Thank you for your comments. We have noted your remarks
Complaint: No for the record.
Comment: 6. Moving the highway is an expensive waste of tax money that the TxDOT Induced Growth Technical Report states will NOT
add capacity nor substantially increase access or mobility in the project area! In fact, it will reduce pedestrian and bicyclists access by Loss of Pedestrian Access: TxDOT understands the comments
removing the 183 eastern sidewalk! to address concern for loss of pedestrian access on the east
side of the realigned Bell Blvd. The northern portion of the
Bell Blvd. Realignment project would not include sidewalks
along the east side. TxDOT and the City of Cedar Park
determined that enhanced pedestrian access (via shared use
path) along the west side of the realighment and enhanced
signalized pedestrian crossings at Brushy Creek Road and
Park Street would be safer and more effective for pedestrians
accessing the corridor.
Added Capacity: The Bell Boulevard Realignment would not
add capacity because the total number of lanes for the
through road (four lanes with left turn lane) and the secondary
road (two lanes) would remain the same.
27 2/21/2019 Adams, M Reason for Contact: Customer Service Thank you for your comments. We have noted your remarks

for the record.
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8. DBB has not been properly presented to the public; instead relying on business meetings, push polls, hiding the existing homes from
the pretty pictures, and combined bonds!

28

2/21/2019

Adams, M

Reason for Contact: Customer Service

Complaint: No

Comment: The US183/Bell Boulevard Realignment needs to be canceled!

1. The ramifications to Park Street and the Park Place neighborhood were not a part of this study despite its critical location!
2. Park Place resident concerns have not been inadequately addressed!

Thank you for your comments. We have noted your remarks
for the record.

Traffic backing up into East Park Street and Train Conflicts: On
westbound Park Street, east of the proposed Bell Blvd.
Realignment, the improvements would include three lanes (a
dedicated left turn, dedicated straight, and dedicated right).
This in an improvement over the current conditions of two
lanes (dedicated left and straight/right). The design team
modeled the existing conditions and future conditions based
on traffic volumes from TxDOT and train frequencies from Cap
Metro. The improved conditions would improve throughput at
the intersection and not back traffic up into the neighborhood
more than current conditions.

29

2/21/2019

Adams, M

Reason for Contact: Customer Service

Complaint: No

Comment: 3. The proposed project WILL affect access by removing Old 183's southern and 2 northern termini onto Bell
Boulevard/current US183. Removing Old 183 will concentration the traffic which normally spreads out beyond the neighborhood into the
new Park/Bell Boulevard intersection and inside Park Place neighborhood; leading to backups and blocked cross

Thank you for your comments. We have noted your remarks
for the record.

Traffic backing up into East Park Street and Train Conflicts: On
westbound Park Street, east of the proposed Bell Blvd.
Realignment, the improvements would include three lanes (a
dedicated left turn, dedicated straight, and dedicated right).
This in an improvement over the current conditions of two
lanes (dedicated left and straight/right). The design team
modeled the existing conditions and future conditions based
on traffic volumes from TxDOT and train frequencies from Cap
Metro. The improved conditions would improve throughput at
the intersection and not back traffic up into the neighborhood
more than current conditions.

30

2/21/2019

Adams, M

Reason for Contact: Customer Service

Complaint: No

Comment: Other US183/Bell Blvd Project citizens' concerns include large cost, doesn't increase capacity or mobility, lots of increased
congestion on East Park, CapMetro RR intersection risks, increased pedestrian and bike risks, noise and air pollution for nearby
residents, this project just an economic development project.

Thank you for your comments. We have noted your remarks
for the record.

Traffic backing up into East Park Street and Train Conflicts: On
westbound Park Street, east of the proposed Bell Blvd.
Realignment, the improvements would include three lanes (a
dedicated left turn, dedicated straight, and dedicated right).
This in an improvement over the current conditions of two
lanes (dedicated left and straight/right). The design team
modeled the existing conditions and future conditions based
on traffic volumes from TxDOT and train frequencies from Cap
Metro. The improved conditions would improve throughput at
the intersection and not back traffic up into the neighborhood
more than current conditions.

Noise: A noise study was performed in adherence to TxDOT's
2011 Guidelines for Analysis and Abatement of Roadway
Traffic Noise. Based on this study, the relative noise increase
from the realigned road does not increase more than 10
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decibels nor does the noise approach, meet, or exceed the
traffic noise impact criteria as specified by TxDOT and FHWA,;
therefore, a wall is not warranted.

Air: TxDOT and the City of Cedar Park appreciate the concerns
raised regarding air quality. Fortunately, however, the project
is not expected to create an air quality impact, such as an
exceedance of any applicable air quality standards (including
health-based National Ambient Air Quality Standards).

1. The area is currently in attainment or unclassifiable for all
NAAQS, including: ozone, CO, PM10, and PM2.5. 2. MSAT are
anticipated to continue a declining trend over time, even with
anticipated increases in VMT over the same time period. 3.
The expected improvements in congestion may have an
overall beneficial effect on air quality. 4. According to TCEQ's
Air Quality Successes website, PM2.5 and ozone monitored
emissions in Texas have been steadily improving over time. 5.
Based on modeling in TCEQ's Trends Report for Williamson
County specifically, PM2.5, VOC, and NOx are also expected to
be lower in the future than today even assuming an increase
in VMT over the same time period.

Loss of Pedestrian Access: TxDOT understands the comments
to address concern for loss of pedestrian access on the east
side of the realigned Bell Blvd. The northern portion of the
Bell Blvd. Realignment project would not include sidewalks
along the east side. TxDOT and the City of Cedar Park
determined that enhanced pedestrian access (via shared use
path) along the west side of the realignment and enhanced
signalized pedestrian crossings at Brushy Creek Road and
Park Street would be safer and more effective for pedestrians
accessing the corridor.

| don't want this at all, the traffic is already bad just trying to get in and out of the
neighborhoods and this will only make it worse also adding more air pollution and crime rates
in our neighborhoods will go up. No Thank you!

31 2/21/2019 Adams, M Reason for Contact: Customer Service Thank you for your comments. We have noted your remarks
Complaint: No for the record.
Comment: Other concerned citizens comments:
taxes are too high now. Will this increase it to the point of creating a major gentrification effect here like that experienced in Austin?
There needs to be a fiscal realignment in Cedar Park rather than a tax dollar squandering street realignment.
Please hear us.
Sincerely,
Kings Canyon Resident
32 2/21/2019 Popovic, Gloria | | am a resident around the area that the realignment will take place and | am not happy with it, Thank you for your comments. We have noted your remarks

for the record.

Traffic backing up into East Park Street and Train Conflicts: On
westbound Park Street, east of the proposed Bell Blvd.
Realignment, the improvements would include three lanes (a
dedicated left turn, dedicated straight, and dedicated right).
This in an improvement over the current conditions of two
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lanes (dedicated left and straight/right). The design team
modeled the existing conditions and future conditions based
on traffic volumes from TxDOT and train frequencies from Cap
Metro. The improved conditions would improve throughput at
the intersection and not back traffic up into the neighborhood
more than current conditions.

Air: TxDOT and the City of Cedar Park appreciate the concerns
raised regarding air quality. Fortunately, however, the project
is not expected to create an air quality impact, such as an
exceedance of any applicable air quality standards (including
health-based National Ambient Air Quality Standards).

1. The area is currently in attainment or unclassifiable for all
NAAQS, including: ozone, CO, PM10, and PM2.5. 2. MSAT are
anticipated to continue a declining trend over time, even with
anticipated increases in VMT over the same time period. 3.
The expected improvements in congestion may have an
overall beneficial effect on air quality. 4. According to TCEQ's
Air Quality Successes website, PM2.5 and ozone monitored
emissions in Texas have been steadily improving over time. 5.
Based on modeling in TCEQ's Trends Report for Williamson
County specifically, PM2.5, VOC, and NOx are also expected to
be lower in the future than today even assuming an increase
in VMT over the same time period.

33

2/21/2019

Popovic, Gloria

| am a resident of the realignment of Bell Blvd. of Cedar Park, Texas. | am not happy with this realignment, | feel that it would increase the
traffic for all the neighbor hoods which is already hard to get in and out of plus there would be more traffic and also increase air pollution
in this area, not to say it will increase crime rate. Please do not go forward with this project, it is not wanted. This project will only make
things worse.

Thank you

Thank you for your comments. We have noted your remarks
for the record.

Traffic backing up into East Park Street and Train Conflicts: On
westbound Park Street, east of the proposed Bell Blvd.
Realignment, the improvements would include three lanes (a
dedicated left turn, dedicated straight, and dedicated right).
This in an improvement over the current conditions of two
lanes (dedicated left and straight/right). The design team
modeled the existing conditions and future conditions based
on traffic volumes from TxDOT and train frequencies from Cap
Metro. The improved conditions would improve throughput at
the intersection and not back traffic up into the neighborhood
more than current conditions.

Air: TxDOT and the City of Cedar Park appreciate the concerns
raised regarding air quality. Fortunately, however, the project
is not expected to create an air quality impact, such as an
exceedance of any applicable air quality standards (including
health-based National Ambient Air Quality Standards).

1. The area is currently in attainment or unclassifiable for all
NAAQS, including: ozone, CO, PM10, and PM2.5. 2. MSAT are
anticipated to continue a declining trend over time, even with
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anticipated increases in VMT over the same time period. 3.
The expected improvements in congestion may have an
overall beneficial effect on air quality. 4. According to TCEQ's
Air Quality Successes website, PM2.5 and ozone monitored
emissions in Texas have been steadily improving over time. 5.
Based on modeling in TCEQ's Trends Report for Williamson
County specifically, PM2.5, VOC, and NOx are also expected to
be lower in the future than today even assuming an increase
in VMT over the same time period.

34

2/21/2019

Tom

| am writing in opposition of the project to move a portion of US183 in Cedar Park, located in the general vicinity of Park Street.

The project is a waste of taxpayer money and will degrade the properties and life of many Cedar Park residents.

The money would be far better spent completing frontage roads along 183A per the original TxDOT plans.

| have listed a selection of the many flaws below. This list may be long, but it is not exhaustive. Please consider each a separate public
comment/complaint to be addressed:

The project does not significantly increase capacity.

The project does not significantly increase mobility.

The project is far more costly than improving the existing US183.

The project will cause congestion on East Park street (see next).

The project will cause major backups on East Park Street, specifically cars waiting to get onto US183 and will block cross streets along
East Park Street. The project will eliminate storage for 16-18 cars which can currently wait between

US183 and the railroad tracks, and eliminate multiple other exits (Old 183) which are currently heavily used to reduce the congestion
bottleneck at the US183/Park intersection.

There has has been no comprehensive study of the effects this project will have on traffic patterns on East Park Street and its cross
streets.

There is grossly inadequate planning to manage the expected traffic backup onto East Park Street.

Consultant study results and projections for intersection throughput on

US183 available to the public did not contain adequate detail of methodology and left out key items such as the above loss of storage
and alternative routes and the planned increase in train traffic.

Placing a major highway intersection directly adjacent to a railroad crossing instead of a block away increases risk of car/train involved
wrecks.

There is no inclusion of appropriate improvements for the Park Street corridor as a major bicycle route, per the Cedar Park Master Plan.
Plans for pedestrian and bicycle crossing of US183 is grossly inadequate. We need a properly designed, grade separated crossing -
specifically a tunnel. There are already large culverts nearby going under US183, a slightly larger culvert

designed for pedestrians and bicycles would prevent residents to the East from being cut off.

There is a disproportionate impact on the residents East of the proposed project, including the disabled.

The current US183 relocation project documents incorrectly state there are no nearby disabled which will be affected.

There will also be a disproportionate impact on those of Native American descent. The most impacted area (Park Place neighborhood)
has a higher percentage of residents with Native American ancestry than the city as a whole. | have

spoken with two of them, and they do not wish to be identified in any government documents due to historical precedent.

The project is eliminating existing public facilities: Specifically, the pedestrian sidewalk along the East side of US183. The plan will have
no sidewalk on the East side of US183, and therefore those residents East of the proposed project

will lose access.

The proposed US183 relocation disproportionately places the vast majority of negative effects on one section of residents.

The Destination Bell Boulevard project/"Bell Boulevard District Project"

(DBB) studies and plan specifically excluded considering effects on residents and residential properties.

Noise pollution will be increased for many residents, no significant mitigation is planned. Existing mitigation (buildings, vegetation,
distance) will be drastically reduced or eliminated. We need properly designed, deeply textured, angled and vegetated sound walls along
the East side of the railroad tracks to block and disperse the noise from DBB, the current trains and

the planned increase in trains.

Noise pollution and noise changes were inadequately studied.

Mitigation efforts for increased noise pollution is grossly inadequate.

Thank you for your comments. We have noted your remarks
for the record.

Traffic backing up into East Park Street and Train Conflicts: On
westbound Park Street, east of the proposed Bell Blvd.
Realignment, the improvements would include three lanes (a
dedicated left turn, dedicated straight, and dedicated right).
This in an improvement over the current conditions of two
lanes (dedicated left and straight/right). The design team
modeled the existing conditions and future conditions based
on traffic volumes from TxDOT and train frequencies from Cap
Metro. The improved conditions would improve throughput at
the intersection and not back traffic up into the neighborhood
more than current conditions.

Park Street Bike Path: Bike path improvements along Park
Street are not included in this project. The profile of Park
Street within the project area (between the proposed Bell Blvd.
Realignment and the commercial access street to the west)
includes 4-5 feet of pavement to accommodate any future
bike lane dedication along Park Street.

Loss of Pedestrian Access: TxDOT understands the comments
to address concern for loss of pedestrian access on the east
side of the realigned Bell Blvd. The northern portion of the
Bell Blvd. Realignment project would not include sidewalks
along the east side. TxDOT and the City of Cedar Park
determined that enhanced pedestrian access (via shared use
path) along the west side of the realignment and enhanced
signalized pedestrian crossings at Brushy Creek Road and
Park Street would be safer and more effective for pedestrians
accessing the corridor.

Pedestrian Bridge or Tunnel: During initial project
development, the design team analyzed whether a pedestrian
bridge or tunnel was warranted. At that time, the design team
determined that: 1) maintaining the crosswalk at the west Bell
Blvd. commercial access cul-de-sac, 2) improvements to the
crosswalks at Brushy Creek and Realigned Bell Blvd, creating
a pedestrian crossing at the railroad tracks and sidewalk
along the north side of East Park Street (where none exist
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Air pollution will be increased for many residents, no significant mitigation is planned and existing mitigation (buildings, vegetation,
distance) will be drastically reduced or eliminated. Thousands (likely tens of thousands) of Americans die from particulate pollution every
year, and you will be putting it in our back yards and homes.

Air pollution changes was inadequately studied, no quantitative measurements were taken, no quantitative projections were made.
Mitigation efforts for increased air pollution is grossly inadequate.

The "voting" process for DBB layout/route selection which ultimately resulted in the plans for the US183 relocation was fundamentally
flawed, deceptive, "push poll" type voting where the consultants hired by Cedar park kept pointing to

the biggest dollar signs as the preferred outcome.

TxDOT induced growth analysis incorrectly states this project is not being "proposed to serve a specific development" - this claim is grossly
inaccurate. The project was conceived, planned and promoted at great expense for a specific

economic development project: Destination Bell Boulevard.

The City of Cedar Park has not provided requested copies of conflict of interest disclosures or a listing of any conflicts of interest.

Cedar Park has not been transparent about how much public funding has been spent promoting DBB.

Cedar Park has not been transparent about how much public funding has been spent on property acquisition.

Cedar Park has not been transparent about how much City staff time has been spent on DBB.

Cedar Park has not been transparent about how much other City resources have been spent to support DBB.

Cedar Park has not been transparent about debt funding for DBB - there was no standalone bond referendum for DBB.

Cedar Park has not been transparent with residents about how DBB has catered to business interests and development - messaging at
"business"

oriented meetings has been different from messaging at "public" or "resident" meetings.

Thank you for your time and attention.

currently) would provide sufficient pedestrian improvements
for the corridor. All the proposed new and maintained
pedestrian facilities will be ADA compliant.

Noise: A noise study was performed in adherence to TxDOT's
2011 Guidelines for Analysis and Abatement of Roadway
Traffic Noise. Based on this study, the relative noise increase
from the realigned road does not increase more than 10
decibels nor does the noise approach, meet, or exceed the
traffic noise impact criteria as specified by TxDOT and FHWA,;
therefore, a wall is not warranted.

Air: TxDOT and the City of Cedar Park appreciate the concerns
raised regarding air quality. Fortunately, however, the project
is not expected to create an air quality impact, such as an
exceedance of any applicable air quality standards (including
health-based National Ambient Air Quality Standards).

1. The area is currently in attainment or unclassifiable for all
NAAQS, including: ozone, CO, PM10, and PM2.5. 2. MSAT are
anticipated to continue a declining trend over time, even with
anticipated increases in VMT over the same time period. 3.
The expected improvements in congestion may have an
overall beneficial effect on air quality. 4. Although this project
is not adding capacity, even if it were, the traffic volumes are
too low suggest a potential impact and would not have
warranted a quantitative MSAT or CO analysis. 5. EPA's
conformity regulations only recommend a hot-spot analyses if
the area is within a nonattainment or maintenance area for CO
or PM, which is not the case for Williamson County. 6.
According to TCEQ's Air Quality Successes website, PM2.5 and
ozone monitored emissions in Texas have been steadily
improving over time. 7. Based on modeling in TCEQ's Trends
Report for Williamson County specifically, PM2.5, VOC, and
NOx are also expected to be lower in the future than today
even assuming an increase in VMT over the same time period.

The answer to the question about the project serving a specific
development has been changed to “yes” in order to be
consistent with the findings of the technical report.

35

2/21/2019

Thompson,
Tommy

To whom it may concern,

Hello, my name is Tommy Thompson and | live at 308 N Kings Canyon Dr in Park Place
Subdivision right off of Bell Blvd and Old 183.My Wife and | have lived in our Home in Park
Place for 25 years and have watched the growth of Cedar Park explode. We love our
neighborhood and are very concerned with this "realignment" of Bell Blvd. The Park Street
exit already backs up sometimes back to N Blue Ridge and at times impossible to exit the
neighborhood that way. The Cap Metro Trains only compound the problem, because of cross
arms being down and holding up traffic. If this construction takes place it is going to cause
major traffic jams and hold up traffic in our neighborhood.

The noise and pollution from the traffic will travel straight into the neighborhood and our

Thank you for your comments. We have noted your remarks
for the record.

Air: TxDOT and the City of Cedar Park appreciate the concerns
raised regarding air quality. Fortunately, however, the project
is not expected to create an air quality impact, such as an
exceedance of any applicable air quality standards (including
health-based National Ambient Air Quality Standards).
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street is greatly impacted. That particular exit from the neighborhood is our main exit as well
as all of our neighbors. To use the other exits causes us to have to go way out of our way
leaving the neighborhood. As | said, we have lived here 25 years and watched the City grow up
around us and the Traffic has at least tripled in that time.

Please consider alternative measures and do not paralyze our neighborhood with this
realignment.

Thank You,

Tommy Thompson

1. The area is currently in attainment or unclassifiable for all
NAAQS, including: ozone, CO, PM10, and PM2.5. 2. MSAT are
anticipated to continue a declining trend over time, even with
anticipated increases in VMT over the same time period. 3.
The expected improvements in congestion may have an
overall beneficial effect on air quality. 4. According to TCEQ's
Air Quality Successes website, PM2.5 and ozone monitored
emissions in Texas have been steadily improving over time. 5.
Based on modeling in TCEQ's Trends Report for Williamson
County specifically, PM2.5, VOC, and NOx are also expected to
be lower in the future than today even assuming an increase
in VMT over the same time period.

Noise: A noise study was performed in adherence to TxDOT's
2011 Guidelines for Analysis and Abatement of Roadway
Traffic Noise. Based on this study, the relative noise increase
from the realigned road does not increase more than 10
decibels nor does the noise approach, meet, or exceed the
traffic noise impact criteria as specified by TXxDOT and FHWA,;
therefore, a wall is not warranted.

The draft noise study technical report was available for public
review at the Public Hearing and for the remainder of the
public comment period at the City of Cedar Park offices. The
draft Environmental Assessment was available for download
from the City of Cedar Park and TxDOT’s websites and
available at the public hearing and for the remainder of the
public comment period at the City of Cedar Park offices.

Traffic backing up into East Park Street and Train Conflicts: On
westbound Park Street, east of the proposed Bell Blvd.
Realignment, the improvements would include three lanes (a
dedicated left turn, dedicated straight, and dedicated right).
This in an improvement over the current conditions of two
lanes (dedicated left and straight/right). The design team
modeled the existing conditions and future conditions based
on traffic volumes from TxDOT and train frequencies from Cap
Metro. The improved conditions would improve throughput at
the intersection and not back traffic up into the neighborhood
more than current conditions.
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2/21/2019

Wertmans

Good day, All.

Just some final thoughts from a tax-paying Cedar Park on Kings Canyon resident:

1. Does this really create more benefit than additional tax dollars in the city's coffers? We don't think so. It appears to be an opportunity
for the development of real estate in an attempt to generate revenue from properties that don't compete with Whitestone Blvd. It has
been said that safety is a big concern for the area -- smoke screen. There are few instances of traffic-related incidents along the strip
from Discovery

south to Cypress Creek. Using that excuse is likened to censorship vs. responsibility. Be a responsible driver.

2. Why move traffic and its noise closer to the residential area? Early morning walks in the Park Place Park at the north end of Kings
Canyon should be a enter-at-your-own-risk endeavor on days with calm wind as the smog from Bell floats East across the park. It tends to
hang there until the winds pick up around 10:00 AM. We don't care to have that traffic any closer to our homes. Does anyone pushing this
unnecessary project live on this side of the tracks?

Thank you for your comments. We have noted your remarks
for the record.

Noise: A noise study was performed in adherence to TxDOT's
2011 Guidelines for Analysis and Abatement of Roadway
Traffic Noise. Based on this study, the relative noise increase
from the realigned road does not increase more than 10
decibels nor does the noise approach, meet, or exceed the
traffic noise impact criteria as specified by TxDOT and FHWA,;
therefore, a wall is not warranted.
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3. What kind of mess will be at the Bell and Park intersection near the railroad? Many of us believe that this will be the danger zone
created by the realignment. You'll have a bottle neck beyond comprehension. Again, does anyone who is fostering this waste of money

live in the proximity of the Bell and Park intersections?

We spoken to several business folks that will be shut down by this. They aren't happy with it and us

regular residents aren't either. Our real estate taxes are too high now. Will this increase it to the point of creating a major gentrification

effect here like that experienced in Austin?
There needs to be a fiscal realignment in Cedar Park rather than a tax dollar squandering street

realignment.
Please hear us.

Sincerely,

Kings Canyon Resident

37

2/21/2019

Adams, Greg &
Roxanne

We oppose the Bell Blvd project for the following reasons:

1. The proposed solution does not address the most significant traffic issues:

1.1. Northbound rush hour traffic stops flowing at Cypress Creek Blvd., but the proposed project begins a major
intersection later at Brushy Creek Blvd. This incomplete solution will notcorrect the worst traffic congestion on
US 183. It often takes me 4 changes of the light (or more) to get through the Cypress Creek Blvd. intersection
going northbound in the afternoon.

1.2. The current back-up likely contributes to the accident statistics. The impatience people feel fromfighting
through the traffic increases their willingness to engage in riskier driving behavior.

1.3. Cedar Park needs a free expressway, not to expand what is a de facto major street. City officials have stated that
people passing through Cedar Park are what causes our traffic issues. They favor the Bell Blvd. project because it
is favorable to a planned commercial development that city officials favor. Finding a way to enable people to
commute through Cedar Park, like making 183A a freeway is a better solution.

2. The proposed solution willmake traffic worse for my subdivision (Park Place).

2.1. Currently, personsleavingPark Place have the following optionsto access US 183 andits businesses. The
change will eliminate the option of using Old 183 as a back way, whichis currently available to anyone:

21 TurnontoOIld US 183 - It allows usto access businesses on the east side of US 183, such as Dominos,
Goodwill, Century Food Store, and Texas Discount Furniture, without getting onto US183.

22 Crossold US183 and turnonto US 183. Withthetrafficlight, itiseasyto turntothe north or the south.

23 Other means of access, such as through Brushy Creek Blvd. and through Discovery Blvd., after goingthrough
Quest Village.

2.2. Moving US 183 east willremove the buffer between the railroad tracks and US 183. As a result, traffic will back
up into our neighborhood. Some of the risk of traffic-related injury that exists in that buffer area will move
inside our neighborhood, increasing the risk to our children. Increased trafficon ParkStreetsincethe openingof
Ronald Reagan Elementary andVista Ridge High School has already increased traffic and the associated risk
through our neighborhood.

21 Traffic already backs up at the Old US 183 intersection with Park Street- bothin and out of our
neighborhood. Having the Cap Metro rail complicates this traffic. Removing the buffer will make a bad
traffic problem worse.

3. We believe that representationsof Cedar Park citizens' support are overstated.

3.1. Citizens did not vote for Bell Blvd as a single proposal. The November 2015 bond issue approved by Cedar

Park votersthat included authorization to fund the Bell Blvd also included the following other projects, which

Thank you for your comments. We have noted your remarks
for the record.

Noise: A noise study was performed in adherence to TxDOT's
2011 Guidelines for Analysis and Abatement of Roadway
Traffic Noise. Based on this study, the relative noise increase
from the realigned road does not increase more than 10
decibels nor does the noise approach, meet, or exceed the
traffic noise impact criteria as specified by TxDOT and FHWA,;
therefore, a wall is not warranted.

Traffic backing up into East Park Street and Train Conflicts: On
westbound Park Street, east of the proposed Bell Blvd.
Realignment, the improvements would include three lanes (a
dedicated left turn, dedicated straight, and dedicated right).
This in an improvement over the current conditions of two
lanes (dedicated left and straight/right). The design team
modeled the existing conditions and future conditions based
on traffic volumes from TxDOT and train frequencies from Cap
Metro. The improved conditions would improve throughput at
the intersection and not back traffic up into the neighborhood
more than current conditions.

Air: TxDOT and the City of Cedar Park appreciate the concerns
raised regarding air quality. Fortunately, however, the project
is not expected to create an air quality impact, such as an
exceedance of any applicable air quality standards (including
health-based National Ambient Air Quality Standards).

1. The area is currently in attainment or unclassifiable for all
NAAQS, including: ozone, CO, PM10, and PM2.5. 2. MSAT are
anticipated to continue a declining trend over time, even with
anticipated increases in VMT over the same time period. 3.
The expected improvements in congestion may have an
overall beneficial effect on air quality. 4. Although construction
of the project is temporary and transient, construction dust
would be minimized through dust suppression techniques
(such as watering) that are built into our construction
specifications and contractors will have to comply with all
applicable construction permitting requirements. 5. According
to TCEQ's Air Quality Successes website, PM2.5 and ozone
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are important to Cedar Park mobility:
31 NewHope Rd.construction from Cottonwood Creek Trailto Ronald Reagan Blvd., 3.1.2.Anderson
Mill Rd. from Cypress Creek Rd.to Zeppelin Dr.,

3.1.3. Anderson Mill Rd. from RM 1431to the county line,
The design and right-of-way acquisition for RM 1431 (Whitestone Blvd.) from Bagdad Rd. to Anderson Mill Rd

3.2 Alarge majority of people with whom we have discussed this project oppose the project.

32 Despite the City's efforts to publicize this project, most citizens with whom we have discussed the project
hada negative opinion andin most cases did not realize whatthe project will change

3121 Aside from the points | have raised, concerns also include increased:

3.1.2.1.1. Noise

3.1.2.1.2. Pollution

3.1.2.1.3. Traffic (Most people in my neighborhood who oppose the projectare concerned about this
point)

3.1.2.1.4. Increased trash in theneighborhood.

3.1.2.1.5. Delays and pollutionin the neighborhood associated withthe construction.

3.1.2.1.6. Increased property taxes, causingaffordability issuesdueto the new development that the
Cityfavors.

3.1.2.1.7. Waste of highway funds on an undesirable project

3.1.2.2. Most local small businesspeople with whom we have discussed the development oppose it because they fear
having the property they are leasing taken for the project and being forced into higher cost locations.

3.3 The city-sponsored meetings were not designed to get representative opinions of the community. We attended

almost all of these meetings and observed that they were highly choreographed and designed to enable the Cityandits

developers to claimthatthe community favors the project.
33  Question and answer periods were very short, allowing for limited discussion. 3.3.2. The "No Build"
alternative was never presented asa choice in community meetings|
attended. Choices presented to the persons attending the meetings were limited to how to build the projectand
the associated development project, ratherthan whether the City should build this project or not.

Other reasons we oppose the Bell Blvd. project:

4.1. TheBell Blvd. project willchange the nature of Cedar Park. We movedto Cedar Park in 1991 because it was not like
Austin. It hada rural,smalltown feel. It is true that the community has grown and it istrue that growth requires
certain infrastructure changes. However, it is possible to improve the infrastructurein a way that retains our town's
character.

4.2. As long as we have lived in Cedar Park, certain parties have been campaigning to create a downtown for Cedar Park. A
lot of the arguments they made then are the same as the people backing Bell Blvd. are making for this project. These
arguments include the alleged need for a gathering place for the people of Cedar Park and a need for a place for
pedestrians. The City has created projects to meet these needs including 1890 Ranch and Cedar Park Town Center. The
City has failed to deliver on these goals for those projects. | do not believe they will deliver on this project.

4.3. City officials stated that one of the reasons for the Bell Blvd. project wasto convert landin the buffer zone to a
better use, allowing the City to free other property for development, resulting in higher property taxes from that
land. However, developing this land decreases the amount of green space in the Bell Blvd. development area,
adding to the area being more crowded. This change will decrease the quality of life for ourarea. There is very

monitored emissions in Texas have been steadily improving
over time. 6. Based on modeling in TCEQ's Trends Report for
Williamson County specifically, PM2.5, VOC, and NOx are also
expected to be lower in the future than today even assuming
an increase in VMT over the same time period.
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little room for wildlife in our partof town. Converting the buffer area to roadway reduces the space available for
these animals.

We believe that this project has dubious merit and that highway funds can be used more effectively to address Cedar
Park's traffic issues.

38

2/21/2019

Axford, Nolan

| submit the following public record for the highway 183 relocation project:

Tell me Mr. Mayor, Mr. and Ms. City Councilman,
How does it feel, doing all that you do?

Live out by a lake? On a big hill?

So what if you feed us dog poo.

Like that big road you're building next to us,

It’s all for the greater good!

Bet you sleep well at night,

Nice and quiet out in the woods.

You said you’d take care of Park Place,

A solid wall, east of the tracks.

You knew you had to convince us,

It will be good for you, we got your backs!

Wow, they really care for us!

But that was two thousand sixteen.
Now it’s another story,

You'll get what you want it seems.

Can’t trap those animals in,
You’ll take care of critters, too!
Sorry Park Place,

It’s the best we can do.

They’ll hear that train a comin’,
But they’ll have a way out! Right out onto a 6-lane highway,
One hundred and ninety thousand cars plus!!!

What a joy to purchase a dream house,
To put our hearts and soul in.

Too bad that we were unlucky,

Some people lose, some people win.

Thank you for your comments. We have noted your remarks
for the record.
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f Transportation

Project Name: Bell Boulevard Realignment
County Name  Williamson

Control Section Job Numbers (CSJ):  0151-05-115
Project Limits:

From: Cedar Park Drive to

To: South of Buttercup Creek Boulevard

| certify that the following statements are true and apply to the project identified above.

A. A public hearing was held on Thursday, February 21, 2019 (from 5 pm — 7 pm) at the Cedar Park

Recreation Center (1435 Main Street, Cedar Park, Texas 78613).

B. The economic and social effects of the project location and design and its impacts on the environment

have been considered.

C. In determining economic, social, and environmental effects, the statutory provisions of the Civil Rights

Act of 1964 have been considered.

D. The project consistency with the goals and objectives of urban planning, as dictated by the community

has been considered.

E. Requirements of Texas Administrative Code, Title 43, Part 1, Chapter 2, Subchapter E, Section 2.107

have been met.

/-"/‘] N _ -~
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Signed:

Name/Title

Print Name:  Sonya Y. Hernandez

Form
TxDOT Environmental Affairs Division
Effective Date: September 2016

Date: 8/13/19

Version 2
760.01.FRM
Page 1 of 1
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Planned Parenthood is fighting attempts by Texas
officials to remove the organization from Medicaid.
[RODOLFO GONZALEZ/AMERICAN-STATESMAN]

RULING

From Page B1

had occurred.

Last month, however,
a three-judge panel of
the sth Circuit Court
overturned the Sparks-
issued injunction that
had kept Planned
Parenthood in Medicaid
and returned the case to
Austin for a new analy-
sis that gives greater
deference to the rea-
sons that state officials
gave for removing the
organization.

Under the appeals
court’s rules, the opin-
ion by the three-judge
panel is void and all
16 judges will decide
whether Sparks’ ruling
remains valid or should
be overturned.

Texas Attorney
General Ken Paxton said
he welcomed the court’s
action.

“I'm pleased that the
full 5th Circuit will take
up this case, and I'm
hopeful for a defini-
tive ruling that Planned
Parenthood cannot chal-
lenge the state’s decision
to remove it from the
Texas Medicaid program
as aresult of its unethical
actions,” he said.

Ken Lambrecht,
president of Planned
Parenthood of Greater
Texas, said Paxton and
other Texas officials are
playing politics “with

Ken Paxton is working to
oust Planned Parenthood
from Texas Medicaid.
[RODOLFO GONZALEZ / FOR
AMERICAN-STATESMAN]

the lives and health of
Texans.”

“Low-income Texas
women do not have
adequate access cancer
screenings, birth con-
trol, annual exams and
STI tests,” he said.
“Regardless of how
many health care pro-
grams state politicians
dismantle, our doors
are open for Texans
who trust Planned
Parenthood for their
health care.”

Planned Parenthood
affiliates in Texas
received a combined
$3.5 million in Medicaid
reimbursements for pro-
viding health care, but
not abortions, to about
12,500 low-income
Texans in 2016. Ninety
percent of the Medicaid
money came from the
federal government,
with the rest provided
by Texas.

TEXAS DIGEST

HOUSTON
Health officials confirm
5 measles cases

Health officials say five
cases of measles have
been confirmed in south-
eastern Texas, including
four children under the
ageof 2.

The cases, which were
announced Monday,
include three in the
Houston area, one in
Galveston County and
one in Montgomery
County. A possible sixth
case in Texas is awaiting
lab confirmation. The
announcements come as a
measles outbreak hits the
Pacific Northwest, where
more than 50 cases have
been confirmed.

Officials urge vaccina-
tions for the contagious
virus, which was eradi-
cated in the U.S. in 2000
as a result of immu-
nization but arrives
periodically with overseas
travelers. The Houston
Chronicle reports health
officials were told the four
children who fell ill had
received their first of two
measles vaccines. The
second is given between
the ages of 4 and 6.

HOUSTON
Mayoral hopeful Tony
Buzbee reports theft

A Houston mayoral
candidate says millions
of dollars’ of art and jew-
elry were stolen from
his home, about a year
after he alleged a woman
caused $300,000 in
damage to his art collec-
tion during a first date.

Houston police are
investigating a reported
burglary at Tony Buzbee’s
mansion in the city’s
River Oaks neighborhood.

The high-profile
attorney says he awoke
Monday to discover a
burglar in his home.
Buzbee says he grabbed
his gun and fired once as
the suspect fled. Buzbee
wasn’t hurt and says he

was trying to protect his
children.

Police estimate several
million dollars’ worth of
items were stolen. No
arrests have been made.

Buzbee successfully
represented former Gov.
Rick Perry in an abuse-
of-power case. Buzbee
also drew attention
after alleging an intoxi-
cated woman damaged
pricey art at his home in
December 2017.

FORT WORTH
Medical examiner:
Man killed when
e-cig explodes

A medical exam-
iner says a North Texas
man was killed when an
e-cigarette exploded in
his face.

The Tarrant County
Medical Examiner’s
Office reported that
William Brown, 24, of
Fort Worth died Jan. 29,
two days after a vapor-
izer pen he was using at
an e-cigarette shop in
nearby Keller exploded.
The medical examiner

says shrapnel from the
explosion severed his left
carotid artery and pep-
pered his skull.

A similar incident
also killed a Florida man
last May. Officials said
38-year-old Tallmadge
D’Elia of St. Petersburg
died when his exploding
vape pen sent two frag-
ments into his skull. He
also suffered burns on
about 80 percent of his
body. The death was ruled
an accident.

SAN ANTONIO
Woman gets 30 years in
dismemberment death

A woman has been
sentenced to 30 years in
prison for severing the
limbs of a family member
who was beaten with
baseball bats and suffo-
cated after she lured him
to a San Antonio home.

A judge sentenced
Candie Dominguez on
Monday. She had con-
fessed last week to
participating in the
September 2014 slaying
of her cousin, 35-year-old

Jose Luis Menchaca, over
a botched drug deal and
stabbing.

The San Antonio
Express-News reported
that Dominguez testified
Friday she had noremorse
for her role in the slay-
ing of Menchaca, whose
remains were burned on
abarbecue pit.

Dominguez’s then-
boyfriend, Daniel Moreno
Lopez, also was convicted
in the killing last June.
Lopez was sentenced to
life in prison.

Lopez’s cousin, Gabriel
Moreno, was acquit-
ted during a retrial in
December after a previ-
ous trial ended with the
jury deadlocked.

From wire reports

Share Your
Special Day
Call
800-319-1445
937-222-4337

Call for
Participation
Adults 65+

Older adults, age 65 or older,
are invited to participate in an
NIH-funded research study,
entitled “Boosting Older Adults'
Cognition by Training Real-World
eHealth Skills,” for research
purposes.
Time commitment:
e Twice a week for 3 months
Location:
e Various locations available
around Austin
Compensation:
¢ Free eHealth courses
e $20 Target gift card at beginning
of study
e $20 Target gift card at the
end of study

Contact: 512-471-9407

TEXAS

The University of Texas at Austin

NOTICE
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
AVAILABLE FOR PUBLIC REVIEW AND
PUBLIC HEARING
BELL BOULEVARD (US 183)
REALIGNMENT PROJECT

FROM CEDAR PARK DRIVE TO SOUTH OF BUT-
TERCUP CREEK BOULEVARD
WILLIAMSON COUTY, TEXAS

CSJ: 0151-05-115

The Texas Department of Transportation and the City of Cedar Park
(CoCP) proposes to move the current Bell Boulevard (US 183) roadway
east onto the full extent of Old Highway 183 from Cedar Park Drive to
south of Buttercup Creek Boulevard in Cedar Park. This notice advises
the public that TXDOT and CoCP will be conducting a public hearing on
the proposed project. The hearing will be held on Feb. 21, 2019, at the
Cedar Park Recreation Center, 1435 Main Street, Cedar Park, Texas
78613. Displays will be available for viewing at 5 p.m. with the formal
hearing starting at 6 p.m. The purpose of the hearing is to present the
planned improvements and to receive public comment on the proposed
project.

Currently, Old Highway 183 is a two-lane roadway parallel to Bell Bou-
levard (US 183), running generally north and south. Bell Boulevard
would be realigned and relocated to the Old Highway 183 alignment
and reconstructed to a four-lane divided roadway that would include a
raised median with turn lanes at intersections and driveways. The proj-
ect would also include lighting and pedestrian and bicycle paths. The
project is 0.8 mile in length and would include grading, base, asphalt
pavement, culverts, signing, and pavement markings.

The purpose of the Bell Boulevard (US 183) Realignment Project is to
improve public safety within the corridor in a manner consistent with
the Destination Bell Boulevard Master Plan. During the Destination Bell
Boulevard Master Plan process, the public selected the separation of
the through-traffic on realigned (east) Bell Boulevard and the commer-
cial access traffic on what is the proposed west Bell Boulevard. This
separation seeks to improve safety and accessibility for vehicles and pe-
destrians accessing the commercial corridor between Cedar Park Drive
and south of Buttercup Creek Boulevard.

Additional right of way and easements are required and commercial dis-
placements are anticipated. Information concerning services and ben-
efits available to affected property owners and information about the
tentative schedule for right-of-way acquisition may be obtained from the
CoCP at the address listed below.

The draft Environmental Assessment (EA), maps showing the project lo-
cation and design, tentative construction schedules, and other informa-
tion regarding the project are on file and available for inspection Monday
through Friday between the hours of 8 a.m. and 5 p.m. at the TxDOT
Austin District Office located at 7901 N Interstate 35, Austin, TX 78753,
(512) 832-7000, at the CoCP City Hall at 450 Cypress Creek Road, Ce-
dar Park, Texas 78613, and online at https://www.cedarparktexas.gov/
departments/engineering/city-project-updates. This information will also
be available for inspection at the hearing. Verbal and written comments
from the public regarding the project are requested and may be present-
ed at the hearing or submitted in person or by mail to the City of Cedar
Park, c/o Emily Truman, P.E., 450 Cypress Creek Road, Cedar Park,
Texas 78613. Comments must be received on or before March 8, 2019
to be part of the official hearing record.

The hearing will be con-
ducted in English. Persons
interested in attending the
hearing who have special
communication or accom-
modation needs, such the
need for an interpreter,
are encouraged to con-
tact Emily Truman, P.E.,
City of Cedar Park Senior
Engineer, (512) 401-5000
or BellBlvdRealignment@
cedarparktexas.gov. Re-
quests should be made at
least two days prior to the
hearing. Every reasonable
effort will be made to ac-
commodate these needs.

If you have any general
questions or concerns re-
garding the proposed proj-
ect or the hearing, please
contact Emily Truman,
City of Cedar Park Senior
Engineer (512) 401-5000.
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Report: Flynn pushed to share nuclear tech

By Chad Day
The Associated Press

WASHINGTON —
Senior White House
officials pushed a proj-
ect to share nuclear
power technology with
Saudi Arabia despite the
objections of ethics and
national security officials,
according to a new con-
gressional report citing
whistleblowers within the
Trump administration.

Lawmakers from both
parties have expressed
concerns that Saudi
Arabia could develop
nuclear weapons if the
U.S. technology were
transferred without
proper safeguards.

The Democratic-
led House oversight
committee opened an
investigation Tuesday
into the claims by several
unnamed whistleblowers
who said they witnessed
“abnormal acts” in the
White House regard-
ing the proposal to build
dozens of nuclear reactors
across the Middle Eastern
kingdom.

The report raises con-
cerns about whether some
in a White House marked
by “chaos, dysfunction
and backbiting” sought
to circumvent national
security procedures to
push a Saudi deal that
could financially benefit
close supporters of the
president.

The report comes at
a time when lawmakers
are increasingly uneasy
with the close relation-
ship between the Trump
administration and Saudi
Arabia, which has raised
alarms even among mem-
bers of the president’s
party in Congress. Trump
has made the kingdom a
centerpiece of his foreign
policy in the Middle East
as he tries to further iso-
late Iran. In the process,
he has brushed off criti-
cism over the killing of
‘Washington Post colum-
nist Jamal Khashoggi and
the Saudis’ role in the war
in Yemen.

Former Trump national security adviser Michael Flynn, center, arrives at federal court in

in 2017. A new

report accuses Flynn of attempting

to share nuclear power technology with Saudi Arabia, despite objections from other
security officials. [SUSAN WALSH/ASSOCIATED PRESS FILE PHOTO]

At the same time,
Trump son-in-law and
senior adviser Jared
Kushner is developing a
Middle East peace plan
that could include eco-
nomic proposals for Saudi
Arabia.

The White House did
not immediately respond
toarequest for comment.

According tothereport,
the nuclear effort was
pushed by former National
Security Adviser Michael
Flynn, who was fired in
early 2017. Derek Harvey,
a National Security
Council official brought in
by Flynn, continued work
on the proposal, which
has remained under con-
sideration by the Trump
administration.

Rep. Elijah Cummings
of Maryland, the chairman
of the House Oversight
and Reform Committee,
announced the investiga-
tion Tuesday.

Relying on the whistle-
blower accounts, email
communications and
other documents , the
committee’s report details
how NSC and ethics offi-
cials repeatedly warned
that the actions of Flynn
and a senior aide could

run afoul of federal con-
flicts of interest law and
statutes governing the
transfer of nuclear tech-
nology to foreign powers.

Flynn is awaiting
sentencing for lying to
the FBI in the Russia
investigation.

On Tuesday, a person
close to Flynn’s legal team
said that Russia special
counsel Robert Mueller’s
team has reviewed the
matters raised in the con-
gressional report and no
charges related to it have
been filed. The person
spoke on condition of
anonymity because they
weren’t authorized to
publicly discuss the ongo-
ing investigation.

Congressional inves-
tigators are also probing
the role of Tom Barrack,
a proponent of the
nuclear proposal who
ran Trump’s presiden-
tial inaugural committee,
which is under separate
investigation by federal
prosecutors in New York.
Rick Gates, a former
Barrack employee and
cooperator in Mueller’s
investigation, was also
involved in advocating for
the nuclear proposal.

Judge orders Roger Stone
to court over Instagram post

The Associated Press

WASHINGTON — A
federal judge on Tuesday
ordered Roger Stone to
appear in court to con-
sider whether to revoke
his bail after the longtime
Donald Trump confi-
dant posted a photo on
Instagram of the judge
with what appeared to be
crosshairs of a gun.

U.S. District Judge
Amy Berman Jackson
said Stone must show
for a hearing Thursday
afternoon and prove why
she shouldn’t modify or
revoke his bail or imple-
ment a full gag order in
his case.

On Monday, Stone
posted a photo of Jackson
with what appeared to be
crosshairs near her head.
Later in the day, Stone
and his attorneys filed
a notice with the court
that they recognized the
“photograph and com-
ment today was improper
and should not have been
posted.”

Stone said that the
photo was “misinter-
preted” and that it was
“a random photo taken
from the Internet.” He
dismissed any sugges-
tion that he was trying
to threaten the judge as
“categorically false.”

The political operative
and self-described dirty
trickster has pleaded not
guilty to charges he lied
to Congress, engaged
in witness tampering
and obstructed a con-
gressional investigation
into possible coordina-
tion between Russia and
Trump’s 2016 presiden-
tial campaign.

The charges stem from
conversations he had
during the 2016 election

Former campaign adviser for President Donald Trump,
Roger Stone, leaves federal court in Washington on Feb.

1. Stone has apologized to the judge pre:

ing over his

criminal case for an Instagram post featuring a photo
of her with what appears to be the crosshairs of a gun.

Stone and his lawyers filed a notice Monday saying
i ne

Stone “the

and today

was improper and should not have been posted.” [PABLO
MARTINEZ MONSIVAIS/ASSOCIATED PRESS FILE PHOTO]

about WikiLeaks, the
anti-secrecy group
that released material
stolen from Democratic
groups, including Hillary
Clinton’s campaign.

Stone was arrested last
month and is the sixth
Trump aide or adviser
charged in special coun-
sel Robert Mueller’s
investigation.

He’s currently free ona
$250,000 personal recog-
nizance bond.

Last week, Jackson
issued alimited gag order,
which prevents Stone
from discussing his case
near the courthouse and
generally bars his law-
yers, prosecutors and
witnesses from making
public comments that
could “pose a substantial
likelihood” of prejudicing
potential jurors.

But the order did not
constrain Stone from
making other public
comments about the
prosecution or his case.

Stone’s lawyers argued
that placing any limits
on his public comments
would infringe on his con-
stitutionally protected
right to free speech.

In implementing the
limited gag order on
Friday, Jackson said it was
necessary to “maintain
the dignity and serious-
ness of the courthouse
and these proceedings.”

Stone has maintained
his innocence and blasted
the special counsel’s
investigation as politi-
cally motivated. He has
also criticized his case as
involving only “process
crimes.”

On Tuesday, Stone
posted a photo of a book
he received from a sup-
porter, writing in an
Instagram post that he
was praying that it “pro-
tects me from the fake
news media who are
smearing me and pur-
posely misinterpreting
everything I say.”

A spokesman for
Barrack said ina statement
that he will cooperate with
the House probe.

“Mr. Barrack’s

engagement in invest-
ment and business
development throughout
the Middle East for the
purpose of better aligned
Middle East and U.S.
objectives are wellknown,
as are his more than four
decades of respected rela-
tionships throughout the
region,” the statement
said, noting that Barrack
never joined the Trump
administration.

Harvey did not immedi-
ately return a request for
comment.

According to thereport,
the whistleblowers came
to the committee because
they had concerns “about
efforts inside the White
House to rush the trans-
fer of highly sensitive U.S.
nuclear technology to
Saudi Arabia in potential
violation of the Atomic
Energy Act and without
review by Congress as
required by law — efforts
that may be ongoing to
this day.”

A 2017 article by the
nonprofit news outlet

ProPublica detailed
some of the concerns
raised inside the National
Security Council about the
nuclear proposal — known
as the “Marshall Plan for
the Middle East” — advo-
cated by acompany called
1P3 International.

IP3 is led by a group
of retired U.S. military
officers and national secu-
rity officials, including
retired Rear Adm. Michael
Hewitt, retired Army Gen.
Jack Keane and former
Reagan National Security
Adviser Bud McFarlane.
1P3 and other proponents
of nuclear power in the
Middle East argue that the
U.S. needs to be involved
because otherwise it will
lose out to Russia, China
and others on billions of
dollars in business. They
also say that U.S. involve-
ment — and the limits on
nuclear fuel that come with
it— areessential to steman
arms race in the region.

1P3 did not immediately
respond to a request for
comment.

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
AVAILABLE FOR PUBLIC REVIEW AND

PUBLIC HEARING

BELL BOULEVARD (US 183)
REALIGNMENT PROJECT

FROM CEDAR PARK DRIVE TO SOUTH OF BUT-
TERCUP CREEK BOULEVARD
WILLIAMSON COUTY, TEXAS

C
The Texas Department of Transportation and the City of Cedar Park
(CoCP) proposes to move the current Bell Boulevard (US 183) roadway
east onto the full extent of Old Highway 183 from Cedar Park Drive to
south of Buttercup Creek Boulevard in Cedar Park. This notice advises
the public that TxDOT and CoCP will be conducting a public hearing on
the proposed project. The hearing will be held on Feb. 21, 2019, at the
Cedar Park Recreation Center, 1435 Main Street, Cedar Park, Texas
78613. Displays will be available for viewing at 5 p.m. with the formal
hearing starting at 6 p.m. The purpose of the hearing is to present the
planned improvements and to receive public comment on the proposed

project.

Currently, Old Highway 183 is a two-lane roadway parallel to Bell Bou-
levard (US 183), running generally north and south. Bell Boulevard
would be realigned and relocated to the Old Highway 183 alignment
and reconstructed to a four-lane divided roadway that would include a
raised median with turn lanes at intersections and driveways. The proj-
ect would also include lighting and pedestrian and bicycle paths. The
project is 0.8 mile in length and would include grading, base, asphalt
pavement, culverts, signing, and pavement markings.

The purpose of the Bell Boulevard (US 183) Realignment Project is to
improve public safety within the corridor in @ manner consistent with
the Destination Bell Boulevard Master Plan. During the Destination Bell
Boulevard Master Plan process, the public selected the separation of
the through-traffic on realigned (east) Bell Boulevard and the commer-
cial access traffic on what is the proposed west Bell Boulevard. This
separation seeks to improve safety and accessibility for vehicles and pe-
destrians accessing the commercial corridor between Cedar Park Drive

NOTICE

SJ: 0151-05-115

and south of Buttercup Creek Boulevard.

Additional right of way and easements are required and commercial dis-
placements are anticipated. Information concerning services and ben-
efits available to affected property owners and information about the
tentative schedule for right-of-way acquisition may be obtained from the

CoCP at the address listed below.

The draft Environmental Assessment (EA), maps showing the project lo-
cation and design, tentative construction schedules, and other informa-
tion regarding the project are on file and available for inspection Monday
through Friday between the hours of 8 a.m. and 5 p.m. at the TxDOT
Austin District Office located at 7901 N Interstate 35, Austin, TX 78753,
(512) 832-7000, at the CoCP City Hall at 450 Cypress Creek Road, Ce-
dar Park, Texas 78613, and online at https://www.cedarparktexas.gov/
departments/engineering/city-project-updates. This information will also
be available for inspection at the hearing. Verbal and written comments
from the public regarding the project are requested and may be present-
ed at the hearing or submitted in person or by mail to the City of Cedar
Park, c/fo Emily Truman, P.E., 450 Cypress Creek Road, Cedar Park,
Texas 78613. Comments must be received on or before March 8, 2019

to be part of the official hearing record.

CEET

The hearing will be con-
ducted in English. Persons
interested in attending the
hearing who have special
communication or accom-
modation needs, such the
need for an interpreter,
are encouraged to con-
tact Emily Truman, P.E.,
City of Cedar Park Senior
Engineer, (512) 401-5000
or BellBlvdRealignment@
cedarparktexas.gov. Re-
quests should be made at
least two days prior to the
hearing. Every reasonable
effort will be made to ac-
commodate these needs.

If you have any general
questions or concerns re-
garding the proposed proj-
ect or the hearing, please
contact Emily Truman,
City of Cedar Park Senior
Engineer (512) 401-5000.




From City of Cedar Park Project Status Website: https://www.cedarparktexas.gov/departments/engineering/city-project-updates

Bell Boulevard Realignment Project

The Bell Boulevard (US 183) Realignment Project is proposed by the City of Cedar Park with the cooperation of the Texas
Department of Transportation. The project would return the current Bell Boulevard (US 183) roadway east onto the full
extent of Old Highway 183, from Cypress Creek Road to Cedar Park Drive in Cedar Park. Currently, Old Highway 183 is a two-
lane roadway parallel to Bell Boulevard (US 183), running generally north and south. Bell Boulevard is proposed to be
realigned and relocated to the Old Highway 183 alignment and reconstructed to a four-lane divided roadway that includes a
raised median with turn lanes at intersections and driveways.

MNotice of public meeting March 20, 2018 [PDF]

March 20, 2018, Meeting Documents

Display Boards [PDF]
Environmental Constraints [PDF]
Road Schematic [PDF]

FAQ [PDF]

Motice of public hearing February 21, 2019

February 21, 2019, Meeting Documents

» Draft - Environmental Assessment [PDF]
e« TxDOT Approved Schematic [PDF]

Visit www.DestinationBellBlvd.com for more information on the project
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Public Hearing - Bell Boulevard (US 183) Realignment

Texas Department of Transportation > Inside TxDOT > Get Involved
> About Public Hearings, Meetings and Notices > Hearings, Meetings and Notices Schedule

Where: Cedar Park Recreation Center
1435 Main Street
Cedar Park, TX 78613 (Map)

When: Thursday, Feb. 21, 2019
5 p.m., Open House
6 p.m., Formal Hearing

Purpose: The purpose of the hearing is to present the planned improvements and to receive
public comment on the proposed project of moving the current Bell Boulevard (US
183) roadway east onto the full extent of Old Highway 183 from Cedar Park Drive to
south of Buttercup Creek Boulevard in Cedar Park. Displays will be available for
viewing at 5 p.m. with the formal hearing starting at 6 p.m. Comments must be
received on or before March 8, 2019 to be a part of the official hearing record.

Description: Currently, Old Highway 183 is a two-lane roadway parallel to Bell Boulevard (US 183)
running generally north and south. Bell Boulevard would be realigned and relocated
the Old Highway 183 alignment and reconstructed to a four-lane divided roadway th:
would include a raised median with turn lanes at intersections and driveways. The
project would also include lighting and pedestrian and bicycle paths. The project is
0.8 mile in length and would include grading, base, asphalt pavement, culverts,
signing, and pavement markings.

The purpose of the Bell Boulevard (US 183) Realignment Project is to improve public
safety within the corridor in a manner consistent with the Destination Bell Boulevard
Master Plan. During the Destination Bell Boulevard Master Plan process, the public
selected the separation of the through-traffic on realigned (east) Bell Boulevard and
the commercial access traffic on what is the proposed west Bell Boulevard. This
separation seeks to improve safety and accessibility for vehicles and pedestrians
accessing the commercial corridor between Cedar Park Drive and south of Buttercu
Creek Boulevard.

Special TxDOT makes every reasonable effort to accommodate the needs of the public. The

Accommodations: open house will be in English. If you have a special communication accommodation
or need for an interpreter, a request can be made. If you have a disability and need
assistance, special arrangements can also be made to accommodate most needs.
Please call (512) 401-5000 at least 2 working days prior to the meeting. Please be
aware that advance notice is requested as some accommodations may require time

6/12/2019, 2:51 PM
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to arrange.

Memorandum of The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable

Understanding: federal environmental laws for this project are being, or have been, carried-out by
TxDOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of Understanding dated
December 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

Downloads: ¢ Notice

Presentation

Display Boards

Frequently Asked Questions
Schematic

Contact: TxDOT Austin District
P.O. Box 15426
Austin, TX 78761

(512) 832-7700
Email

Posted Feb. 5, 2079
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C5. Letter to Adjacent Landowners



Feb. 1, 2019

Adjacent Landowner XX

RE: Public Hearing for the Bell Boulevard Realignment Project — Cedar Park, TX

Dear Sir or Madam:

You are invited to attend a public hearing for the above-referenced Bell Boulevard
Realignment project. The public hearing will allow the public the opportunity to review
and comment on the project.

The public hearing will be held at the Cedar Park Recreation Center located at 1435
Main Street, Cedar Park, Texas 78613 on Thursday, Feb. 21, 2019. Maps, drawings,
and other project information will be on display from 5 to 5:30 p.m., and project team
members will be available to answer questions. Following the open house format, the
City of Cedar Park will present the project and receive public comment. The purpose of
the hearing is to present the planned improvements and to receive public comment on
the proposed project. A public comment period of 15 days will follow the hearing.

Public Hearing

Project Name: Bell Boulevard Realignment

Date: Feb. 21, 2019

Time: Open House Format: 5 to 5:30 p.m.
Presentation 5:30 to 6:15 p.m.

Public Hearing 6:30 to 7:30 p.m. (may close early if no further
public comments)

The Bell Boulevard (US 183) Realignment Project would return the current Bell
Boulevard roadway east onto the full extent of Old Highway 183 from Cedar Park Drive
to south of Buttercup Creek Boulevard in Cedar Park. Currently, Old Highway 183 is a
two-lane roadway parallel to Bell Boulevard, running generally north and south. Bell
Boulevard would be realigned and relocated to the OIld Highway 183 alignment and
reconstructed to a four-lane divided roadway that would include a raised median with
turn lanes at intersections and driveways. The project would also include lighting and
pedestrian and bicycle accommodations. The project is 0.8 mile in length and would
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include grading, base, asphalt pavement, culverts, signing, and pavement markings.
This project would require the acquisition of additional right of way.

The purpose of the Bell Boulevard (US 183) Realignment Project is to improve public
safety within the corridor in a manner consistent with the Destination Bell Boulevard
Master Plan. During the Destination Bell Boulevard Master Plan process, the public
selected the separation of the through traffic on realigned (east) Bell Boulevard and the
commercial access traffic on what is the proposed west Bell Boulevard. This separation
seeks to improve safety and accessibility for vehicles and pedestrians accessing the
commercial corridor between Cedar Park Drive and south of Buttercup Creek
Boulevard.

Additional right of way and easements are required and commercial displacements are
anticipated. Information concerning services and benefits available to affected property
owners and information about the tentative schedule for right-of-way acquisition may be
obtained from the district office at the address listed below.

The draft Environmental Assessment (EA), maps showing the project location and
design, tentative construction schedules, and other information regarding the project are
on file and available for inspection Monday through Friday between the hours of 8 a.m.
and 5 p.m. at the TxDOT Austin District Office located at 7901 N Interstate 35, Austin,
Texas 78753, (512) 832-7000 and online at
https://www.cedarparktexas.gov/departments/engineering/city-project-updates. This
information will also be available for inspection at the hearing. Verbal and written
comments from the public regarding the project are requested and may be presented at
the hearing or submitted in person or by mail to:

City of Cedar Park, c/o Emily Truman, P.E.,
450 Cypress Creek Road,
Cedar Park, TX 78613.

Comments must be received on or before March 8, 2019, to be part of the official
hearing record.

The hearing will be conducted in English. Persons interested in attending the hearing
and have special communication or accommodation needs, such the need for an
interpreter, are encouraged to contact Emily Truman, P.E., City of Cedar Park Senior
Engineer, (512) 401-5000 or BellBlvdRealignment@cedarparktexas.gov. Requests
should be made at least two days prior to the hearing. Every reasonable effort will be
made to accommodate these needs.


https://www.cedarparktexas.gov/departments/engineering/city-project-updates
mailto:BellBlvdRealignment@cedarparktexas.gov
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If you need additional information on this project or the hearing, please contact Emily
Truman, City of Cedar Park Senior Engineer, at (512) 401-5356 or by email at
emily.truman@cedarparktexas.gov.

Sincerely,

Emily Truman, P.E., C.F.M.
City of Cedar Park Senior Engineer

cc: Lorena Echeverria de Misi, P.E., Director of Transportation Planning and
Development, Austin District, TXDOT
Leslie Winans lll, P.E., Project Manager, Austin District, TXDOT
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Name Address Company City State Zip
COMMERCIAL LANDOWNERS

103-109 BELL BLVD LLC c/o QUICK MANAGEMENT 1000 N IH 35STE A ROUND ROCK TX 78681
218 OLD HWY 183, LP 918 PALOS VERDES LEANDER TX 78641
305 SBELL BLVD LLC 503 CR 142 BURNET TX 78611
312 314 OLD HWY 183 LP 918 PALOS VERDES LEANDER TX 78641
ACEITERA LLC 211 E 7TH ST STE 620 AUSTIN TX 78701
ADVANCED TECH AUTOMOTIVE 100 COMMERCIAL PKWY CEDAR PARK TX 78613
ADVANCED TECH AUTOMOTIVE 100 COMMERCIAL PKWY CEDAR PARK TX 78613
ARMSTRONG BUTTERCUP CREEK LP c/o DT LAND GROUP INC 2414 EXPOSITION BLVD STE D200 AUSTIN TX 78703-2276
AUSTIN CAR WASH INC c/o MISTER CAR WASH 222 E. 5TH ST. TUCSON AZ 85705-8412
AUSTIN CAR WASH INC c/o CWPS CORP/MISTER CARWASH 8500 RESEARCH BLVD STE 100 AUSTIN TX 78758-7802
BELL, DANNY KENT PO BOX 126 CEDAR PARK TX 78630-0126
BERKE ENTERPRISES LTD c¢/o TERRAMONT REALTY PARNTERS 18512 CARROT ST STE 407 SPRING TX 77379-4923
CEDAR P GROUP LLC 803 CASHEW LN CEDAR PARK TX 78713
CEDAR PARK SQUARE TWO LTD 5121 BEE CAVE RD STE 207 AUSTIN TX 78746-5216
CENTRAL TEXAS CHILDRENS HOME 1925 CRANE RD BUDA TX 78610
FORBES, DAVID DR PO BOX 6203 EDMONDS WA 98026-1101
FOSTER, STEVEN K 190 BUTTERCUP CREEK BLVD CEDAR PARK TX 78613-3772
GOODWILL INDUSTRIES OF CENTRAL TEXAS Attn: ROBERTA SCHWARTZ 1015 NORWOOD PARK BLVD AUSTIN TX 78753-6608
HAROON, JAVED & SALEEM MAREDIA 1108 SHILOH ST CEDAR PARK TX 78613-6968
HAWKINS FAMILY PARTNERS LP 5716 W HIGHWAY 290 STE 200 AUSTIN TX 78735-8721
HEUSSNER, DAVID & CARMEN 450 N BELL BLVD CEDAR PARK TX 78613-2220
JAYLEE LTD 5909 BURLESON RD AUSTIN TX 78744
KUHN, MICHAEL J 609B WOOD ST AUSTIN TX 78703-5417
MCANELLY, THEODORE ALAN 2475 COUNTY ROAD 513 HAMILTON TX 76531-3568
N E WALKER INC PO BOX 1274 LEANDER TX 78646-1274
NEEL KAMAL INC 602 S BELL BLVD CEDAR PARK TX 78613-3821
PAPA JOHNS USA INC PO BOX 99900 LOUISVILLE KY 40269-0900
PM PREFERRED PROPERTIES LP 1250 E MISSOURI AVE PHOENIX AZ 85014-2912
PRIORITY SYSTEMS 275 FM 2483 BELTON TX 76513-5547
QUADRA PROPERTIES LLC 1106 SAVOY ST SAN DIEGO CA 92017
RCH, RIVER CITY RENTALS/TRACTORS 8902 BALCONES CLUB DR AUSTIN TX 78750-3008
ROXBURY HOLDING COMPANY LLC 11911 SAN VICENTE BLVD STE 265 LOS ANGELES CA 90049
SECOND NHP HOLDINGS LP PO BOX 9038 AUSTIN TX 78766-9038
SMOKEY DENMARK, LTD 3505 E 5TH ST AUSTIN TX 78702-4913
SOVEREIGN BANK 17950 PRESTON RD STE 500 DALLAS TX 75252
SOVRAN ACQUISITION LIMITED PARTNERSHIP 6467 MAIN ST WILLIAMSVILLE NY 14221-5890
SPECIALTY COMPOUNDING PROPERTIES LLC 3801 S LAMAR AUSTIN TX 78704
SWANSON ROBERT J & KATHLEEN D CO-TRUSTEES OF SWANSON FAMILY TRUST 31760 N BERRY RD VALLEY CENTER CA 92082
TEXAS, HERITAGE BANK 1102 18TH AVE. S. NASHVILLE TN 37212
THI, KY & ANH N 500 SOUTH BELL CEDAR PARK TX 78613
TRAN, PHUONG & JUN LIU 1117 BLUE FOX DR AUSTIN TX 78753
Yl, PYONG HWA 1310 FALL CREEK LOOP CEDAR PARK TX 78613-5819
TROVATO, JOHN J & ODELLE A HALL 601 BELLBLVD S CEDAR PARK TX 78613
LANKA ENTERPRISE LLC 751 BELLBLVD S CEDAR PARK TX 78613
BLUE SAGE INC 605 BELL BLVD S CEDAR PARK TX 78613
BUTTERCUP, CREEK ANIMAL 610 BELL BLVD S CEDAR PARK TX 78613
VARMA, MAHENDRA 609 BELL BLVD S CEDAR PARK TX 78613
COMMERCIAL TENANTS

CEDAR PARK PEDIATRICS or Current Tenant 200 BUTTERCUP CREEK BLVD Suite 100 CEDAR PARK TX 78613
CEDAR PARK DANCE COMPANY or Current Tenant 200 BUTTERCUP CREEK BLVD Suite 104 CEDAR PARK TX 78613
CENTRAL TEXAS CHIROPRACTOR or Current Tenant 200 BUTTERCUP CREEK BLVD Suite 106 CEDAR PARK TX 78613
FAMILY DOLLAR or Current Tenant 200 BUTTERCUP CREEK BLVD Suite 107 CEDAR PARK TX 78613
OVER THE TOP QUILTING or Current Tenant 200 BUTTERCUP CREEK BLVD Suite 111 CEDAR PARK TX 78613
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REBECCA'S HAIR STUDIO or Current Tenant 200 BUTTERCUP CREEK BLVD Suite 112 CEDAR PARK TX 78613
PILATES ISLAND STUDIO or Current Tenant 200 BUTTERCUP CREEK BLVD Suite 113 CEDAR PARK TX 78613
THE GUN STORE or Current Tenant 200 BUTTERCUP CREEK BLVD Suite 114 CEDAR PARK TX 78613
ANN ADAMO, DO or Current Tenant 200 BUTTERCUP CREEK BLVD Suite 115 CEDAR PARK TX 78613
WOK EXPRESS or Current Tenant 200 BUTTERCUP CREEK BLVD Suite 117 CEDAR PARK TX 78613
ADVANCED THERAPEUTIC MASSAGE or Current Tenant 200 BUTTERCUP CREEK BLVD Suite 119 CEDAR PARK TX 78613
KUMON LEARNING CENTER or Current Tenant 200 BUTTERCUP CREEK BLVD Suite 120 CEDAR PARK TX 78613
CORDOVAN ART SCHOOL & POTTERY PARLOR or Current Tenant 200 BUTTERCUP CREEK BLVD Suite 122 CEDAR PARK TX 78613
ARUNA'S KITCHEN or Current Tenant 200 BUTTERCUP CREEK BLVD Suite 125 CEDAR PARK TX 78613
CULIN KARATE CENTER or Current Tenant 200 BUTTERCUP CREEK BLVD Suite 126 CEDAR PARK TX 78613
CEDAR PARK NAILS or Current Tenant 200 BUTTERCUP CREEK BLVD Suite 127 CEDAR PARK TX 78613
THAMNAK THAI or Current Tenant 200 BUTTERCUP CREEK BLVD Suite 128 CEDAR PARK TX 78613
SIDELINES SPORTS GRILLE or Current Tenant 200 BUTTERCUP CREEK BLVD Suite 130 CEDAR PARK TX 78613
TEXAS CAR TITLE & PAYDAY LOAN or Current Tenant 8601 DUNWOODY PLACE, STE 406 ATLANTA GA 30350
A-LINE AUTO PARTS or Current Tenant PO BOX 6337 AUSTIN TX 78744
SPECIALITY COMPOUNDI or Current Tenant 103 COMMERCIAL PKWY CEDAR PARK TX 78613
103-109 BELL BLVD, LLC ¢/o Quick Management or Current Tenant 103 N BELL BLVD, SUITE A CEDAR PARK TX 78613
WILLIAMSON COUNTY AUDITOR or Current Tenant 104 COMMERCIAL PKWY GEORGETOWN TX 78626
CLIFF'S TIRE & SERVICE or Current Tenant 104 N BELL BLVD CEDAR PARK TX 78613
A-1 SIGNS or Current Tenant 109 N BELL BLVD CEDAR PARK TX 78613
DIMENSION PROPERTIES or Current Tenant 111 N BELL BLVD CEDAR PARK TX 78613
CWPS CORP. c/o CAR WASH PARTNERS INC or Current Tenant 111 SBELL BLVD CEDAR PARK TX 78613
CEDAR PARK ANIMAL CLINIC or Current Tenant 119 N BELL BLVD CEDAR PARK TX 78613
SOVEREIGN BANK or Current Tenant 150 S BELL BLVD CEDAR PARK TX 78613
STEVEN K. FOSTER, MD,PA or Current Tenant 190 BUTTERCUP CREEK BLVD CEDAR PARK TX 78630
ARMSTONG MCCALL - W or Current Tenant 200 SBELLBLVD F4 CEDAR PARK TX 78613
CEDAR PARK SQUARE TW c/o CARR DEVELOPMENT INC. or Current Tenant 200 S BELL BLVD CEDAR PARK TX 78613
FANCY NAILS, BICH NGUYEN or Current Tenant 200 S BELL BLVD B5 CEDAR PARK TX 78613
GAS LOGS EXPRESS & B or Current Tenant 200 SBELLBLVD E3 CEDAR PARK TX 78613
HK TAEKWONDO or Current Tenant 200 S BELL BLVD C2 CEDAR PARK TX 78613
LOS CHILAQUILES BAR or Current Tenant 200 SBELLBLVD E1 CEDAR PARK TX 78613
MEGAN SUTTON or Current Tenant 200 SBELLBLVD F1 CEDAR PARK TX 78613
MOONIE'S BURGER HOUS or Current Tenant 200 S BELL BLVD, A1 CEDAR PARK TX 78613
NAPLES, KAREN L. or Current Tenant 200 S BELL BLVD, E2 CEDAR PARK TX 78613
OVERDIEK LLC DBA HAN or Current Tenant 200 S BELL BLVD, C1 CEDAR PARK TX 78613
SALON KERIZ'MA or Current Tenant 200 S BELL BLVD, B6 CEDAR PARK TX 78613
SCHAIBLE ENTPRISES, or Current Tenant 200 S BELL BLVD, F6 CEDAR PARK TX 78613
SHUFU MASSAGE or Current Tenant 200 S BELL BLVD, B2 CEDAR PARK TX 78613
SWEET SHACK CANDY SH or Current Tenant 200 S BELL BLVD, F2 CEDAR PARK TX 78613
TEXAS DISCOUNT FURNI or Current Tenant 200 S BELLBLVD, D CEDAR PARK TX 78613
PRIORITY SYSTEMS, INC. or Current Tenant 201 BUTTERCUP CREEK BLVD CEDAR PARK TX 78613
EDWARD JONES INVESTMENTS, 453000 EDWARD JONES, MS#2 or Current Tenant 201 SBELL BLVD CEDAR PARK TX 78613
SPECIALITY COMPOUNDING LLC or Current Tenant 211 SBELLBLVD CEDAR PARK TX 78613
CALLAHANS FEED & PET or Current Tenant 218 OLD US HWY 183 CEDAR PARK TX 78613
ROXBURY HOLDING COMPANY LLC or Current Tenant 251 N BELL BLVD CEDAR PARK TX 78613
GILBERT'S DAYLIGHT DONUTS or Current Tenant 303 N BELL BLVD CEDAR PARK TX 78613
WILLIAM RAY JOHNSON or Current Tenant 305 S BELL BLVD CEDAR PARK TX 78613
ACSO OF TEXAS LP #4984 or Current Tenant 306 S BELL BLVD, Suite 310 CEDAR PARK TX 78613
CRICKET WIRELESS or Current Tenant 306 S BELL BLVD, Suite 308 CEDAR PARK TX 78613
DOMINQ'S PIZZA or Current Tenant 306 S BELL BLVD, Suite 306 CEDAR PARK TX 78613
SANTIAGO PALOMINO or Current Tenant 306 S BELL BLVD, Suite 312 CEDAR PARK TX 78613
WINTER WOLFE, LLC or Current Tenant 306 S BELL BLVD CEDAR PARK TX 78613
RCH COMPANY or Current Tenant 309 N BELL BLVD CEDAR PARK TX 78613
STOR-A-WAY, C/O WEDGE DEVELOPMENT or Current Tenant 309 S BELL BLVD CEDAR PARK TX 78613
HOME SWEET HOME or Current Tenant 314 OLD US HWY 183 CEDAR PARK TX 78613
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KIM PHUNG CHINESE RESTAURANT or Current Tenant 315 N BELL BLVD CEDAR PARK X 78613
STAR PAPA LP or Current Tenant 319 N BELL BLVD CEDAR PARK X 78613
EL POLLO RICO #9 or Current Tenant 325 N BELL BLVD CEDAR PARK X 78613
HEARTLAND AUTOMOTIVE DBA JIFFY or Current Tenant 400 N BELL BLVD CEDAR PARK X 78613
CONNIE'S CAR WASH or Current Tenant 400 OLD US HWY 183 CEDAR PARK X 78613
L.S. HUMMEL or Current Tenant 401 N BELL BLVD CEDAR PARK X 78613
LONE STAR TITLE LOANS or Current Tenant 406 OLD US HWY 183 ALPHARETTA GA 30005
CEDAR STOP & WASH, NAJIB WEHBE or Current Tenant 430 N BELL BLVD AUSTIN X 78731
TRUE AUTO SALES or Current Tenant 450 N BELL BLVD CEDAR PARK X 78613
#1 500 CENTURY FOOD STORE, THI KY or Current Tenant 500 S BELL BLVD CEDAR PARK X 78613
DOC HOLLIDAYS #552 (CASH AMERICA MGMT LP #00552) c/o ADVANTAGE IQ-MS254510 S BELL BLVD CEDAR PARK X 78613
HERITAGE PERSONNEL or Current Tenant 600 S BELL BLVD CEDAR PARK X 78630
DAVIDS ONE STOP or Current Tenant 602 S BELL BLVD CEDAR PARK X 78613
U-HAUL CO OF AUSTIN or Current Tenant 700 S BELL BLVD CEDAR PARK X 78613
GOODWILL INDUSTRIES or Current Tenant 75 BRUSHY CREEK RD CEDAR PARK X 78613
RESIDENTIAL LANDOWNERS

JOHN OR MARTHA BENNETT 1206 WINSLOW LN GRAPEVINE X 76051
KIMBERLY CORLEY 205 S KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK X 78613
WILLIAM & DEBRA MCPEAK 101 N KING'S CANYON DR CEDAR PARK X 78613
FAITH BARNETT 104 S KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK X 78613
GARETT & MORGAN HOPPER 1201 MAHOGANY CEDAR PARK X 78613
MARCELINO RESA 204 E PARK ST CEDAR PARK X 78613
DAVID R SCOTT 206 E PARK CEDAR PARK X 78613
PHIL & SHALOME BRYANT 302 N KING'S CANYON DR CEDAR PARK X 78613
DOUGLAS KRING 215 N KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK X 78613
TENA ALLEN 307 N RAINBOW BRDG CEDAR PARK X 78613
PHILLIP & GIGI HEERMANS (WILLIAM TALLEY) 304 N KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK X 78613
SALLY J HALL 311 N. RAINBOW BRIDGE CEDAR PARK X 78613
FELICIA WHITLEY 203 N KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK X 78613
LEO DEVIDEGARAY 203 N RAINBOW BRDG CEDAR PARK X 78613
PAULINE & JONATHAN MITCHELL 105 N AUSTIN #9110 GEORGETOWN X 78626
FELICIA WHITLEY 203 N KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK X 78613
LEO DEVIDEGARAY 203 N RAINBOW BRDG CEDAR PARK X 78613
MICHAEL & DIANE BERRY PO BOX 1507 CEDAR PARK X 78630
SANDRA YU 203 S KING'S CANYON DR CEDAR PARK X 78613
JASON MOSOTTI 113 S KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK X 78613
TIM MCELROY 202 PARKWAY DR CEDAR PARK X 78613
AUDREY WCADODWCADRTH 206 PARKWAY DR CEDAR PARK X 78613
LINDA E SHANNON 106 PARKWAY CEDAR PARK X 78613
JOHN W EVANS 301 PARKWAY CEDAR PARK X 78613
CALLAWAY, KATHLYN JOSIE 3724 BLUE CAT WAY ROUND ROCK X 78665-1429
BERRY, DIANE MICHELLE & MICHAEL L 205 N RAINBOW BRIDGE DR CEDAR PARK X 78613-3069
JONES, KENNETH A & TERESA A PO BOX 1358 CEDAR PARK X 78630-1358
DU, LIANXIANG & MAOHUI ZHOU 8012 TANTARA CT AUSTIN X 78729-6457
GREEN, MALCOLM K & MARJORIE A 4427 E TURQUOISE AVE PHOENIX AZ 85028
HINES, WALTER L & GERALDINE M 1717 TREELINE DR CEDAR PARK X 78613-7176
CHEN, YAN & CHAOXIN QIU 2201 RIVINA DR AUSTIN X 78733
DEVIDEGARAY, LEOPOLDO 1327 LAKESIDE LOOP ROUND ROCK X 78665-1426
BERRY, DIANE MICHELLE & MICHAEL L 205 N RAINBOW BRIDGE DR CEDAR PARK X 78613-3069
BENNETT, MARTHA & ESTATE OF JOHN R BENNETT SR 1206 WINSLOW LN GRAPEVINE X 76051
CORRAL, CARLOS & ADA RAY 11400 HIDDEN QUAIL DR AUSTIN X 78758
HOPPER, MORGAN & GARETT 1201 MAHOGANY LN CEDAR PARK X 78613
STACEY, DOUGLAS ARTHUR & DIANA HELEN 8325 MEADOWS WAY DESERT HOT SPRINGS CA 92240
SCOTT DAVID R & ESTATE OF REGINA ANN SCOTT PO BOX 1384 CEDAR PARK X 78613
ZUO, YAN 6910 SHUMAND CIR AUSTIN X 78759-4645
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RIVAS, CELIA 604 S MUSTANG AVE CEDAR PARK TX 78613-3128
ALLEN, DONALD C & TENA S 8355 HARDWCADOD RD NORTH RICHLAND HILLS TX 76180-5859
DU, LIANXIANG & MAOHUI ZHOU 8012 TANTARA CT AUSTIN TX 78729-6457
GREEN, MALCOLM K & MARJORIE A 4427 E TURQUOISE AVE PHOENIX AZ 85028
HINES, WALTER L & GERALDINE M 1717 TREELINE DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613-7176
CHEN, YAN & CHAOXIN QlU 2201 RIVINA DR AUSTIN TX 78733
DEVIDEGARAY, LEOPOLDO 1327 LAKESIDE LOOP ROUND ROCK TX 78665-1426
GUNLOCK, LURA L ESTATE 101 KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613
RESIDENTIAL TENANTS

SOTO, EDNA or current resident 100 PARKWAY DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613-2920
WERNECKE, JAMES DALE or current resident 100 SAN MATEO TER CEDAR PARK TX 78613-2940
GUPTA, SAURABH or current resident 1000 HUNTERS CREEK DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613-5908
RALDA, CARLOS & MARIA or current resident 101 KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613
NAYLOR, CS or current resident 102 N KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613-3045
OBRIEN, JOHN P & BRONWYN E or current resident 102 PARKWAY DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613
HANCOCK, JESSE R or current resident 102 S KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613
SAENZ, SARAH & GILBERT RAMON or current resident 103 KINGS CANYON DR N CEDAR PARK TX 78613
LI-DIAZ, KENED or current resident 103 N RAINBOW BRIDGE DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613-3036
DURANTE, AMADEO & MARIA A or current resident 103 S KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613-3040
BENITEZ, ELEODORO & NELDA L or current resident 103 S RAINBOW BRIDGE DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613-3032
BADILLO, VIVIAN or current resident 104 N KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613
JIM ANDERSON or current resident 104 PARKWAY CEDAR PARK TX 78613
FOX, MARY ANN or current resident 105 N KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613
SNYDER, JACOB & ANALISA or current resident 105 N RAINBOW BRIDGE DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613
ZIMMERMAN, CAROL J or current resident 105 S KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613-3040
MCDONALD, RAFFERTY SCOTT & KRYSTAL ANN HAYS or current resident 105 SUMMER PARK BND CEDAR PARK TX 78613
STEWART, LINDA RENE or current resident 106 N KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613-3045
CASSITY, MATTHEW S & HEATHER C or current resident 106 S KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613
THOMASON, CYNTHIA ANN or current resident 107 N KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613
HARDIE, STEVE B or current resident 107 N RAINBOW BRIDGE DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613-3036
WAFFORD, GREGORY A or current resident 107 S KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613-3040
HABECKER, CHRISTY M & RICKIE S or current resident 107 S RAINBOW BRIDGE DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613
GRIPENTROG, BRIAN P ETUX or current resident 108 S KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613-3041
BAUGHMAN, HEATHER A or current resident 109 KINGS CANYON DR S CEDAR PARK TX 78613
KRAFT ROSE M & DAVID W KRAFT ESTATE or current resident 110 S KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613-3041
PRIDDY, LISA & MARCY NICHOLSON or current resident 111 KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613
FOX, WILLIAM A & PAMELA G or current resident 111 S RAINBOW BRIDGE DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613
HARVEL, JAMES R & NANCY S PENN or current resident 1204 PEYTON PL CEDAR PARK TX 78613
RH OF TEXAS LIMITED PARTNERSHIP or current resident 13620 Ranch Road 620 N, Bldg B150 AUSTIN TX 78717-1117
CLOTTEY, CLIFFORD N-A or current resident 1604 HILL COUNTRY DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613-6953
SPENCE, WILLIAM or current resident 1635 SUNDANCE DR ROUND ROCK TX 78665
WALTER, LINDSAY & JONATHAN or current resident 200 CHACO CYN CEDAR PARK TX 78613
VILLAREAL, KATHERINE P or current resident 200 GLACIER DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613-2364
BURGER, DAVID S & ELIZABETH ANNE or current resident 200 N KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613-3071
WESTIGARD, JASON S & ANA LUISA or current resident 200 PARKWAY DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613-2950
BUCHANAN, DONNIS or current resident 201 CAPULIN MTN CEDAR PARK TX 78613-3048
CABRERA, NANCY or current resident 201 CHACO CANYON CEDAR PARK TX 78613
WARD, LINANN MITCHELL or current resident 201 E PARK ST CEDAR PARK TX 78613-3062
ELIAS, KEVIN S & REBECCA R or current resident 201 KINGS CANYON DR S CEDAR PARK TX 78613
ADAMS, GREGORY S AND ROXANNE or current resident 201 N KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613-3042
BLANDA, LISA M or current resident 201 N RAINBOW BRIDGE DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613-3034
HARLAN, LINDSIE C or current resident 201 RAINBOW BRIDGE DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613
YOMI, JIMMY S & SUSAN L KING or current resident 201 SUMMER PARK BND CEDAR PARK TX 78613
ROBERTS, MARK E & DANIELLE E or current resident 202 CAPULIN MTN CEDAR PARK TX 78613-3049
PETERS, DON S & LORI K or current resident 202 CHACO CYN CEDAR PARK TX 78613-3053
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ROBLES, MARTIN M or current resident 202 GLACIER DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613
GANDIKOTA, SRINIVAS & POOIJITHA or current resident 202 SUMMER PARK BND CEDAR PARK TX 78613
BURLINGAME, AARON or current resident 203 CAPULIN MOUNTAIN CEDAR PARK TX 78613
JOHNSON, GARY W or current resident 203 CHACO CANYON CEDAR PARK TX 78613
MARCONETTE, LEVI & GENNIFER or current resident 203 PARK ST CEDAR PARK TX 78613
REYNA, MICHAEL R & AMY M or current resident 203 SUMMER PARK BND CEDAR PARK TX 78613
STAMOS, MICHAEL A & BONNIE J or current resident 204 GLACIER DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613-2364
SCHUETTE, JOHN or current resident 204 N KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613-3071
CHAMBERS, GLORIA J or current resident 205 CAPULIN MTN CEDAR PARK TX 78613-3048
FRANKS, DWAN A & ROY E or current resident 205 E PARK ST CEDAR PARK TX 78613-3062
LORAINE, SUSAN R or current resident 205 N KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613
MATHERS, KENNNETH & ANITA or current resident 206 GLACIER DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613
PHAN, ELISE or current resident 206 N KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613
BLOOM, MATTHEW D or current resident 207 N KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613-3070
KELLY, SHAWN or current resident 207 N RAINBOW BRIDGE DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613
EVANS, JOHN or current resident 207 RABBIT HOLLOW LN GEORGETOWN TX 78626
GRAY, DAVID & CHERYL or current resident 207 S KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613-3038
DUTTON, MICHAEL L & DOREEN N or current resident 208 N KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613
FARNSWCADRTH, CHRISTOPHER & ZINA M or current resident 209 N RAINBOW BRIDGE DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613-3069
TERESA JONES or current resident 2109 SURRENDER AVE AUSTIN TX 78728
METZ, LEA or current resident 211 N KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613
DE MUSIAL, IDIDA ALEMAN or current resident 213 KINGS CANYON DR N CEDAR PARK TX 78613
WILLIAM SPENCE or current resident 2501 LOUIS HENNA BLVD #825 ROUND ROCK TX 78664
LINGO, LONNIE LEE & JAMES ALLEN or current resident 300 N KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613
HOUSTON, CHRISTOPHER W or current resident 300 PARKWAY DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613
RENSHAW, JOHN C, Jr or current resident 300 S KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613
GIOTIS, CHARLES & TENNYE L or current resident 301 N KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613-2345
KATHLYN CALLAWAY or current resident 301 S KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613
FERRIS, WILLIAM T & SHIRLEY or current resident 303 N KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613-2345
MCNEW, TAYLOR JOAN & BRIAN EDWARD BEAULIEU or current resident 303 N RAINBOW BRIDGE DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613
WEST JAMES E & RUTH J REVOCABLE LIVING TRUST or current resident 303 S KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613-3141
BOORMAN, BARBARA J or current resident 304 S KINGS CANYON CEDAR PARK TX 78613
MARES, ARTURO & SALLY J or current resident 305 N KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613-2345
LOGSDON, JAMIE M or current resident 305 N RAINBOW BRIDGE DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613-2343
BRUNS, DONNA M or current resident 305 S KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613-3141
COFFEY, ROBERT N & JOYCE E or current resident 306 N KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613-2346
ROSS, MICHELE A or current resident 307 N KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613
THOMPSON, THOMAS A & TERESA L or current resident 308 N KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613-2346
MARTIN, RICHARD L Ill & TRICIA D or current resident 309 N KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613-2345
POWELL, SYVIA WYSOCKI or current resident 309 N RAINBOW BRIDGE DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613-2343
FELLER, BRAD & LAURA or current resident 309 S KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613
LOGSDON, JAMIE M or current resident 310 N KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613-2346
ADAMS, MELANIE L & THOMAS R SCHWERDT or current resident 311 N KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613
MEYER, MICHAEL L & COLEEN G or current resident 311 S KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613-3141
URIAS, BILLY & JESSICA or current resident 313 N KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613-2345
LANDRY, DANIEL J & PHYLLIS A or current resident 313 S KINGS CANYON DR CEDAR PARK TX 78613-3141
GRANTHAM, SARAH LYNN (TOD) to DANY N GRANTHAM or current resident 3604 ARROWHEAD CIR ROUND ROCK TX 78681
JUSTICE, WILLIAM FOY JR & YVONNE S or current resident 3936 LAGO VISTA DR AUSTIN TX 78734-2047
HARGIS, DEREK or current resident 7690 NEZ PERCE TRCE MANOR TX 78653
JONES, BRENT A & KIMBERLY S or current resident 9812 ROYAL NEW KENT AUSTIN TX 78717
MITCHLER, WENDY S & JEFFREY W or current resident PO BOX 2470 CEDAR PARK TX 78630-2470
MERRILL, BONNIE or current resident PO BOX 400 CEDAR PARK TX 78630-0400
GENERAL INTERESTED PERSONS - TXDOT

Bob Patterson 1904 Newning Avenue AUSTIN TX 78704
Tom Johnson P.O. Box 2185 AUSTIN TX 78768
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Residential and Commercial Owners and Tenants Mailing List

Earl Burklund, Burklund Family Enterprises 8309 FM 1625 AUSTIN TX 78747
Craig Erwin, Vice President for Finance and Administration/CFO, Southwestern Univer{P.O. Box 770 GEORGETOWN TX 78627-0770
Bob Ehrlich 206 Jefferson Square AUSTIN TX 78731
C.R.E.S.T c¢/o Charles M. Collins 4930 Burnet Road, Suite 100 AUSTIN TX 78756
Jennifer Weise, Associated General Contractors 300 Barton Springs Road AUSTIN TX 78704
Rayellen Cekuta 101 Wood Trail AUSTIN TX 78746
Bob Honts Properties c/o Seton Motley 1402 San Antonio, Suite 102 AUSTIN TX 78701
David Kohler 12808 Quarterhorse Drive ELGIN TX 78621
Richard Reeves 2090 Houston Rd. BURLESON TX 78724
Paul Jacobs, Austin Eyeworks 7225 Hwy 71 West # B AUSTIN TX 78735
Carol Cespedes, South Windmill Run Neighborhood Assn 7300 Calbram Lane AUSTIN TX 78736
Dick Kallerman, Sierra Club 2510 Cedarview Dr. AUSTIN TX 78704
Andrew Hawkins, Save Our Springs Alliance Post Office Box 684881 AUSTIN TX 78768
Sid Subramanian, Camelot Neighborhood Association 586 Canyon Rim AUSTIN TX 78746
Jim Butler 5107 Evidence Cove SPICEWOOD TX 78669
Beth Ann Ray, Austin Chamber of Commerce 535 East 5th Street AUSTIN TX 78701
Mary L. Rohrer, Mgr. of Real Estate, H.E.B. 646 South Main Avenue SAN ANTONIO TX 78204
Erik Benz 11116 Miramar Drive AUSTIN X 78726
Katie Smith Deolloz, Bike Austin 1000 Brazos Street AUSTIN TX 78701
Shane Nelder, Braun & Gresham, PLLC (Attorneys at Law) 14101 Hwy. 290 West, Suite 1100 AUSTIN TX 78737
Laurie Miller 110 Jacobs Way HUTTO TX 78634
Laurie Dixon 924 Hyde Park Dr. ROUND ROCK TX 78665
Micheal Rollins 535 East 5th Street AUSTIN TX 78701
Jessica Olvera 646 South Main Avenue SAN ANTONIO TX 78204
David O’Brien 646 South Main Avenue SAN ANTONIO TX 78204
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Feb. 1, 2019

The Honorable Charles Schwertner
Texas State Senator

1717 N Interstate 35 Frontage Road
Round Rock, Texas 78664

RE: Public Hearing for the Bell Boulevard Realignment Project — Cedar Park, TX

Dear Senator Schwertner:

You are cordially invited to attend a public hearing for the above-referenced Bell
Boulevard Realignment project. The public hearing will allow the public the opportunity
to review and comment on the project.

The public meeting will be held at the Cedar Park Recreation Center located at 1435
Main Street, Cedar Park, Texas 78613 on Thursday, Feb. 21, 2019. Maps, drawings,
and other project information will be on display from 5 to 5:30 p.m., and project team
members will be available to answer questions. Following the open house format, the
City of Cedar Park will present the project and receive public comment. The purpose of
the hearing is to present the planned improvements and to receive public comment on
the proposed project. A public comment period of 15 days will follow the hearing.

Public Hearing

Project Name: Bell Boulevard Realignment

Date: Feb. 21, 2019

Time: Open House Format: 5 to 5:30 p.m.
Presentation 5:30 to 6:15 p.m.

Public Hearing 6:30 to 7:30 p.m. (may close early if no further
public comments)

The Bell Boulevard (US 183) Realignment Project would return the current Bell
Boulevard roadway east onto the full extent of Old Highway 183 from Cedar Park Drive
to south of Buttercup Creek Boulevard in Cedar Park. Currently, Old Highway 183 is a
two-lane roadway parallel to Bell Boulevard, running generally north and south. Bell
Boulevard would be realigned and relocated to the Old Highway 183 alignment and
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reconstructed to a four-lane divided roadway that would include a raised median with
turn lanes at intersections and driveways. The project would also include lighting and
pedestrian and bicycle accommodations. The project is 0.8 mile in length and would
include grading, base, asphalt pavement, culverts, signing, and pavement markings.
This project would require the acquisition of additional right of way.

The purpose of the Bell Boulevard (US 183) Realignment Project is to improve public
safety within the corridor in a manner consistent with the Destination Bell Boulevard
Master Plan. During the Destination Bell Boulevard Master Plan process, the public
selected the separation of the through traffic on realigned (east) Bell Boulevard and the
commercial access traffic on what is the proposed west Bell Boulevard. This separation
seeks to improve safety and accessibility for vehicles and pedestrians accessing the
commercial corridor between Cedar Park Drive and south of Buttercup Creek
Boulevard.

Additional right of way and easements are required and commercial displacements are
anticipated. Information concerning services and benefits available to affected property
owners and information about the tentative schedule for right-of-way acquisition may be
obtained from the district office at the address listed below.

The draft Environmental Assessment (EA), maps showing the project location and
design, tentative construction schedules, and other information regarding the project are
on file and available for inspection Monday through Friday between the hours of 8 a.m.
and 5 p.m. at the TxDOT Austin District Office located at 7901 N Interstate 35, Austin,
Texas 78753, (512) 832-7000 and online at
https://www.cedarparktexas.gov/departments/engineering/city-project-updates. This
information will also be available for inspection at the hearing. Verbal and written
comments from the public regarding the project are requested and may be presented at
the hearing or submitted in person or by mail to:

City of Cedar Park, c/o Emily Truman, P.E.,
450 Cypress Creek Road,
Cedar Park, TX 78613.

Comments must be received on or before March 8th, 2019, to be part of the official
hearing record.

The hearing will be conducted in English. Persons interested in attending the hearing
and have special communication or accommodation needs, such the need for an
interpreter, are encouraged to contact Emily Truman, P.E., City of Cedar Park Senior
Engineer, (512) 401-5000 or BellBlvdRealignment@cedarparktexas.gov. Requests
should be made at least two days prior to the hearing. Every reasonable effort will be
made to accommodate these needs.
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If you need additional information on this project or the hearing, please contact Emily
Truman, City of Cedar Park Senior Engineer, at (512) 401-5356 or by email at
emily.truman@cedarparktexas.gov.

Sincerely,

Emily Truman, P.E., C.F.M.
City of Cedar Park Senior Engineer

cc:  Lorena Echeverria de Misi, P.E., Director of Transportation Planning and
Development, Austin District, TxDOT
Leslie Winans lll, P.E., Project Manager, Austin District, TXDOT
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«name»
«address»
«cityst»

RE: Public Hearing for the Bell Boulevard Realignment Project — Cedar Park, TX

Dear Sir or Madam:

This letter is to notify you that the Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) and the
City of Cedar Park have scheduled a public hearing for the Bell Boulevard Realignment
Project. The public hearing will allow the public the opportunity to review and comment
on the project.

At some point in the past, you requested to be notified of all the TxDOT Austin District's
public meetings and hearings. If you no longer wish to be notified of these meetings,
please contact Shelly Eason at the Austin District office (512-832-7001) to request
removal from the mailing list.

The public hearing will be held at the Cedar Park Recreation Center located at 1435
Main Street, Cedar Park, Texas 78613 on Thursday, Feb. 21, 2019. Maps, drawings,
and other project information will be on display from 5 to 5:30 p.m., and project team
members will be available to answer questions. Following the open house format, the
City of Cedar Park will present the project and receive public comment. The purpose of
the hearing is to present the planned improvements and to receive public comment on
the proposed project. A public comment period of 15 days will follow the hearing.

Public Hearing

Project Name: Bell Boulevard Realignment

Date: Feb. 21, 2019

Time: Open House Format: 5 to 5:30 p.m.
Presentation 5:30 to 6:15 p.m.

Public Hearing 6:30 to 7:30 p.m. (may close early if no further
public comments)

The Bell Boulevard (US 183) Realignment Project would return the current Bell
Boulevard roadway east onto the full extent of Old Highway 183 from Cedar Park Drive
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to south of Buttercup Creek Boulevard in Cedar Park. Currently, Old Highway 183 is a
two-lane roadway parallel to Bell Boulevard, running generally north and south. Bell
Boulevard would be realigned and relocated to the Old Highway 183 alignment and
reconstructed to a four-lane divided roadway that would include a raised median with
turn lanes at intersections and driveways. The project would also include lighting and
pedestrian and bicycle accommodations. The project is 0.8 mile in length and would
include grading, base, asphalt pavement, culverts, signing, and pavement markings.
This project would require the acquisition of additional right of way.

The purpose of the Bell Boulevard (US 183) Realignment Project is to improve public
safety within the corridor in a manner consistent with the Destination Bell Boulevard
Master Plan. During the Destination Bell Boulevard Master Plan process, the public
selected the separation of the through traffic on realigned (east) Bell Boulevard and the
commercial access traffic on what is the proposed west Bell Boulevard. This separation
seeks to improve safety and accessibility for vehicles and pedestrians accessing the
commercial corridor between Cedar Park Drive and south of Buttercup Creek
Boulevard.

Additional right of way and easements are required and commercial displacements are
anticipated. Information concerning services and benefits available to affected property
owners and information about the tentative schedule for right-of-way acquisition may be
obtained from the district office at the address listed below.

The draft Environmental Assessment (EA), maps showing the project location and
design, tentative construction schedules, and other information regarding the project are
on file and available for inspection Monday through Friday between the hours of 8 a.m.
and 5 p.m. at the TxDOT Austin District Office located at 7901 N Interstate 35, Austin,
Texas 78753, (512) 832-7000 and online at
https://www.cedarparktexas.gov/departments/engineering/city-project-updates. This
information will also be available for inspection at the hearing. Verbal and written
comments from the public regarding the project are requested and may be presented at
the hearing or submitted in person or by mail to:

City of Cedar Park, c/o Emily Truman, P.E.,
450 Cypress Creek Road,
Cedar Park, TX 78613.

Comments must be received on or before March 8, 2019, to be part of the official
hearing record.

The hearing will be conducted in English. Persons interested in attending the hearing
and have special communication or accommodation needs, such the need for an
interpreter, are encouraged to contact Emily Truman, P.E., City of Cedar Park Senior
Engineer, (512) 401-5000 or BellBlvdRealignment@cedarparktexas.gov. Requests


https://www.cedarparktexas.gov/departments/engineering/city-project-updates
mailto:BellBlvdRealignment@cedarparktexas.gov

3 February 1, 2019

should be made at least two days prior to the hearing. Every reasonable effort will be
made to accommodate these needs.

If you need additional information on this project or the hearing, please contact Emily
Truman, City of Cedar Park Senior Engineer, at (512) 401-5356 or by email at
emily.truman@cedarparktexas.gov.

Sincerely,

Emily Truman, P.E., C.F.M.
City of Cedar Park Senior Engineer

cc: Lorena Echeverria de Misi, P.E., Director of Transportation Planning and
Development, Austin District, TxDOT
Leslie Winans lll, P.E., Project Manager, Austin District, TxDOT



Attached letter sent to all.

TxDOT Austin District

General Interested Persons List

CSJ RDWY County

name title company address city/st greeting

Bob Patterson 1904 Newning Avenue Austin, Texas 78704 Mr. Patterson
Tom Johnson P.O. Box 2185 Austin, Texas 78768 Mr. Johnson
Earl Burklund Burklund Family Enterprises 8309 FM 1625 Austin, Texas 78747 Mr. Burklund
Craig Erwin Vice President for Financ Southwestern University P.O. Box 770 Georgetown, Texas 78627-0770 Mr. Erwin
Bob Ehrlich 206 Jefferson Square Austin, Texas 78731 Mr. Ehrlich
C.RE.S.T c/o Charles M. Collins 4930 Burnet Road, Suite 100 Austin, Texas 78756 Mr. Collins
Jennifer Weise Associated General Contractors 300 Barton Springs Road Austin, Texas 78704 Ms. Weise
Rayellen Cekuta 101 Wood Trail Austin, Texas 78746 Ms. Cekuta
Bob Honts Properties | c/o Seton Motley 1402 San Antonio, Suite 102 Austin, Texas 78701 Mr. Motley
David Kohler 12808 Quarterhorse Drive Elgin, Texas 78621 Mr. Kohler
Richard Reeves 2090 Houston Rd. Burleson, Texas 78724 Mr. Reeves
Paul Jacobs Austin Eyeworks 7225 Hwy 71 West # B Austin, Texas 78735 Mr. Jacobs
Carol Cespedes South Windmill Run Neighborhood Assn 7300 Calbram Lane Austin, Texas 78736 Mrs. Cespedes
Dick Kallerman Sierra Club 2510 Cedarview Dr. Austin, Texas 78704 Mr. Kallerman
Andrew Hawkins Save Our Springs Alliance Post Office Box 684881 Austin, Texas 78768 Mr. Hawkins
Sid Subramanian Camelot Neighborhood Association 586 Canyon Rim Austin, Texas 78746 Mr. Subramanian
Jim Butler 5107 Evidence Cove Spicewood, Texas 78669 Mr. Butler
Michael Rollins President Austin Chamber of Commerce 535 East 5th Street Austin, Texas 78701 Mr. Rollins
Jessica Olvera Mgr. of Real Estate H.E.B. 646 South Main Avenue San Antonio, Texas 78204 Ms. Olvera
David O'Brien Director of Real Estate |H.E.B. 646 South Main Avenue San Antonio, Texas 78204 Mr. O'Brien
Erik Benz 11116 Miramar Drive Austin, Texas 78726 Mr. Benz
Katie Smith Deolloz Interim Executive Directol Bike Austin 1000 Brazos Street Austin, Texas 78701 Ms. Deolloz
Shane Nelder Braun & Gresham, PLLC (Attorneys at Law) 14101 Hwy. 290 West, Suite 1100 Austin, Texas 78737 Mr. Nelder
Laurie Miller 110 Jacobs Way Hutto, Texas 78634 Ms. Miller
Laurie Dixon 924 Hyde Park Dr. Round Rock, Texas 78665 Ms. Dixon

date printed: 5/8/2019

Page 1 of 1
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Page 2
1 PROCEEDINGS

2 CHRIS BISHOP: Good evening. I'm Chris

3 Bishop, TxDOT Public Information Officer for the Austin
4 District. | want to welcome you to this public hearing

5 for the proposed Bell Boulevard Realignment Project on
6 behalf of the Texas Department of Transportation and the
7 City of Cedar Park. TxDOT and the City are jointly

8 developing this project.

9 Before we begin, I'd like to recognize

10 any elected officials who happen to be with us this

11 evening if you'll raise your hand.

12 (No response.)

13 CHRIS BISHOP: Well, they're busy people,
14 too.

15 The format of the hearing is going to

16 include a chance to talk to you, a little bit of

17 introductions, then a presentation, and then a public
18 comment session.

19
20 Consultant Project Manager, is going to present a

21 summary of the proposed project. That will be followed
22 by an overview of the environment process, delivered by
23 Kevin Ramberg, who is the Environmental Consultant
24 Project Manager. And then I'm going to come back to
25 provide an overview of the right-of-way acquisition

In a few moments Brian Rice, who is the Design

Page 4
1 session and they'll be available after the comment

2 session briefly and you'll be able to find them in the

3 back by the illustration tables.

4 If you wish to present a verbal comment

5 during tonight's formal public comment session, please,
6 we ask you o fill out a speaker registration card. .

7 Those are located at the sign-in table, and you can get

8 one there. Leave them with the staff at the table.

9 They'll bring them back in. Speakers will be called up

10 in the order that they have submitted their cards.

11 There is also a written comment form

12 available. If you want to comment but don't want to

13 talk this evening or if you want to comment in more

14 detail, you can submit those comments in writing.

15 Written comments can be placed in the box over there at
16 the table. They can also be mailed and, | believe,

17 e-mailed in.

18 All comments to be included in the public

19 hearing comment record must be received by March 8th,
20 2019, by midnight Central Standard Time. Comments will
21 be reviewed and taken into consideration during future
22 project development. Our response to comments will be
23 received and available to be prepared in a comment

24 matrix in the coming weeks.

25 All right. I'm going to turn the

Page 3
1 process.

2 Again, we appreciate you being here to

3 review, discuss, and provide input on this proposed Bell
4 Boulevard Realignment Project.

5 The purpose of the public hearing is to

6 provide you an update on the project and, more

7 importantly, to receive public input on the proposed

8 improvements.

9 I want to tell you that the public

10 hearing is being recorded by a certified court reporter,
11 so there'll be a formal record. She will be preparing a
12 formal transcript of this hearing.

13
14 So we ask you to please take the time either to fill out

Now, we also do want to hear from you.

15 a comment form, drop it in the box, or by speaking
16 during the public comment session that's going to be
17 coming up after the presentation.

18
19 I'm sorry. I've got a little bit of allergy going on

20 today; I'll try to get through it without squeaking on

21 you -- we're not allowed to answer questions or respond

In adhering to public hearing rules --

22 to comments during the public comment session. However,
23 the project team, staff, will be available during the

24 break that we're going to take in a bit to answer your

25 questions one on one. They'll be available during that
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1 presentation over to Brian Rice, representing the City

2 of Cedar Park, who will have a project overview.

3 BRIAN RICE: Good evening. My name is

4 Brian Rice. | am the Project Manager for the design

5 team on the Bell Boulevard Realignment Project.

6 Now that Chris has covered the format of

7 the public hearing and ways to provide comments, | will

8 share an overview of the proposed project.

9 . Bell Boulevard, also known as

10 Highway 183, provides one of the main north-south access
11 routes through Williamson County and Cedar Park. This
12 corridor is one of the busiest highways in Central

13 Texas, providing the community access to commercial,
14 residential, and recreational use areas.

15 In the fall of 2014, the City of Cedar

16 Park began the Bell Boulevard Redevelopment Study, a
17 comprehensive process, to create a plan to improve

18 safety, mobility, and the viability of the corridor.

19 The plan was formally adopted by the City Council in

20 August 2015. In July 2017, the City of Cedar Park

21 Council authorized the City Manager to create an

22 advanced funding agreement with TxDOT for the design and
23 construction of the Bell Boulevard Realignment Project.
24 The project will be fully funded by the

25 City of Cedar Park and TxDOT will provide oversight
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1 during design, the environmental process, and

2 construction.

3 Public input, like that collected at

4 tonight's public hearing, is a valuable part of the

5 program and helps guide improvements in the

6 environmental study, final design, and construction

7 phases.

8 The purpose of the Bell Boulevard

9 Realignment project is to improve safety and mobility

10 within the corridor to benefit the rapidly growing City

11 of Cedar Park, Northwest Williamson County, and the
12 public at large. The proposed project begins just south
13 of the Buttercup Creek Boulevard/Brushy Creek Road and
14 U.S. 183 intersection and ends just south of Cedar Park

15 drive.

16 (Beeping noise.)

17 BRIAN RICE: s that me going off?
18 This 0.8-mile-length project realigns

19 existing Bell Boulevard from its current location to the

20 east onto the Oid Highway 183 alignment. This would

21 substantially improve the safety along the corridor by

22 improving existing intersections and eliminating turning
23 conflicts at numerous driveway locations. The proposed
24 intersection improvements at Buttercup Boulevard/Brushy
25 Creek Road would improve the current configuration with

Page 8
1 cultural, natural, and social resources were evaluated

2 during the proposed project.

3 Resources and issues studied during the

4 environmental process include air quality, archeological
5 sites and cemeteries, historic sites, public parks and

6 recreational areas, wildlife and protected species,

7 migratory birds, community impacts, hazardous materials,
8 traffic noise, wetlands and waters of the United States,

9 water quality and public involvement, like you were

10 saying.

11 The draft environmental assessment, which

12 is available in the back for review or on TxDOT and City
13 of Cedar Park's websites, analyzes impacts to various
14 resources for a build alternative and a no build

15 alternative. As Brian presented earlier, the build

16 alternative would inciude a realignment of the existing
17 Bell Boulevard east onto Old Highway 183. The no build
18 alternative would include no infrastructural improvement
19 along the project corridor, and the no build alternative
20 provides a baseline condition for a comparison in the

21 environmental document.

22 Community impact was one of the elements

23 reviewed during the environmental process; and this

24 figure, which is also presented over here, shows the

25 study area of the project in yellow. And the analysis
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1 the Old Highway 183 which has been identified as

2 confusing for motorists and dangerous for pedestrians.

3 It would be modified to be a typical four-way

4 intersection. The proposed intersection at Park Street

5 would be improved by providing additional through and

6 turn lanes. These improvements would substantially

7 improve long-term mobility, especially in the morning

8 hours of peak traffic.

9 The project proposes to have two through

10 lanes in each direction with a raised median and

11 protected left turn lanes. The project would also have

12 a 10-foot shared-use path along the west side of the

13 roadway with crosswalks at Buttercup Creek Boulevard and
14 Park Street intersections. Safety illumination for

15 vehicles and pedestrians would also be included. This

16 typical section would transition into the existing lanes

17 and sidewalks at the south and north ends of the

18 project.
19

20 to provide an environmental overview of the project.
21 KEVIN RAMBERG: Thanks, Brian.

22 My name is Kevin Ramberg; and | am the

23 Environmental Consultant lead for the project, the Bell

! will now turn it over to Kevin Ramberg

24 Boulevard Realignment Project.

25 As part of the environmental process,
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1 included review of the current land use, demographics,

2 displacements, community cohesion, and populations with
3 limited English proficiency.

4 As part of the environmental process, the

5 City of Cedar Park and TxDOT also analyzed noise effects
6 from the project. Following TxDOT and Federal Highway
7 Administration requirements, the project team placed

8 noise sound meters along the corridor, recorded

9 background noise, and then modeled the project

10 realignment in the Federal Highway's noise modeling

11 software.

12 The noise model determined that all

13 receivers would not exceed 67 decibels and not increase
14 by more than 10 decibels. Based on these results for

15 the project, no traffic noise barriers are proposed for

16 this project.

17 Based on the current design and

18 configuration, the project team anticipates two

19 environmental permits. Prior to construction, the

20 design team would submit a contributing zone plan to the
21 Texas Commission on Environmental Quality, or the TCEQ,
22 under the Edwards Aquifer rules. Also prior to

23 construction, the contractor would submit a Notice of

24 Intent, or an NOI, to TCEQ. During construction the

25 contractor would maintain a Stormwater Pollution
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1 Prevention Plan. And at the end of construction, the

2 contractor would submit an NOT, or Notice of

3 Termination, to TCEQ.

4 This concludes the environmental portion

5 of the presentation. Chris Bishop will now preside over
6 the remainder of the presentation.

7 CHRIS BISHOP: Thank you, Kevin.

8 As mentioned, right-of-way would be

9 required for the project. The City of Cedar Park,

10 acting on behalf of itself and TxDOT, has appointed an
11 authorized agent who would be responsible for the

12 acquisition of the necessary right-of-way and for all

13 relocation services. Acquisitions would be made in

14 accordance with the Federal and State statutes and

15 guidelines.

16 Based on current design, the City of

17 Cedar Park and TxDOT anticipate permanent right-of-way
18 acquisitions from 13 parcels, permanent easement

19 acquisitions from 9 parcels, and temporary construction
20 easements on 3 parcels.
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Page 12
relocation activities. Independent fee appraisers have

been contracted to appraise all necessary property.
Affected property owners would receive written

notification of the pending appraisal inspection.

Appraisers would request permission to enter a property
for inspection and offer the property owner, or their
representative, the right to accompany them on the
inspection. The appraiser would be asked to determine
the value of the land to be acquired, real property
improvements within the area to be acquired, and
damages, if any, to the remaining property. The written
appraisal would be provided to the landowner at the time
the offer is made.

Again, this project is fully funded.

Once environmental clearance has been obtained and the
project has been fully authorized, the City of Cedar

Park's acquiring agent would commence with the
acquisition process. The agent would send each property
owner an offer letter, along with a copy of the

appraisal. That letter, together with the appraisal,

21 No residential displacements are 21 would advise each affected owner as to the value of the
22 anticipated for the project. The project anticipates 22 land to be acquired, the value of any improvements
23 commercial displacements within five parcels listed 23 within the acquisition area, and damages, if any, to the
24 here. If you have any questions about where 24 remaining property.
25 right-of-way or easement acquisition is anticipated, you 25 Each property owner could accept

Page 11 Page 13
1 can refer to the schematics at the back of the room with 1 the offer based on the appraisal or make a counter-offer
2 a member of the City staff or TxDOT representatives -- 2 based on additional information that may affect the
3 they're all wearing their badges back there -- and they 3 value of the land under consideration. If no agreement
4 will be happy to discuss specific locations along the 4 can be reached, the State would obtain authorization to
5 project. 5 proceed with eminent domain proceedings.
6 The primary Federal law which sets the 6 Now, the initial stage of an eminent
7 guidelines for right-of-way acquisitions and relocation 7 domain proceeding is what's known as a Special
8 assistance is found in the Uniform Relocation Assistance | 8 Commissioners' Hearing. In a Special Commissioners'
9 and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970, 9 Hearing, a judge with jurisdiction over the proceedings
10 commonly referred to as the Uniform Act. This law sets 10 would appoint three Special Commissioners to hear the
11 the standard for appraisal, negotiations, and relocation 11 evidence of both the landowner and the City of Cedar
12 and has also been incorporated into Texas State Law as | 12 Park. The Special Commissioners' Hearing is generaily
13 set out in the Texas Transportation Code and the Texas | 13 informal and it's usually not held in a courtroom but,
14 Property Code. 14 rather, in a public meeting room.
15 For a basic review of your rights and 15 A property owner may hire an attorney to
16 TxDOT's obligations, | would recommend that you pick up | 16 represent them in this proceeding or appear on their own
17 one of the brochures entitled State Purchase of 17 behalf. Based on the testimony given, the Special
18 Right-of-Way as well as the Relocation Assistance 18 Commission issues an award, which would be its
19 booklet, both of which are available at the table right 19 determination of the value. Once the City of Cedar Park
20 here behind the crowd. They're also available 20 has deposited the amount of this award in the registry
21 electronically on TxDOT's web page. Directions to the 21 of the court, it would have a right of possession of the
22 Department's web page should be available at the sign-in | 22 property. Either the landowner or the City can appeal
23 table or in any handouts that you've got. 23 the award of the Special Commissioners, and a court
24 The City of Cedar Park has contracted 24 proceeding would then be scheduled to resolve the issue
25 with a consultant to coordinate acquisition and 25 of value.
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1 In all cases the property owner would be

2 reimbursed for reasonable incidental expenses

3 necessarily incurred in transferring title to the

4 acquired property to the City of Cedar Park. Expenses

5 eligible for reimbursement generally include recording

6 fees and similarly required expenses to convey the real

7 property, along with any penalties that are required for

8 prepayment of any pre-existing recorded mortgage entered
9 into in good faith encumbering the property.

10 If you have any questions regarding these
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presented here tonight is final. It is all subject to

change based on the written and verbal comments that we
receive. | want to remind you, also, again, during the
verbal comment period, staff will not be answering
questions. That is the time that's set aside for your
comments.

Also, a reminder that anybody who wishes
to speak this evening but has not turned in a speaker
card, please get one. We have them at the front table.
We also have people that have them, and let's get those

11 matters, please feel free to visit the right-of-way 11 turned in. If you need one, you can raise your hand.
12 table behind the chairs. Laurie Miller is there working 12 And, again, if you do not wish to stand
13 on behalf of the City. 13 and speak tonight, you can also write down comments.
14 Laurie, raise your hand. 14 Written comments can be placed in the box over here on
15 She's back there, and she will be happy 15 the side. They can also be mailed, faxed, or e-mailed
16 to talk to you. 16 to the study team; and the mailing address, fax number,
17 It's anticipated the project will receive 17 and e-mail addresses are located on the comment form.
18 environmental clearance this spring, with design being 18 Now, here's the way this is going to
19 finalized this summer. Construction is expected to 19 work: I'm going to call out the names of people who
20 begin in the fall of 2019 and will last approximately 20 have signed up to speak so their comments can be
21 two years. During construction access will be 21 included in the record.
22 maintained all along the project. 22 And, again, in order to follow
23 Now, as | said earlier, the main purpose 23 traditional public hearing rules, we limit all comments
24 of this hearing is to hear from you and to provide you 24 to three minutes. There is no time sharing. After
25 an opportunity to comment on the project, including what | 25 three minutes, you will be asked to be seated so the
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1 you've seen and heard tonight. 1 next speaker can come forward.
2 Once again, all comments received, 2 We ask you to come up, use the
3 whether written or verbal, will be included in the 3 microphone, and make sure that you face me so the court
4 official public hearing record. And, again, if you want 4 reporter can see and hear you and you will also be able
5 to make verbal comments during the public comment 5 to see the timer on the screen. We also ask for you to
6 session, please fill out a speaker registration card 6 begin your comments by stating your first and last name.
7 located at the sign-in table; and we will put you in the 7 So we're going to take the speakers in
8 queue. 8 the order that they've signed up. M. Adams.
9 All right. We are just about ready to 9 MELANIE ADAMS: Hello. Hi. My name is
10 take a break. Please feel free to review the project 10 Melanie Adams, and T am speaking against causing
11 materials in the back and ask questions of the team 11 irrecoverable harm to my neighborhood. I know that
12 members. And, again, if you want to do the verbal 12 sounds pretty dramatic, but we actually break it down.
13 comments, do the speaker registration card. If you want 13 It is going to be a problem not just for Park Place but
14 to do written comments, we have a box on the side. 14 also for anyone that actually uses Park Street.
15 After a 10-minute recess, we're going to reconvene to 15 Currently traffic goes down Park Street,
16 accept those verbal comments. So make sure you get your | 16 crosses the railroad tracks, stops at the stop sign; and
17 questions asked and answered now. And they're all 17 you then can go right -- there's a couple of exits -- or
18 wearing the name tags back there. 18 you can wait and go onto 183. There's generally a car
19 All right. The time is 6:20, and we will 19 or two waiting. Or you can go forward to Park Street,
20 reconvene at 6:30. 20 where there's generally a car or two waiting for the
21 (Off the record from 6:20 to 6:30 p.m.) 21 1light; or you can go left all the way down 183 and
22 CHRIS BISHOP: |f everyone will take a 22 Brushy Creek, where there's often a car but not always.
23 seat, we need to begin the public comment portion of our 23 That takes the pressure off Park Street's
24 hearing tonight. 24 traffic out of our neighborhood. They keep going
25 Just a reminder that nothing that's been 25 through. They don't stop in our neighborhood. They
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1 don't idle in front of our and alongside our houses. 1 just -- I know you all are going to do this; it was
2 They don't block our intersections. They don't back up 2 obvious from the start. I mean, unfortunately, I didn't
3 and have to have a really long commute. 3 catch wind of this until about a year ago. And from the
4 Park Street is a very important east-west 4 two meetings I went to, it was clear you all don't care
5 corridor. It's used by a large number of neighborhoods, 5 about our opinion right there on Kings Canyon Drive.
6 Forest Oaks, Park Place, Creekview; even Quest comes to 6 The people that are really going to be affected by this,
7 use Park Street. So to be able to get in and out is 7 you don't care.
8 critical for the health and safety of the people who 8 When we talked to you about putting up
9 1live here. The fire department is on the other side of 9 some kind of a sound barrier, "Nah, can't afford it."
10 Park Street from a lot of the houses. What if the 10 You know, I saw this trumped-up sound study that from my
11 traffic is blocked? The police station is on the other 11 understanding, you didn't even use it. I mean, it's
12 side of Park Street from a lot of the houses. What if 12 clear that you're going to get what you want and that a
13 there's an emergency? 13 few people on Kings Canyon Drive aren't going to make a
14 The net effect is that all of these cars 14 difference.
15 are going be easily escaping onto 183, right out 15 We're just going to have to sell our
16 diffused, not being involved in the traffic congestion; 16 homes and move elsewhere or just live with it. And,
17 they're going to be concentrated in my neighborhood. My | 17 myself, I would prefer to live with it; but I don't
18 neighborhood's going to be filled with idling cars. 18 think my wife's going to go for it. 2And I'm not looking
19 We'll be breathing in all that pollution, which I have a | 19 forward to putting the property up for sale and trying
20 bunch of studies here saying that you don't want to be 20 to find a house that we can afford. I like where I
21 within 500 meters of a highway. 21 live. I can take our dogs right down the street to the
22 Unfortunately, that's going to happen for 22 park. I work from home. I love my home; but, you know,
23 us because moving Bell Boulevard right up against our 23 I love my wife, too. And I just really, really regret
24 neighborhood, I mean, just 101 feet away, is less than 24 Dbuying that house. I mean, who wants a big road moved
25 500 meters. So that means we're going to have health 25 next to their home? Nobody wants a big road moved next
Page 19 Page 21
1 issues from 183's pollution, noise issues from it. 1 to their home.
2 We're going to have backups from all of the traffic and 2 You know, I came here and did a blues
3 the idling cars there, and those are just some of the 3 here at the last meeting; and people were making fun of
4 number of issues. 4 me. You don't care what I think. You know, you can
5 This is basically a solution in search of 5 keep your exhaust fumes, keep your noise; just leave us
6 a problem and costs way too much for the City of Cedar 6 alone. That's the way I feel, but it's not going to
7 Park when we don't want Park Street fixed. 7 happen. You're going to get your rcad. You're going to
8 Thank you. 8 move it. You're going to expand it. And that's what
9 CHRIS BISHOP: Joe Axford. 9 we're going to have to live with, and we'll just see
10 JOE AXFORD: My name is Nolan Joseph 10 where this all goes.
11 Axford. I go by my middle name, "Joe." 11 (Applause.)
12 My wife and I bought a house on Kings 12 CHRIS BISHOP: That was our final speaker
13 Canyon Drive about three or four years ago. If we would | 13 for this evening. All comments that are received
14 have had any idea that this project was going to happen, 14 tonight, both written and verbal, as well as those
15 we would have never bought this house. Now, I'm 59 15 received by March 8, 2019 will be summarized, analyzed,
16 years old. I've spent the last four years working on 16 and responded to in a report. TxDOT will also include
17 that house. Every spring, every fall I've brought in 17 this report in its administrative record for the
18 dirt. I've brought in rock. I've planted buffalo grass | 18 project.
19 in my yard, my backyard, from seeds. 19 This concludes the public hearing. I
20 My wife says we're going to sell our 20 want to thank you for attending tonight. Regardless of
21 house and we're going to move. Do you think at 59 years | 21 your opinion, regardless of what you think of the
22 old that I want to go out and look for another house 22 project, this is an important part of the process as
23 that we can afford and, you know, have a larger mortgage | 23 laid out by the State; and we appreciate that you're
24 than we have right now? No. I've invested my love 24 here.
25 into our property and, you know, now I've been able to 25 The time is 6:39. This hearing is
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1 officially adjourned. Good evening.
2 (Proceedings concluded at 6:39 p.m.)
3
4
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Questions/Comments?

Verbal and/or written comments regarding the proposed project may be presented at the public hearing. In
addition, written statements may be submitted for a period of 15 calendar days after the public hearing.
Written comments may be submitted to the City of Cedar Park; ¢/o Emily Truman, P.E.; 450 Cypress Creek
Road; Cedar Park, Texas 78613. Comments may also be submitted to

BellBlvdRealignment@cedarparktexas.gov

All comments received by Friday, March 8, 2019, will be included in the official record of the public hearing.
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Questions/Comments?

Verbal and/or written comments regarding the proposed project may be presented at the public hearing. In
addition, written statements may be submitted for a period of 15 calendar days after the public hearing.
Written comments may be submitted to the City of Cedar Park; ¢c/o Emily Truman, P.E.; 450 Cypress Creek
Road; Cedar Park, Texas 78613. Comments may also be submitted to

BellBlvdRealignment@cedarparkiexas.gov

All comments received by Friday, March 8, 2019, will be included in the official record of the public hearing.
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Questions/Comments?

Verbal and/or written comments regarding the proposed project may be presented at the public hearing. In
addition, written statements may be submitted for a period of 15 calendar days after the public hearing.
Written comments may be submitted to the City of Cedar Park; ¢/0 Emily Truman, P.E.; 450 Cypress Creek
Road; Cedar Park, Texas 78613. Comments may also be submitted to

BellBlvdRealignment@cedarparktexas.gov

All comments received by Friday, March 8, 2019, will be included in the official record of the public hearing.
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Questions/Comments?

Verbal and/or written comments regarding the proposed project may be presented at the public hearing. In
addition, written statements may be submitted for a period of 15 calendar days after the public hearing.
Written comments may be submitted to the City of Cedar Park; ¢/o Emily Truman, P.E.; 450 Cypress Creek
Road; Cedar Park, Texas 78613. Comments may also be submitted to

BellBlvdRealignment@cedarparktexas.gov

All comments received by Friday, March 8, 2019, will be included in the official record of the public hearing.
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Questions/Comments?

Verbal and/or written comments regarding the proposed project may be presented at the public hearing. In
addition, written statements may be submitted for a period of 15 calendar days after the public hearing.
Written comments may be submitted to the City of Cedar Park; c/o Emily Truman, P.E.; 450 Cypress Creek
Road; Cedar Park, Texas 78613. Comments may also be submitted to

BellBlvdRealignment@cedarparktexas.gov

All comments received by Friday, March 8, 2019, will be included in the official record of the public hearing.
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Questions/Comments?

Verbal and/or written comments regarding the proposed project may be presented at the public hearing. In
addition, written statements may be submitted for a period of 15 calendar days after the public hearing.
Written comments may be submitted to the City of Cedar Park; ¢/o Emily Truman, P.E.; 450 Cypress Creek
Road; Cedar Park, Texas 78613. Comments may also be submitted to

BellBlvdRealignment@cedarparktexas.gov

All comments received by Friday, March 8, 2019, will be included in the official record of the public hearing.
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Questions/Comments?

v

'1 M
Verbal and/or written comments regarding the proposed project may be presented at the public hearing, In
addition, written statements may be submitted for a period of 15 calendar days after the public hearing.
Written comments may be submitted to the'City of Cedar Park;.£/o Emily Trunian, P.E.; 450 Cypress Creek
Road; Cedar Park, Texas 78613. Comments may also be submitted to
L]

BellBlvdRealignment@cedarparktexas.gov

All comments received by Friday, March 8, 2019, will be included in the official record of the public hearing.
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Questions/Comments?

Verbal and/or written comments regarding the proposed project may be presented at the public hearing. In
addition, written statements may be submitted for a period of 15 calendar days after the public hearing.
Written comments may be submitted to the City of Cedar Park; c/o Emily Truman, P.E.; 450 Cypress Creek
Road; Cedar Park, Texas 78613. Comments may also be submitted to

BellBlvdRealignment@cedarparktexas.gov

All comments received by Friday, March 8, 2019, will be included in the official record of the public hearing.



I am submitting public comment for the Public Meeting at the Rec Center at at 6pm on Thurs.
Feb. 21 (in person/mail/phone/email). We are concerned the Cedar Park City Council and TxDOT
don’t realize how bad moving Bell Boulevard/US 183/ to the edge of our neighborhood(s) would be
for these neighborhoods and our city. Please don’t “realign” Bell Boulevard (also known as US
Highway 183) by moving the highway within ~100 feet from Park Place neighborhoods.

I am affected because (check all that apply)
_ v1live here

V"1 drive here
__V I care about the people who live here

___ See attached pages
I am specific concerned about (check all that apply)

If this happens, 5 lanes of heavy duty highway rated roads will have to be constructed causing:
_ Construction noise in the neighborhood and along 183
+” Construction dust in the neighborhood and along 183
_V__ Construction pollution in the neighborhood and along 183
7,~/Many construction road closures in the neighborhood and some for 183 drivers
_V_ Many construction traffic problems in the neighborhood and some for 183 drivers
If the 183 and Park intersection is moved onto Old 183 and Park, all that traffic will be idling
/waiginhg/”stored” inside the neighborhood for the traffic light:
__V Blocked intersections by Park Street vehicles waiting inside the neighthood for the traffic light
_\/Increased neighborhood flooding issues
" Noise from vehicles waiting on Park Street for the traffic light inside the neighborhood
/ Smog. particulates, and ozone from vehicles idling while they inside the neighborhood

If the 183/Park intersection is moved, effects from 50,000+ vehicles a day of traffic won’t be
blocked by the buildings (like Moonies), trees, bushes, and distance that currently protects the
neighborhood.
7}\1‘1 unreasonable amount of 183 Highway pollution will reach the neighborhood
_\/‘,m unreasonable amount of 183 Highway noise will reach the neighborhood

An unreasonable amount of 183 Highway trash will be blown into the neighborhood

IF this senseless moving of 183 occurs, the entire area suffers because:

" This is a waste of highway funds badly needed to add more non-toll roads, not move perfectly

good ones

_ v Construction and eminent domain will kill local businesses

_ < Moving the intersection closer to the railroad crossing will increase the risk of accidents

_“ Parkis designated as a major corridor for bike and walking but will become more dangerous if

the Park and Bell Blvd intersection is crammed up against the railroad tracks and the neighborhood.

_/ Issues about the historical Cedar Park Cemetery which once extended to Old 183

_/ Parmer will also be under construction increasing area traffic during the planned construction
;4 The City has not adequately studied other solutions for Brushy Creek at Bell Blvd.

v Safer alternative intersection types not adequately considered/studied

Sincerely e




I am submitting public comment for the Public Meeting at the Rec Center at at 6pm on Thurs.
Feb. 21 (in person/mail/phone/email). We are concerned the Cedar Park City Council and TxDOT
don’t realize how bad moving Bell Boulevard/US 183/ to the edge of our neighborhood(s) would be
for these neighborhoods and our city. Please don’t “realign” Bell Boulevard (also known as US
Highway 183) by moving the highway ~100 feet from Park Place neighborhoods.

I am affected because (check all that apply)
A1 live here

\/_I drive here

/"1 care about the people who live here
____See attached pages

I am specific concerned about (check all that apply)

If this happens, 5 lanes of heavy duty highway rated roads will have to be constructed causing:
\ Construction noise in the neighborhood and along 183

___ Construction dust in the neighborhood and along 183

___ Construction pollution in the neighbor and along 183

___Many construction road closures in the neighborhood and some for 183 drivers

____Many construction traffic problems in the neighborhood and some for 183 drivers

If the 183 and Park intersection is moved onto Old 183 and Park, all that traffic will be idling
/waiting/”’stored” inside the neighborhood for the traffic light:

\/ Blocked intersections by Park Street vehicles waiting inside the neighthood for the traffic light
v/ Increased neighborhood flooding issues

N/ Noise from vehicles waiting on Park Street for the traffic light inside the neighborhood

_\/ Smog. particulates, and ozone from vehicles idling while they inside the neighborhood

If the 183/Park intersection is moved, effects from 50,000+ vehicles a day of traffic won’t be
blocked by the buildings (like Moonies), trees, bushes, and distance that currently protects the
neighborhood.

v/ An unreasonable amount of 183 Highway pollution will reach the neighborhood

A/ An unreasonable amount of 183 Highway noise will reach the neighborhood

___An unreasonable amount of 183 Highway trash will be blown into the neighborhood

IF this senseless moving of 183 occurs, the entire area suffers because:

__ This is a waste of highway funds badly needed to add more non-toll roads, not move perfectly
good ones

_+/ Construction and eminent domain will kill current local businesses

___Moving the intersection closer to the railroad crossing will increase the risk of accidents

V' Park is designated as a major corridor for bike and walking but will become more dangerous if
the Park and Bell Blvd intersection is crammed up against the railroad tracks and the neighborhood.
__ Issues about the historical Cedar Park Cemetery which once extended to Old 183

__ Parmer will also be under construction increasing area traffic during the planned construction
___The City has not adequately studied other solutions for Brushy Creek at Bell Blvd.

__Safer alternative intersection types not adequately considered/studied

Sincerely %\@wi» %@X)
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Hi, this is Melanie down the street. Please give your input to Cedar Park/TxDOT so they won’t
move 183 with ~100 feet of our backyards. Thanks, Melanie



I am submitting public comment for the Public Meeting at the Rec Center at at 6pm on Thu:s,
Feb. 21 (in person/mail/phone/email). We are concerned the Cedar Park City Council and ['xis0 |
don’t realize how bad moving Bell Boulevard/US 183/ (o the edge of our neighborhood(s) would be
for these neighborhoods and our city. Please don’t “realign” Bell Boulevard (also known as US
Highway 183) by moving the highway ~100 feet from Park Place neighborhoods.

I am affected because (check all that apply)
__Ilive here

_+_ I drive here

_v"'| care about the people who live here

___ See attached pages
I am specific concerned about (check all that apply)

If this happens, 5 lanes of heavy duty highway rated roads will have to be constructed causing:
_v_Construction noise in the neighborhood and along 183

_} Construction dust in the neighborhood and along 183

_.__ Construction pollution in the neighbor and along 183

_-_ Many construction road closures in the neighborhood and some for 183 drivers

_i~ Many construction traffic problems in the neighborhood and some for 183 drivers

If the 183 and Park intersection is moved onto Old 183 and Park, all that traffic will be idling
/waiting/”stored” inside the neighborhood for the traffic light:

_~~ Blocked intersections by Park Street vehicles waiting inside the neighthood for the traffic light
_ " Increased neighborhood flooding issues

_v Noise from vehicles waiting on Park Street for the traftic light inside the neighborhood
__-Smog. particulates, and ozone from vehicles idling while they inside the neighborhood

If the 183/Park intersection is moved, effects from 50,000+ vehicles a day of traffic won’t be
blocked by the buildings (like Moonies), trees, bushes, and distance that currently protects the
neighborhood.

_~"An unreasonable amount of 183 Highway pollution will reach the neighborhood
_t_Anunreasonable amount of 183 Highway noise will reach the neighborhood

_=~'An unreasonable amount of 183 Highway trash will be blown into the neighborhood

IF this senseless moving of 183 occurs, the entire area suffers because:

_/_ This is a waste of highway funds badly needed to add more non-toll roads, not move perfectly
good ones

_«~"Construction and eminent domain will kill current local businesses

__t—Moving the intersection closer to the railroad crossing will increase the risk of accidents

_+" Park is designated as a major corridor for bike and walking but will become more dangerous if
the Park and Bell Blvd intersection is crammed up against the railroad tracks and the neighborhood.
"~ Issues about the historical Cedar Park Cemetery which once extended to Old 183

<~ Parmer will also be under construction increasing area traffic during the planned construction
_“"The City has not adequately studied other solutions for Brushy Creek at Bell Blvd.

_t—Safer alternative intersection types not adequately considered/studied

X/  Kings Capyew

Sincerely ‘////‘ M EPLh2 /"ﬂ/é% Z’;




I am submitting public comment for the Public Meeting at the Rec Center at at 6pm on Thurs.
Feb. 21 (in person/mail/phone/email). We are concerned the Cedar Park City Council and TXxDOT
don’t realize how bad moving Bell Boulevard/US 183/ to the edge of our neighborhood(s) would be
for these neighborhoods and our city. Please don’t “realign” Bell Boulevard (also known as US
Highway 183) by moving the highway ~100 feet from Park Place neighborhoods.

I am affected because (check all that apply)
*"_Ilive here

_+ I drive here

1 care about the people who live here

__See attached pages

I am specific concerned about (check all that apply)

If this happens, 5 lanes of heavy duty highway rated roads will have to be constructed causing:
_v¥_Construction noise in the neighborhood and along 183

_&~ Construction dust in the neighborhood and along 183

_¢_ Construction pollution in the neighbor and along 183

_-~ Many construction road closures in the neighborhood and some for 183 drivers

_{~Many construction traffic problems in the neighborhood and some for 183 drivers

If the 183 and Park intersection is moved onto Old 183 and Park, all that traffic will be idling
/waiting/”stored” inside the neighborhood for the traffic light:
_“"Blocked intersections by Park Street vehicles waiting inside the neighthood for the traffic light
_ i~ Increased neighborhood flooding issues
_+"Noise from vehicles waiting on Park Street for the traffic light inside the neighborhood
‘-/S/mog particulates, and ozone from vehicles idling while they inside the neighborhood

If the 183/Park intersection is moved, effects from 50,000+ vehicles a day of traffic won’t be
blocked by the buildings (like Moonies), trees, bushes, and distance that currently protects the
neighborhood.

_"An unreasonable amount of 183 Highway pollution will reach the neighborhood

_t- An unreasonable amount of 183 Highway noise will reach the neighborhood

_—"An unreasonable amount of 183 Highway trash will be blown into the neighborhood

IF this senseless moving of 183 occurs, the entire area suffers because:
_ This is a waste of highway funds badly needed to add more non-toll roads, not move perfectly
good ones
_«~Construction and eminent domain will kill current local businesses
__L~Moving the intersection closer to the railroad crossing will increase the risk of accidents
_"Park is designated as a major corridor for bike and walking but will become more dangerous if
the | Park and Bell Blvd intersection is crammed up against the railroad tracks and the neighborhood.
) _—Issues about the historical Cedar Park Cemetery which once extended to Old 183
‘/ _“<~ Parmer will also be under construction increasing area traffic during the planned construction
”’The City has not adequately studied other solutions for Brushy Creek at Bell Blvd.
_t—Safer alternative intersection types not adequately considered/studied

Sincerely \j[/uu/bp F%%(% 301 N. KI'/M/’S C)@thoy\bﬁ



Hi, this is Melanie down the street. Please give your input to Cedar Park/TxDOT so they won’t
move 183 with ~100 feet of our backyards. Thanks, Melanie



I am submitting public comment for the Public Meeting at the Rec Center at at 6pm on Thurs.
Feb. 21 (in person/mail/phone/email). We are concerned the Cedar Park City Council and TxDOT
don’t realize how bad moving Bell Boulevard/US 183/ to the edge of our neighborhood(s) would be
for these neighborhoods and our city. Please don’t “realign” Bell Boulevard (also known as US
Highway 183) by moving the highway ~100 feet from Park Place neighborhoods.

affected because (check all that apply)
_\1live here
I drive here
I care about the people who live here
___ See attached pages

I am specific concerned about (check all that apply)

If this happens, 5 lanes of heavy duty highway rated roads will have to be constructed causing:
ﬁonstruction noise in the neighborhood and along 183
fonstrucuon dust in the neighborhood and along 183
fonstmctlon pollution in the neighbor and along 183
any construction road closures in the neighborhood and some for 183 drivers
Many construction traffic problems in the neighborhood and some for 183 drivers

If the 183 and Park intersection is moved onto Old 183 and Park, all that traffic will be idling
/v:yit'ng ”stored” inside the neighborhood for the traffic light:
locked intersections by Park Street vehicles waiting inside the neighthood for the traffic light
!ncreased neighborhood flooding issues
ise from vehicles waiting on Park Street for the traffic light inside the neighborhood
mog. particulates, and ozone from vehicles idling while they inside the neighborhood

If the 183/Park intersection is moved, effects from 50,000+ vehicles a day of traffic won’t be
blocked by the buildings (like Moonies), trees, bushes, and distance that currently protects the
neighborhood.
_< An unreasonable amount of 183 Highway pollution will reach the neighborhood
k_%\n unreasonable amount of 183 Highway noise will reach the neighborhood

An unreasonable amount of 183 Highway trash will be blown into the neighborhood

IF this senseless moving of 183 occurs, the entire area suffers because:

____This is a waste of highway funds badly needed to add more non-toll roads, not move perfectly
good ones

_< Construction and eminent domain will kill current local businesses

_U Moving the intersection closer to the railroad crossing will increase the risk of accidents

_ Park is designated as a major corridor for bike and walking but will become more dangerous if
the Park and Bell Blvd intersection is crammed up against the railroad tracks and the neighborhood.
__ Issues about the historical Cedar Park Cemetery which once extended to Old 183

__ Parmer will also be under construction increasing area traffic during the planned construction
___The City has not adequately studied other solutions for Brushy Creek at Bell Blvd.

____Safer alternative intersection types not adequately considered/studied

j/f}/hr- \Tmméﬁ

Sincerely




From: Alan Green

To: Kevin Ramberg
Subject: FW: Bell Boulevard Realignment
Date: Monday, March 11, 2019 2:24:55 PM

From: Phyllis Schuette [mailto ||| G

Sent: Friday, March 8, 2019 1:53 PM

To: bellblvdalignment <bellblvdalignment@cedarparktexas.gov>

Cc: Emily Truman <Emily.Truman@cedarparktexas.gov>; Cedar Park Council
<Council@cedarparktexas.gov>

Subject: Bell Boulevard Realignment

The Bell Boulevard realignment is going to cause my street, Kings Canyon Drive in Park
Place 2, to experience backups and blocked streets. Traffic on Park Street has significantly
increased since the opening of 183-A. The plan to make Park Street a bicycle thoroughfare
will endanger cyclists and again, will cause backups on our streets.

Moving Bell Boulevard will also cause the noise and pollution from the road/traffic to travel
directly into the neighborhood, with our street taking the brunt of it. This is not acceptable.
The noise and pollution have the potential to harm us physically and mentally. The sirens are
already close enough as it is.

In addition, placing a wall between the new road and the railroad track will further cause more
noise to enter our neighborhood. A high wall should be placed on the property lines of the
houses that back up to the train track, regardless of whether the realignment occurs or not.

Moving the highway is an expensive waste of our tax dollars in another attempt at "economic
redevelopment” (think Cedar Park Town Center).

There are many families who have lived in our neighborhood for 20+ years. We all knew
about the train track when we bought our homes, but this development will cause us additional
problems and they need to be taken into account. We should not have to take the brunt of the
change that we do not choose to have.

Sincerely,

Phyllis Schuette
204 N Kings Canyon Drive, Park Place 2


mailto:Alan.Green@cedarparktexas.gov
mailto:kramberg@aci-group.net

From: Alan Green

To: Kevin Ramberg
Subject: FW: Bell Realignment
Date: Monday, March 11, 2019 2:20:42 PM

From: lea (maito [

Sent: Friday, March 8, 2019 11:50 AM
To: bellblvdalignment <bellblvdalignment@cedarparktexas.gov>
Subject: Bell Realignment

| am writing to address the Bell Boulevard Realignment or moving the
section of highway back to where it was moved from as proposed by
Cedar Park between Brushy Creek/Buttercup and Cedar Park.

Since highways 183 and 183A are the main north-south corridors
through Cedar Park, it would seem that with Leander growing rapidly
and the new Cedar Park Mall that traffic flow and safety would be a
priority. The Cedar Park Bell/183 plan for the 0.819 mile section has a
major flaw to that purpose. Moving the highway next to the railroad
will cause a continuous interaction with the railroad and the railroad
will control the interaction. Capital Metro has already announced that
it is enlarging the Lakeline and Leander stations to increase the
commuter train traffic to every fifteen minutes during peak periods and
that relates to rush hour traffic. They are also planning on running
trains five minutes apart in the same direction. Then freight trains run
whenever and the East Park intersection will be blocked each time if
183 is moved. Every time a train crosses the Park intersection the
traffic- lights will have to change to clear the tracks and that alters
traffic in all directions. Which means that left and right turn lanes along
with Park Street are stalled until the light sequence gets back to them,
in order to give priority to 183 traffic and not affect the lights from


mailto:Alan.Green@cedarparktexas.gov
mailto:kramberg@aci-group.net

1431 to Avery Creek and that will back up East Park even longer.
Which will result in traffic detouring north or south on Blue Ridge
Parkway (residential) to avoid the East Park/183 intersection. The
Cedar Park has stated that they will make a right and left turn lane on
East Park but this does nothing if the light is red or the train barrier is
down.

The intersection at Buttercup, Bushy Creek, and old 183 can be fixed
with signs and a barrier on the left lane before Bushy Creek. Dead
ending old 183 should not be a problem as that is what the city plans to
do with the current 183. (See included diagram)

| believe that 183 was moved originally to avoid the problems with the
railroad and for safety. If put back, | hope the state is prepared to
spend more tax money on law suits resulting from wrecks, deaths and
other problems at the East Park intersection.

Moving 183 was never voted on in the 2015 bond, only that money
could be used to improve it and other roadways. Not moving 183 will
not affect the city’s new mall, but will affect 183 traffic, make a
dangerous rail crossing, and deteriorate the living conditions of the
residential areas on the east as well as making egress into and out of
the neighborhood a royal headache and almost impossible during peak
hours.

Sincerely,



Lea Metz,
211 Kings Canyon Drive
Cedar Park Texas 78613

7372121789

Please answer with response.



From: Alan Green

To: Kevin Ramberg
Subject: FW: Bell Boulevard Realignment Project
Date: Monday, March 11, 2019 2:27:11 PM

————— Original Message-----

From: Alan Green

Sent: Monday, March 11, 2019 2:26 PM

Tol

Subject: RE: oulevar ignment Project

Mr. Fertis:
Thank you for your comments regarding the Bell Boulevard Realignment Project. 'Y our comments have been received by the City of Cedar Park and will be incorporated into the environmental process. Any updates to the
Environmental Assessment will be placed in the website below as they become available.

Thanks,
Alan Green
Senior Project Manager

https://nam04.saf elinks. protection.outl ook.com/2url =https%3A %2F%2Fwww.cedar parktexas.gov%2Fdepartments%2Fengi neering%2Fcity-proj ect-updates& amp; data=02%7C01%7Ckramberg%40aci-
group.net%7Ca433f662b5had407ff960806a6578dc8%7C! '54C 3498h2%67C0%7C0%7C636879292303426520& amp;sdata=UK uOzxjyk2JBsv62aV gQOL L goyOL NfICjtH%2BtI DFuNM %3D& amp;reserved=0

-----Original Message-----

Fron S S
Sent: Friday, March 8, :33PM

To: bellblvdalignment <bellblvdalignment@cedarparktexas.gov>
Cc: Emily Truman <Emily. Truman@cedarparktexas.gov>; _Cedar Park Council <Council @cedarparktexas.gov>
Subject: Bell Boulevard Realignment Project

Tothe City of Cedar Park, Texas:

Numerous times my wife and | have voiced our concerns regarding this Bell Boulevard Realignment Project, and how this plan will effect not only negative environmental changes, such asair pollution to nearby Park Place
Subdivision, but also increased noise pollution. We have stated many times that the City of Cedar Park and the Texas Department of Transportation's combined noise study stating that traffic noise estimated by a"model" from the
City would generate only 67 decibels, with an allowable maximum of up to 77 decibels. With my personal sound meter, | have measured traffic noise to be as high as 77(A) to as high as 85(A) decibels, and with the proposed Bell
Boulevard Realignment, the traffic noise could only increase the decibel level considerably above 77(A) decibels. Moving Highway 183 (Bell Boulevard) to within 100 feet of our backyard would increase the noise level to beyond
acceptable levels.

Another issue that my wife and | have with this realignment, is compounding the increasing traffic noise with various new businesses near Park Place, such as bars, clubs, and loud inside/outside music venues just to name a few. All
of these issues will have a direct negative impact to our property value; that is, amuch lower property value because of increased noise levels, and the peace of mind of those of us who live on Kings Canyon Drive, aswell as houses
adjacent to Kings Canyon Drive.

| have asked several times to see the noise study created by the City of Cedar Park, and the communications between the City of Cedar Park and the Texas Department of transportation regarding the noise pollution environmental
impact that resulted in TXDOT's statement to the City of Cedar Park, that a sound barrier was not needed along the rear property lines of houses where the back yards would only be within 100 feet from the proposed Bell Boulevard
Realignment Project; to wit: Kings Canyon Drive. After my first request for the above stated information, the City of Cedar Park then sent aletter to the Office of the Texas Attorney General, requesting that the information that | was
inquiring about, be protected from being released to the public. As of this date, | still have not received my requested information, which leads me to believe, and do believe, that the City of Cedar Park does not want the citizens of
Cedar Park, especially residents of Park Place Subdivision, to know of the communications between the City of Cedar Park, and the Texas Department of Transportation, asit relates to the so-called sound study that yielded the
decision not to put up aviable sound barrier.

In the public meeting on February 21, 2019, my wife and | were advised by a City Council Member, that some of the people had voiced their concern about animals being trapped if a solid sound barrier was erected aong the rear
residential property lines. My response to thisline of thinking is, if animal's get in between a solid sound barrier and the railroad tracks, doesn't it stand to reason they can get out; if no other way than to go back to where they got in?
Isthisreally avalid reason for not having a sound barrier for the residents along Kings Canyon Drive? | think not!

Since this email will be part of the record for the Bell Boulevard Realignment Project, | will state once again, that | have yet to receive any documents to my original request (FOIA); i.e., sound studies submitted to TXDOT by the
City of Cedar Park, aswell as all written supporting documents, notes, and other written materials relating to the Bell Boulevard Realignment Project Sound Studies. These documents should include, but not be limited to the
following:

> The Draft Noise Study submitted to TXDOT - October 16, 2017.

> TXDOT provided comments on Draft Noise Study - November 7, 2017.

> Revised Draft Noise Study submitted to TXDOT to address comments - November 13, 2017.

>TXDOT concurred with Noise Study conclusion that no abatement measures are warranted - November 22, 2017.

In conclusion, moving Highway 183 (Bell Boulevard) to within 100 feet of residential property lines serves no legitimate purpose, other than to significantly increased noise pollution, significantly increased air pollution, and
significantly lower property values to homeowners along Kings Canyon Drive, and other nearby residential properties.

Respectfully Submitted,
William T. (Bill) Ferris

303 N Kings Canyon Drive
Cedar Park, Texas 78613


mailto:Alan.Green@cedarparktexas.gov
mailto:kramberg@aci-group.net

From: Alan Green

To: Kevin Ramberg

Subject: FW: Public comment: Cancel relocating US183
Date: Monday, March 11, 2019 2:28:49 PM

----- Original Message-----

From: Tom [maio [N
Sent: Friday, March 8, 2019 4:06 PM
Subject: Re: Public comment: Cancel relocating US183

Addendum to my prior message:

While the project statesit is being done in large part for safety reasons, there was no study or proper consideration
of inherently safer intersection designs such as roundabouts.

Conventional intersections have about ten times the fatality rate of equivalent roundabouts - and fatality wrecks are
amajor problem along US183/Bell Boulevard.

If the project istruly has safety in mind, we need grade separation for pedestrians and cyclists crossing, and
inherently safer intersection design for the motorized vehicles.


mailto:Alan.Green@cedarparktexas.gov
mailto:kramberg@aci-group.net

From: Alan Green

To: Kevin Ramberg

Subject: FW: Moving Bell Boulevard

Date: Friday, March 08, 2019 9:57:57 AM
----- Original Message-----

From: Ruth West [_]

Sent: Thursday, March 7, 2019 5:08 PM

To: bellblvdalignment <bellblvdalignment@cedarparktexas.gov>
Subject: Moving Bell Boulevard

This proposal is not rational thinking on anyone's part! | hate to think of the traffic problems such action will cause
this neighborhood.

Come for a short drive on Park Street and N. and S. Kings Canyon and think about the damage lurking around the
bend. Traffic congestion - noise -pollution and crowed routes in and out of our home streets.
One heck of amessas| seeit.

Maybe it won't be too awful bad if a new super duper noise reduction fence about twenty feet high isinstalled
behind my home and other houses on N. and S. Kings Canyon Drive to help with traffic noise from the trains and
new highway noise.

And the cost? Not worth the money, in my opinion.

James E. West, 303 S. Kings Canyon Drive, Cedar Park.


mailto:Alan.Green@cedarparktexas.gov
mailto:kramberg@aci-group.net

From: I

To: AUSINFO
Subject: TxDOT Internet E-Mail
Date: Friday, March 08, 2019 4:45:43 PM

Name: M. M Acam
Requested Contact Method: Email

Reason for Contact: Customer Service
Complaint: No
Comment: Other concerned citizens comments:

Just some final thoughts from a tax-paying Cedar Park on Kings Canyon resident:

1. Does thisreally create more benefit than additional tax dollars in the city's coffers? We don't think so. It appears
to be an opportunity for the development of real estate in an attempt to generate revenue from properties that


mailto:AUSINFO@txdot.gov

From: I

To: AUSINFO
Subject: TxDOT Internet E-Mail
Date: Friday, March 08, 2019 4:47:47 PM

Name: Ms: M Adams<Ji I
Requested Contact Method: Email

Reason for Contact: Customer Service
Complaint: No

Comment: Other concerned citizens comments:

2. Why move traffic and its noise closer to the residential area? Early morning walks in the Park Place Park at the
north end of Kings Canyon should be a enter-at-your-own-risk endeavor on days with calm wind as the smog from
Bell floats East across the park. It tends to hang there until the winds pick up around


mailto:AUSINFO@txdot.gov

From: I

To: AUSINFO
Subject: TxDOT Internet E-Mail
Date: Friday, March 08, 2019 4:48:43 PM

Name: M M Acam
Requested Contact Method: Email

Reason for Contact: Customer Service
Complaint: No

Comment: Other concerned citizens comments:
10:00 AM. We don't care to have that traffic any closer to our homes. Does anyone pushing this unnecessary project
live on this side of the tracks?

3. What kind of messwill be at the Bell and Park intersection near the railroad? Many of us believe that thiswill be
the danger zone created by the realignment.


mailto:AUSINFO@txdot.gov

From: I

To: AUSINFO
Subject: TxDOT Internet E-Mail
Date: Friday, March 08, 2019 4:37:02 PM

Name: M M Adams<
Requested Contact Method: Email

Reason for Contact: Customer Service
Complaint: No
Comment: blocked cross-streets. Thisistrouble for Park Place residents AND for everyone who uses on East Park

Street!

4. Concentrating traffic inside the neighborhood will increased traffic congestion on Park which will discourage
pedestrian and bicycle traffic along this major bike corridor as well as increase the risk of wrecks and injury!


mailto:AUSINFO@txdot.gov

From: I

To: AUSINFO

Subject: TxDOT Internet E-Mail

Date: Friday, March 08, 2019 4:38:55 PM
Name: Ms. M Adam: >

Requested Contact Method: Email
Reason for Contact: Customer Service

Complaint: No

Comment: [Prop 1 was for "Streets and Roads: Potential road projects may include but are not limited ."] This plan
isnot for safety or mobility. It was "to create an economically vibrant corridor to energize the greater Cedar Park
region, while generating a return on investments for the City and private businesses.”

Thank you


mailto:AUSINFO@txdot.gov

From: I

To: AUSINFO
Subject: TxDOT Internet E-Mail
Date: Friday, March 08, 2019 4:49:28 PM

Name: M M Adams<
Requested Contact Method: Email

Reason for Contact: Customer Service
Complaint: No

Comment: Other concerned citizens comments:
You'll have abottle neck beyond comprehension. Again, does anyone who is fostering this waste of money livein
the proximity of the Bell and Park intersections?

We spoken to several business folks that will be shut down by this. They aren't happy with it and us regular
residents aren't either. Our real estate


mailto:AUSINFO@txdot.gov

From: I

To: AUSINFO
Subject: TxDOT Internet E-Mail
Date: Friday, March 08, 2019 4:46:44 PM

Name: M M Adams<
Requested Contact Method: Email

Reason for Contact: Customer Service
Complaint: No

Comment: Other concerned citizens comments:

don't compete with Whitestone Blvd. It has been said that safety is abig concern for the area -- smoke screen. There
are few instances of traffic-related incidents along the strip from Discovery south to Cypress Creek. Using that
excuseis likened to censorship vs. responsibility. Be aresponsible driver.


mailto:AUSINFO@txdot.gov

From: I

To: AUSINFO
Subject: TxDOT Internet E-Mail
Date: Friday, March 08, 2019 4:37:57 PM

Name: M M Adams<
Requested Contact Method: Email

Reason for Contact: Customer Service
Complaint: No

Comment: 6. Moving the highway is an expensive waste of tax money that the TxDOT Induced Growth Technical
Report states will NOT add capacity nor substantially increase access or mobility in the project areal In fact, it will
reduce pedestrian and bicyclists access by removing the 183 eastern sidewalk!


mailto:AUSINFO@txdot.gov

From: I

To: AUSINFO
Subject: TxDOT Internet E-Mail
Date: Friday, March 08, 2019 4:38:30 PM

Name: M M Acam
Requested Contact Method: Email

Reason for Contact: Customer Service
Complaint: No
Comment: 7. CapMetro is and plans to continue ramping up railroad traffic. Moving the 183/Park | ntersection next

to the railroad crossing need proper safety review!

8. DBB has not been properly presented to the public; instead relying on business meetings, push polls, hiding the
existing homes from the pretty pictures, and combined bonds!


mailto:AUSINFO@txdot.gov

From: I

To: AUSINFO

Subject: TxDOT Internet E-Mail

Date: Friday, March 08, 2019 4:34:21 PM
Name: Ms. M Adam: >

Requested Contact Method: Email

Reason for Contact: Customer Service

Complaint: No

Comment: The US183/Bell Boulevard Realignment needs to be canceled!

1. Theramifications to Park Street and the Park Place neighborhood were not a part of this study despite its critical
location!

2. Park Place resident concerns have not been inadequately addressed!


mailto:AUSINFO@txdot.gov

From: I

To: AUSINFO
Subject: TxDOT Internet E-Mail
Date: Friday, March 08, 2019 4:36:09 PM

Name: Ms. M Adam:
Requested Contact Method: Email

Reason for Contact: Customer Service
Complaint: No

Comment: 3. The proposed project WILL affect access by removing Old 183's southern and 2 northern termini onto
Bell Boulevard/current US183. Removing Old 183 will concentration the traffic which normally spreads out beyond
the neighborhood into the new Park/Bell Boulevard intersection and inside Park Place neighborhood; leading to
backups and blocked cross-


mailto:AUSINFO@txdot.gov

From: I

To: AUSINFO
Subject: TxDOT Internet E-Mail
Date: Friday, March 08, 2019 5:06:35 PM

Name: M M Adams< N
Requested Contact Method: Email

Reason for Contact: Customer Service
Complaint: No

Comment: Other US183/Bell Blvd Project citizens concerns include large cost, doesn't increase capacity or
mobility, lots of increased congestion on East Park, CapMetro RR intersection risks, increased pedestrian and bike
risks, noise and air

pollution for nearby residents, this project just an economic devel opment project.


mailto:AUSINFO@txdot.gov

From: I

To: AUSINFO
Subject: TxDOT Internet E-Mail
Date: Friday, March 08, 2019 4:49:51 PM

Name: M M Adams<
Requested Contact Method: Email

Reason for Contact: Customer Service

Complaint: No

Comment: Other concerned citizens comments:

taxes are too high now. Will thisincrease it to the point of creating a major gentrification effect here like that
experienced in Austin?

There needs to be afiscal realignment in Cedar Park rather than atax dollar squandering street realignment.
Please hear us.

Sincerely,

Kings Canyon Resident


mailto:AUSINFO@txdot.gov

From: Alan Green

To: Kevin Ramberg
Subject: FW: Realignment of Bell Blvd
Date: Friday, March 08, 2019 9:56:22 AM

From: Gloria Popovic [mailtj |

Sent: Thursday, March 7, 2019 5:29 PM
To: bellblvdalignment <bellblvdalignment@cedarparktexas.gov>
Subject: Realignment of Bell Blvd

| am aresident around the area that the realignment will take place and | an not happy with it,
| don't want this at all, the traffic is already bad just trying to get in and out of the
neighborhoods and this will only make it worse also adding more air pollution and crime rates
in our neighborhoods will go up. No Thank you!


mailto:Alan.Green@cedarparktexas.gov
mailto:kramberg@aci-group.net

From: Alan Green

To: Kevin Ramberg
Subject: FW: Realignment of Bell Blvd.
Date: Friday, March 08, 2019 9:56:40 AM

From: Gloria Popovic (I

Sent: Thursday, March 7, 2019 5:23 PM
To: bellblvdalignment <bellblvdalignment@cedarparktexas.gov>
Subject: Re: Realignment of Bell Blvd.

On Thu, Mar 7, 2019 at 5:13 PM Gloria Popovic <G ot

| am aresident of the realignment of Bell Blvd. of Cedar Park, Texas. | am not happy with
thisrealignment, | feel that it would increase the traffic for all the neighbor hoods which is
already hard to get in and out of plus there would be more traffic and also increase air
pollution in this area, not to say it will increase crime rate. Please do not go forward with
this project, it is not wanted. This project will only make things worse.

Thank you


mailto:Alan.Green@cedarparktexas.gov
mailto:kramberg@aci-group.net

From: Alan Green

To: Kevin Ramberg
Subject: FW: Public comment: Cancel relocating US183
Date: Monday, March 11, 2019 2:28:20 PM

————— Original Message-----
From: Alan Green
Sent: Monday, March 11, 2019 2:28 PM

To: Tom' F >
Subject: RE: ic comment: Cancel relocating US183

Thank you for your comments regarding the Bell Boulevard Realignment Project. Y our comments have been received by the City of Cedar Park and will be incorporated into the environmental process. Any updates to the Environmental
Assessment will be placed in the website below as they become available.

Thanks,
Alan Green
Senior Project Manager

https://nam04.safelinks.protection.outl ook.com/2url=https%3A %2F%2Fwww.cedar gov%2Fdepar engineering%2Fcity-proj ect-updates& amp;data=02%7C01%7Ckramberg%40aci-
group.net%?7Cfecd08810fc54281f27f08d6a657h581%7C! 3498b2%67C0%7C0%7C636879292989010130& amp; sdata=Qol 0in98T TIX et3Um%2FDSIvI gf K %62B6rnQM %2Bv5MwypAiuc%3D& amp;reserved=0
————— Original Message-----

Sent: Friday, March 8, 2019 4:00 PM

Subject: Public comment: Cancel relocating US183

| am writing in opposition of the project to move a portion of US183 in Cedar Park, located in the general vicinity of Park Street.

The project is awaste of taxpayer money and will degrade the properties and life of many Cedar Perk residents.

The money would be far better spent completing frontage roads along 183A per the original TXDOT plans.

| have listed a selection of the many flaws below. Thislist may belong, but it is not exhaustive. Please consider each a separate public comment/complaint to be addressed:
The project does not significantly increase capacity.

The project does not significantly increase mobility.

The project is far more costly than improving the existing US183.

The project will cause congestion on East Park street (see next).

The project will cause major backups on East Park Street, specifically cars waiting to get onto US183 and will block cross streets along East Park Street. The project will eliminate storage for 16-18 cars which can currently wait between
US183 and the railroad tracks, and eliminate multiple other exits (Old 183) which are currently heavily used to reduce the congestion bottleneck at the US183/Park intersection.

There has has been no comprehensive study of the effects this project will have on traffic patterns on East Park Street and its cross streets.
Thereis grossly inadequate planning to manage the expected traffic backup onto East Park Street.

Consultant study results and projections for intersection throughput on
US183 available to the public did not contain adequate detail of methodology and left out key items such as the above loss of storage and alternative routes and the planned increase in train traffic.

Placing amajor highway intersection directly adjacent to arailroad crossing instead of a block away increases risk of car/train involved wrecks.
Thereisno inclusion of appropriate improvements for the Park Street corridor asamajor bicycle route, per the Cedar Park Master Plan.

Plans for pedestrian and bicycle crossing of US183 is grossly inadequate. We need a properly designed, grade separated crossing - specifically atunnel. There are already large culverts nearby going under US183, aslightly larger culvert
designed for pedestrians and bicycles would prevent residents to the East from being cut off.

There is a disproportionate impact on the residents East of the proposed project, including the disabled.
The current US183 relocation project documents incorrectly state there are no nearby disabled which will be affected.

There will also be adisproportionate impact on those of Native American descent. The most impacted area (Park Place neighborhood) has a higher percentage of residents with Native American ancestry than the city asawhole. | have
spoken with two of them, and they do not wish to be identified in any government documents due to historical precedent.

The project is eliminating existing public facilities: Specifically, the pedestrian sidewalk along the East side of US183. The plan will have no sidewalk on the East side of US183, and therefore those residents East of the proposed project
will lose access.

The proposed US183 relocation disproportionately places the vast majority of negative effects on one section of residents.

The Destination Bell Boulevard project/"Bell Boulevard District Project”
(DBB) studies and plan specifically excluded considering effects on residents and residential properties.

Noise pollution will be increased for many residents, no significant mitigation is planned. Existing mitigation (buildings, vegetation,

distance) will be drastically reduced or eliminated. We need properly designed, deeply textured, angled and vegetated sound walls along the East side of the railroad tracks to block and disperse the noise from DBB, the current trains and
the planned increase in trains.

Noise pollution and noise changes were inadequately studied.

Mitigation efforts for increased noise pollution is grossly inadequate.

Air pollution will be increased for many residents, no significant mitigation is planned and existing mitigation (buildings, vegetation,
distance) will be drastically reduced or eliminated. Thousands (likely tens of thousands) of Americans die from particulate pollution every year, and you will be putting it in our back yards and homes.

Air pollution changes was inadequately studied, no quantitative measurements were taken, no quantitative projections were made.
Mitigation efforts for increased air pollution is grossly inadequate.

The "voting" process for DBB layout/route selection which ultimately resulted in the plans for the US183 relocation was fundamentally flawed, deceptive, "push poll" type voting where the consultants hired by Cedar park kept pointing to
the biggest dollar signs as the preferred outcome.

TXDOT induced growth analysis incorrectly states this project is not being "proposed to serve a specific development” - this claim is grossly inaccurate. The project was conceived, planned and promoted at great expense for aspecific
economic development project: Destination Bell Boulevard.

The City of Cedar Park has not provided requested copies of conflict of interest disclosures or alisting of any conflicts of interest.
Cedar Park has not been transparent about how much public funding has been spent promoting DBB.

Cedar Park has not been transparent about how much public funding has been spent on property acquisition.

Cedar Park has not been transparent about how much City staff time has been spent on DBB.

Cedar Park has not been transparent about how much other City resources have been spent to support DBB.

Cedar Park has not been transparent about debt funding for DBB - there was no standalone bond referendum for DBB.

Cedar Park has not been transparent with residents about how DBB has catered to business interests and development - messaging at "business”
oriented meetings has been different from messaging at “public” or “resident” meetings.


mailto:Alan.Green@cedarparktexas.gov
mailto:kramberg@aci-group.net

Thank you for your time and attention.



From: Alan Green

To: Kevin Ramberg
Subject: FW: Concerns with Highway Project
Date: Friday, March 08, 2019 9:54:23 AM

From: Tommy Thompson [mailto G

Sent: Thursday, March 7, 2019 6:23 PM

To: bellblvdalignment <bellblvdalignment@cedarparktexas.gov>

Cc: Emily Truman <Emily.Truman@cedarparktexas.gov>; Cedar Park Council
<Council@cedarparktexas.gov>

Subject: Concerns with Highway Project

To whom it may concern,

Hello, my name is Tommy Thompson and I live at 308 N Kings Canyon Dr in Park Place
Subdivision right off of Bell Blvd and Old 183.My Wife and | have lived in our Home in Park
Place for 25 years and have watched the growth of Cedar Park explode.We love our
neighborhood and are very concerned with this "realignment” of Bell Blvd.The Park Street
exit already backs up sometimes back to N Blue Ridge and at times impossible to exit the
neighborhood that way.The Cap Metro Trains only compound the problem,because of cross
arms being down and holding up traffic.If this construction takes placeit is going to cause
major traffic jams and hold up traffic in our neighborhood.

The noise and pollution from the traffic will travel straight into the neighborhood and our
street is greatly impacted. That particular exit from the neighborhood is our main exit as well
asall of our neighbors.To use the other exits causes us to have to go way out of our way
leaving the neighborhood.As | said,we have lived here 25 years and watched the City grow up
around us and the Traffic has at least tripled in that time.

Please consider alternative measures and do not paralyze our neighborhood with this
realignment.

Thank Y ou,

Tommy Thompson

308 N Kings Canyon Dr
Cedar Park,Texas 78613
Park Place Neighborhood


mailto:Alan.Green@cedarparktexas.gov
mailto:kramberg@aci-group.net

From: Alan Green

To: Kevin Ramberg
Subject: FW: Bell Boulevard Realignment
Date: Friday, March 08, 2019 9:58:54 AM

From: The Wertmans [mailto_]

Sent: Thursday, March 7, 2019 4:40 PM
To: bellblvdalignment <bellblvdalignment@cedarparktexas.gov>
Cc: Emily Truman <Emily.Truman@cedarparktexas.gov>; _Cedar Park Council

<Council@cedarparktexas.gov>; || | GG

Subject: Bell Boulevard Realignment

Good day, All.
Just some final thoughts from a tax-paying Cedar Park on Kings Canyon resident:

1. Does this really create more benefit than additional tax dollars in the city's coffers? We don't think so. It
appears to be an opportunity for the development of real estate in an attempt to generate revenue from
properties that don't compete with Whitestone Blvd. It has been said that safety is a big concern for the
area -- smoke screen. There are few instances of traffic-related incidents along the strip from Discovery
south to Cypress Creek. Using that excuse is likened to censorship vs. responsibility. Be a responsible
driver.

2. Why move traffic and its noise closer to the residential area? Early morning walks in the Park Place
Park at the north end of Kings Canyon should be a enter-at-your-own-risk endeavor on days with calm
wind as the smog from Bell floats East across the park. It tends to hang there until the winds pick up
around 10:00 AM. We don't care to have that traffic any closer to our homes. Does anyone pushing this
unnecessary project live on this side of the tracks?

3. What kind of mess will be at the Bell and Park intersection near the railroad? Many of us believe that
this will be the danger zone created by the realignment. You'll have a bottle neck beyond comprehension.
Again, does anyone who is fostering this waste of money live in the proximity of the Bell and Park
intersections?

We spoken to several business folks that will be shut down by this. They aren't happy with it and us
regular residents aren't either. Our real estate taxes are too high now. Will this increase it to the point of
creating a major gentrification effect here like that experienced in Austin?

There needs to be a fiscal realignment in Cedar Park rather than a tax dollar squandering street
realignment.

Please hear us.
Sincerely,

Kings Canyon Resident


mailto:Alan.Green@cedarparktexas.gov
mailto:kramberg@aci-group.net
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We oppose the Bell Blvd project for the following reasons:

1. The proposed solution does not address the most significant traffic issues:

1.1. Northbound rush hour traffic stops flowing at Cypress Creek Blvd., but the proposed project
begins a major intersection later at Brushy Creek Blvd. This incomplete solution will not correct
the worst traffic congestion on US 183. It often takes me 4 changes of the light (or more) to get
through the Cypress Creek Blvd. intersection going northbound in the afternoon.

1.2. The current back-up likely contributes to the accident statistics. The impatience people feel
from fighting through the traffic increases their willingness to engage in riskier driving behavior.

1.3. Cedar Park needs a free expressway, not to expand what is a de facto major street. City
officials have stated that people passing through Cedar Park are what causes our traffic issues.
They favor the Bell Blvd. project because it is favorable to a planned commercial development
that city officials favor. Finding a way to enable people to commute through Cedar Park, like
making 183A a freeway is a better solution.

2. The proposed solution will make traffic worse for my subdivision (Park Place).

2.1. Currently, persons leaving Park Place have the following options to access US 183 and its
businesses. The change will eliminate the option of using Old 183 as a back way, which is
currently available to anyone:

2.1.1.Turn onto Old US 183 — It allows us to access businesses on the east side of US 183, such as
Dominos, Goodwill, Century Food Store, and Texas Discount Furniture, without getting
onto US 183.

2.1.2.Cross old US 183 and turn onto US 183. With the traffic light, it is easy to turn to the north
or the south.

2.1.3.0ther means of access, such as through Brushy Creek Bivd. and through Discovery Blvd.,
after going through Quest Village.

2.2. Moving US 183 east will remove the buffer between the railroad tracks and US 183. As a result,
traffic will back up into our neighborhood. Some of the risk of traffic-related injury that exists
in that buffer area will move inside our neighborhood, increasing the risk to our children.
Increased traffic on Park Street since the opening of Ronald Reagan Elementary and Vista Ridge
High School has already increased traffic and the associated risk through our neighborhood.
2.2.1.Traffic already backs up at the Old US 183 intersection with Park Street — both in and out

of our neighborhood. Having the Cap Metro rail complicates this traffic. Removing the
buffer will make a bad traffic problem worse.
3. We believe that representations of Cedar Park citizens’ support are overstated.

3.1. Citizens did not vote for Bell Blvd as a single proposal. The November 2015 bond issue
approved by Cedar Park voters that included authorization to fund the Bell Blvd also included
the following other projects, which are important to Cedar Park mobility:

3.1.1. New Hope Rd. construction from Cottonwood Creek Trail to Ronald Reagan Bivd.,

3.1.2.Anderson Mill Rd. from Cypress Creek Rd. to Zeppelin Dr.,

3.1.3.Anderson Mill Rd. from RM 1431 to the county line,

3.1.4.The design and right-of-way acquisition for RM 1431 (Whitestone Blvd.) from Bagdad Rd.
to Anderson Mill Rd.

3.2. A large majority of people with whom we have discussed this project oppose the project.



3.2.1.Despite the City’s efforts to publicize this project, most citizens with whom we have
discussed the project had a negative opinion and in most cases did not realize what the
project will change.
3:2:2.1; Aside from the points | have raised, concerns also include increased:

3.2.1.1.1. Noise

3.2.1.1.2. Pollution

3.2.1.1.3. Traffic (Most people in my neighborhood who oppose the project are
concerned about this point)

3.2.1.1.4. Increased trash in the neighborhood.

3.2.1.1.5. Delays and pollution in the neighborhood associated with the
construction.

3.2.1.16. Increased property taxes, causing affordability issues due to the new
development that the City favors.

3.2.1.1.7. Waste of highway funds on an undesirable project

3.2.1.2. Most local small businesspeople with whom we have discussed the

development oppose it because they fear having the property they are leasing taken
for the project and being forced into higher cost locations.

3.3. The city-sponsored meetings were not designed to get representative opinions of the
community. We attended almost all of these meetings and observed that they were highly
choreographed and designed to enable the City and its developers to claim that the community
favors the project.

3.3.1.Question and answer periods were very short, allowing for limited discussion.

3.3.2.The “No Build” alternative was never presented as a choice in community meetings |
attended. Choices presented to the persons attending the meetings were limited to how
to build the project and the associated development project, rather than whether the
City should build this project or not.

Other reasons we oppose the Bell Blvd. project:

4.1. The Bell Blvd. project will change the nature of Cedar Park. We moved to Cedar Park in 1991
because it was not like Austin. It had a rural, small town feel. It is true that the community has
grown and it is true that growth requires certain infrastructure changes. However, it is possible
to improve the infrastructure in a way that retains our town’s character.

4.2. As long as we have lived in Cedar Park, certain parties have been campaigning to create a
downtown for Cedar Park. A lot of the arguments they made then are the same as the people
backing Bell Blvd. are making for this project. These arguments include the alleged need for a
gathering place for the people of Cedar Park and a need for a place for pedestrians. The City
has created projects to meet these needs including 1890 Ranch and Cedar Park Town Center.
The City has failed to deliver on these goals for those projects. | do not believe they will deliver
on this project.



4.3. City officials stated that one of the reasons for the Bell Blvd. project was to convert land in the
buffer zone to a better use, allowing the City to free other property for development, resulting
in higher property taxes from that land. However, developing this land decreases the amount
of green space in the Bell Blvd. development area, adding to the area being more crowded.
This change will decrease the quality of life for our area. There is very little room for wildlife in
our part of town. Converting the buffer area to roadway reduces the space available for these
animals.

We believe that this project has dubious merit and that highway funds can be used more effectively to
address Cedar Park’s traffic issues.

Greg and Roxanne Adams
201 N. Kings Canyon Dr.

Cedar Park, Tx 787613
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WELCOME

PUBLIC HEARING

Bell Boulevard Realignment

Feb. 21, 2019




Cedar Park Street (North)

Buttercup Creek Blvd. (South)

Project Length: 0.8 mile

Current project phase: Preliminary
Engineering and Design

Southern End

Bell Boulevard Realignment Project Feb. 21, 2019




Proposed Typical Section of the Bell Blvd. Realignment
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= Two 12-foot lanes in each direction on Bell Boulevard
= Raised median with protected turn lanes

= ]10-foot shared-use path along the west side of the roadway with crosswalks at
Buttercup Creek Blvd. and Park Street intersections

= Project will include safety illumination and landscaping
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Community Impact

Assessment

 Land Use

* Demographics

* Displacements
 Community Cohesion

Limited English Proficiency
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Noise Analysis Results

= All receivers predict residential noise
levels will not exceed 67 dB(A) with
new alignment.

= Analysis indicates an increase of less
than 10 dB(A).

Table 2: Traffic Noise Levels dB(A) Leq

Build Alternative
Representative Receiver NAC Existing .
(description)(represents) Category 2020 Predicted Change Noise
2040 (+/9) Impact

1These receivers were locsied greater than 500 feet from the existing Bell Boulevard; therefore noise monitoring daia g noise levels
R1 (park) (1) C 67 29 59 0 NO
R2 (single-family residence) (7) B 67 61 62 +1 NO
R3 (single-family residence) (6) B 67 55 57 2 NO
R4 (single-family residence) (12) B 67 59 63 4 NO
RS (single-family residence) (13) B 67 54 57 +3 NO
R6 (single-family residence) (16) B 67 561 63 +7 NO
R7 (single-family residence) (12) B 67 56 59 +3 NO

restaurant) (1) £ 7 33 4 -18

R9 (restaurant) (1) E n 70 69 -1 NO
R10 (single-family residence) (9) B 67 48 48 0 NO
R11 {cemetery) (1) c 67 69 58 14! NO
R12 (medical center) (1) C 67 62 61 -1 NO
R13 (learning center) (1) D 51 47 47 (1] NO
R14 (learning center) (1) C 67 61 62 +1 NO
R15-1 (apartments first-story) (18) B 67 58 58 0 NO

i R15-2 (apartments second-story) (18) B 67 60 61 +1 NO

Digliaie:

Bell Boulevard Realignment Project Feb. 21, 2019
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ROW
Acquisition
Process

ROW Acquisition Manual

-

Texas
Department
of Transportation

Revised January 2019

@ 2019 by Texas Department of Transportation
(512) 463-8630 all rights reserved
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HOW TO SUBMIT COMMENTS

= Email comments to:
BellBlvdRealignment@cedarparktexas.gov
= Mail comments to: City of Cedar Park
C/0 Emily Truman, P.E.
450 Cypress Creek Road
Cedar Park, TX 78613

Comments received by March 8, 2019 will be included in the
public hearing documentation

Thank you for your participation!

Bell Boulevard Realignment Project Feb. 21, 2019



G2. Notice of Availability and Public Hearing



E g Bell Boulevard (US 183) Realignment

Texas

lf'r”;é’ﬁ;’p";‘iﬁ—}ﬁon Draft EA Notice of Availability and Public Hearing

Notice

Draft Environmental Assessment Available for Public Review
and Public Hearing

BELL BOULEVARD (US 183) REALIGNMENT
From Cedar Park Drive to South of Buttercup Creek Boulevard
CSJs: 0151-05-115
Williamson County, Texas

The Texas Department of Transportation and the City of Cedar Park (CoCP) proposes to move the current
Bell Boulevard (US 183) roadway east onto the full extent of Old Highway 183 from Cedar Park Drive to
south of Buttercup Creek Boulevard in Cedar Park. This notice advises the public that TxDOT and CoCP
will be conducting a public hearing on the proposed project. The hearing will be held on Feb. 21, 2019, at
the Cedar Park Recreation Center, 1435 Main Street, Cedar Park, Texas 78613. Displays will be available
for viewing at 5 p.m. with the formal hearing starting at 6 p.m. The purpose of the hearing is to present the
planned improvements and to receive public comment on the proposed project.

Currently, Old Highway 183 is a two-lane roadway parallel to Bell Boulevard (US 183), running generally
north and south. Bell Boulevard would be realigned and relocated to the Old Highway 183 alignment and
reconstructed to a four-lane divided roadway that would include a raised median with turn lanes at
intersections and driveways. The project would also include lighting and pedestrian and bicycle paths. The
project is 0.8 mile in length and would include grading, base, asphalt pavement, culverts, signing, and
pavement markings.

The purpose of the Bell Boulevard (US 183) Realignment Project is to improve public safety within the
corridor in a manner consistent with the Destination Bell Boulevard Master Plan. During the Destination Bell
Boulevard Master Plan process, the public selected the separation of the through-traffic on realigned (east)
Bell Boulevard and the commercial access traffic on what is the proposed west Bell Boulevard. This
separation seeks to improve safety and accessibility for vehicles and pedestrians accessing the commercial
corridor between Cedar Park Drive and south of Buttercup Creek Boulevard.

Additional right of way and easements are required and commercial displacements are anticipated.
Information concerning services and benefits available to affected property owners and information about
the tentative schedule for right-of-way acquisition may be obtained from the CoCP at the address listed
below.

The draft Environmental Assessment (EA), maps showing the project location and design, tentative
construction schedules, and other information regarding the project are on file and available for inspection
Monday through Friday between the hours of 8 a.m. and 5 p.m. at the TxDOT Austin District Office located
at 7901 N Interstate 35, Austin, TX 78753, (512) 832-7000, at the CoCP City Hall at 450 Cypress Creek
Road, Cedar Park, Texas 78613, and online at
https://www.cedarparktexas.gov/departments/engineering/city-project-updates. This information will also
be available for inspection at the hearing. Verbal and written comments from the public regarding the project
are requested and may be presented at the hearing or submitted in person or by mail to the City of Cedar



https://www.cedarparktexas.gov/departments/engineering/city-project-updates

»° Bell Boulevard (US 183) Realignment
A== Draft EA Notice of Availability and Public Hearing

Park, c/o Emily Truman, P.E., 450 Cypress Creek Road, Cedar Park, Texas 78613. Comments must be
received on or before March 8, 2019 to be part of the official hearing record.

The hearing will be conducted in English. Persons interested in attending the hearing who have special
communication or accommodation needs, such the need for an interpreter, are encouraged to contact Emily
Truman, P.E., City of Cedar Park Senior Engineer, (512) 401-5000 or
BellBlvdRealignment@cedarparktexas.gov. Requests should be made at least two days prior to the
hearing. Every reasonable effort will be made to accommodate these needs.

If you have any general questions or concerns regarding the proposed project or the hearing, please contact
Emily Truman, City of Cedar Park Senior Engineer (512) 401-5000.

Project Location:

Buttercup
Creel
MNatural Area



mailto:BellBlvdRealignment@cedarparktexas.gov

G3. Presentation Slides at Hearing



PUBLIC HEARING

Bell Boulevard Realignment

Feb. 21, 2019




HEARING AGENDA

Introductions

Project overview

Environmental overview

Right-of-way overview

10-minute break

Public comments

Adjourn

Bell Boulevard Realignment Project Feb. 21, 2019



HOW TO SUBMIT COMMENTS

= Email comments to:
BellBlvdRealignment@cedarparktexas.gov

= Mail comments to: City of Cedar Park
C/0O Emily Truman, P.E.
450 Cypress Creek Road
Cedar Park, TX 78613

Comments received by March 8, 2019
will be included in the public hearing documentation

Bell Boulevard Realignment Project Feb. 21, 2019



PROJECT OVERVIEW

Bell Boulevard Realignment

Bell Boulevard Realignment Project Feb. 21, 2019



AGENCY INVOLVEMENT

= As proposed, the project would be fully funded by the City
of Cedar Park (the local sponsor).

= TxDOT is involved as State DOT oversight on
environmental and design purposes.

Bell Boulevard Realignment Project Feb. 21, 2019



Cedar Park Drive (North)

Buttercup Creek Blvd. (South)

Project Length: 0.8 mile

Current project phase: Preliminary
Engineering and Design

Southern End

Bell Boulevard Realignment Project Feb. 21, 2019




Proposed Typical Section of the Bell Blvd. Realignment
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SHARED USE PATH

= Two 12-foot lanes in each direction on Bell Boulevard
= Raised median with protected turn lanes

= ]10-foot shared-use path along the west side of the roadway with crosswalks at
Buttercup Creek Blvd. and Park Street intersections

= Project will include safety illumination and landscaping

Bell Boulevard Realignment Project Feb. 21, 2019




ENVIRONMENTAL OVERVIEW

Bell Boulevard Realignment

Bell Boulevard Realignment Project Feb. 21, 2019
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Environmental Considerations

* Air Quality

* Archeological Sites and
Cemeteries

e Historic Resources

* Public Parks/Recreational
Areas

 Wildlife and Protected Species
* Migratory Birds

Community Impacts
Hazardous Materials

Traffic Noise
Wetlands/Waters of the U.S.
Water Quality

Public Involvement

Bell Boulevard Realignment Project

Feb. 21, 2019



Project Alternatives

Build Alternative:
* Realignment of existing Bell Boulevard east onto current Old

Highway 183.

No Build Alternative:
* No infrastructural improvement to the project corridor.

Feb. 21, 2019

Bell Boulevard Realignment Project



Community Impact

Assessment

 Land Use

* Demographics

* Displacements
 Community Cohesion

Limited English Proficiency

Bell Boulevard Realignment Project

s e

Leamts Wyilliamson

e 7 iR fecn

SourBE¥Esri. HERE
Delome, USGSintermap,
INCREMENE P NRCan, E5n
Japans«MET}, Esr China
{Hong Kong ) E=sn Korea! Esn

Proposed Driveway

DRAFT Licenses
A 5 8 a0 Proposed Additional ROW
EH B F— Proposed Easements
17800 Tinch = 650 feet — Exicting ROW

AN
Buttercup Creek Natura "-_ifﬂ =
= -
Area
Cemetery
consulting

et = denver

Feb. 21, 2019




..'E'
y 4 TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Noise Analysis Regulations

TXDOT and FHWA Regulation: Projects on state system roadways that involve
the addition of through lanes require a noise study to check for Traffic
Noise Impacts.

Process: Sound meter and computer modeling were used at multiple
locations along the project for determining existing and predicted noise
levels.

Bell Boulevard Realignment Project Feb. 21, 2019
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Noise Analysis Results

ABa

Results:

1) All receivers predict residential noise
levels will not exceed 67 dB(A) with
new alignment.

2) Analysis indicates an increase of less
than 10 dB(A).

Conclusion:
For the current alignment, the predictions
of the noise analysis indicate abatement is
not required.

Bell Boulevard Realignment Project Feb. 21, 2019




Anticipated Permits

Edwards Aquifer Rules

e Contributing Zone Plan (CZP)

Texas Pollution Discharge Elimination System (TPDES)
* Notice of Intent/Notice of Termination
» Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) during construction

Bell Boulevard Realignment Project Feb. 21, 2019



RIGHT-OF-WAY OVERVIEW

Bell Boulevard Realignment

Bell Boulevard Realignment Project Feb. 21, 2019
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Anticipated Displacement

Five Commercial Displacement Parcels:

 Parcel R325310- Centex Playscape Refurbishers (previously
Callahan's Feed)

 Parcel RO31882- Neighborhood Park and Sell (previously Firestone
Auto Care)

 Parcel RO311923- City of Cedar Park Administrative Offices

 Parcel RO31909- Plush Upholstery Studios and Plush Fabrics

 Parcel RO31951- Connie’s Car wash

Bell Boulevard Realignment Project Feb. 21, 2019



Anticipated ROW Acquisitions

Permanent ROW Acquisition within:

13 parcels

Permanent Easement Acquisition within:
e O parcels

Temporary Construction Easements:
e 3 parcels

Feb. 21, 2019
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ROW Acquisition
Process ROW Acquisition Manual

; ‘ ’
Texas
Department
of Transportation

Revised January 2019
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Project Schedule*

Finalize
Design

Estimated
Environmental
Decision

Preliminary
Design

Bidding/
Letting

Roadway
Construction

2017 &
2018

Spring 2019 Summer 2019 Fall 2019 Spring 2020

(~ 18 Mons.)

* This project schedule and dates are preliminary and subject to change.

Bell Boulevard Realignment Project Feb. 21, 2019



10 MINUTE BREAK
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PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD

Bell Boulevard Realignment

Bell Boulevard Realignment Project Feb. 21, 2019
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3 MINUTES
FOR EACH SPEAKER

Bell Boulevard Realignment Project Feb. 21, 2019




HOW TO SUBMIT COMMENTS

= Email comments to:
BellBlvdRealignment@cedarparktexas.gov

= Mail comments to: City of Cedar Park
C/0O Emily Truman, P.E.
450 Cypress Creek Road
Cedar Park, TX 78613

Comments received by March 8, 2019 will be included in the public
hearing documentation.

Thank you for your participation!

Bell Boulevard Realignment Project Feb. 21, 2019



G4. Public Comment Forms



Texas
Department
of Transporiation

Comment/Question:

Bell Boulevard Realignment Public Hearing

Hearing Date: Feb. 21, 2019 from 5 - 7p.m.
Location: City of Cedar Park Recreation Center




Questions/Comments?

Verbal a