
Documentation of Open House 
Project Location 
Gillespie County  

US 290 (new location)   
Fredericksburg Relief Route Study 

Project Limits 
From US 87 (north) south and east to US 290 (east) 

Workshop Location 
Gillespie County Farm Bureau 

Pape Event Center 
237 Equestrian Drive 

Fredericksburg, TX, 78624 

Workshop Date and Time 
July 23, 2019 

2 p.m. to 7 p.m. 

Translation Services 
Spanish translator available 

Presenters 
N/A 

Elected Officials in Attendance 
Mark Cornett, Member, Fredericksburg ISD School Board 

Linda Langerhans, Mayor, City of Fredericksburg 
Buddy Mills, Sheriff, Gillespie County 

Tom Musselman, Council Member, Fredericksburg City Council 
Gary Neffendorf, Council Member, Fredericksburg City Council 

Donnie Schuch, County Commissioner, Gillespie County  

Total Number of Attendees (approx.) 
494

Total Number of Comments
344



 
 

Contents 

Appendix A. Comment/response matrix  
Appendix B. Online survey summary  
Appendix C. Notices  
Appendix D. Sign-in sheets  
Appendix E. Comments received   
Appendix F. Figures  
Appendix G. Post-open house outreach materials 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

i 



Appendix A. Comment/response matrix 

A 



Fredericksburg Relief Route Study 
Open House #1 
July 23, 2019  

 
Comment 
Number Commenter Name Date Source Comment  Response 

1 Affatato, Patrick 8/5/2019 Comment 
Form “Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 

2 Agnew, Deborah 7/23/2019 Email 

Suggested tunneling as a way of preserving 
farmland and reducing impacts. Cited a 
tunnel project in Switzerland as an 
example. 

Comment noted. 

3 Ahrendt, Greg and 
Paula 7/23/2019 Comment 

Form 

“No to F, H – These are too close to town 
and disruptive to current residents and 
future developments already in the works.” 

Comment noted. 

“These also adversely impact one of the 
oldest peach orchards in the county.” Comment noted. 

“E and G seem to be the best most cost-
effective choices.” Comment noted. 

4 Aldrich, Sam 7/30/2019 Email 

“If the Relief Route is to go through for the 
reason of safety to the masses, then, the 
further from town the better. If the Relief 
Route is to go through for the reason of 
traffic relief, the further from town is still 
better, except for going from 290E to 87N.” 

Comment noted. 

5 Allison, Wayne 8/6/2019 Email 

Stated, “I have previously believed that we 
need a Relief Route. Whether we do now is 
up to debate.” 

Comment noted. 

Stated, “I don’t think the loop will happen” 
because “the bond issue will not pass”, 
“road width and vehicle speed are not at all 
compatible neighborhoods so close to 
town”, fewer trucks are now using Main 
Street, and citizens “will vote against it.” 

Comment noted. 

Suggested working “with TxDOT to find 
where the large haul trucks (oilfield and 
others) are coming from and going” and 
letting “TxDOT eliminate the construction 
on the State Highways outside Gillespie.” 

Comment noted. 

“Plan the loop far enough out to where it 
could handle future growth with minimum 
impact on existing homes.” 

Comment noted. 



Fredericksburg Relief Route Study 
Open House #1 
July 23, 2019  

 
Comment 
Number Commenter Name Date Source Comment  Response 

“As a last resort, use Friendship Lane from 
Hwy 290 to where it intersects with route 
paths E, F, G or H.” 

Prior to initiation of the current 
Fredericksburg Relief Route Study, TxDOT, 
the City of Fredericksburg and Gillespie 
County agreed upon a set of design 
parameters to guide relief route planning 
efforts. Those parameters include planning 
for a higher speed, controlled access facility. 
The roadway would consist of four main 
lanes (two in each direction) with frontage 
roads, where needed, to maintain local 
access. Applying that vision to Friendship 
Lane would require total reconstruction of 
the roadway, construction of frontage roads, 
and the need to acquire a significant amount 
of additional ROW. In fact, the existing 100-
foot ROW could quadruple in width which 
would result in a large number of residential 
and commercial displacements. Although 
Friendship Lane is not considered a viable 
location for the Fredericksburg Relief Route, 
it is an important element of the local 
transportation system. Improvements to 
Friendship Lane may be undertaken in the 
future as part of the city’s transportation 
improvement plan. Future improvements to 
Friendship Lane would be separate and 
distinct from the Fredericksburg Relief 
Route. 

“Personally, we will vote no on a Bond 
Election.” Comment noted. 



Fredericksburg Relief Route Study 
Open House #1 
July 23, 2019  

 
Comment 
Number Commenter Name Date Source Comment  Response 

“Let’s keep Fredericksburg the unique 
lovable city it is!.” Comment noted. 

6 Allison, Wayne 8/9/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
“Use Friendship Lane to the intersection of 
E, G, F or H and save the tax payers.” 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
“I will encourage all of my friends to not 
vote for more taxes.” 

Prior to initiation of the current 
Fredericksburg Relief Route Study, TxDOT, 
the City of Fredericksburg and Gillespie 
County agreed upon a set of design 
parameters to guide relief route planning 
efforts. Those parameters include planning 
for a higher speed, controlled access facility. 
The roadway would consist of four main 
lanes (two in each direction) with frontage 
roads, where needed, to maintain local 
access. Applying that vision to Friendship 
Lane would require total reconstruction of 
the roadway, construction of frontage roads, 
and the need to acquire a significant amount 
of additional ROW. In fact, the existing 100-
foot ROW could quadruple in width which 
would result in a large number of residential 
and commercial displacements. Although 
Friendship Lane is not considered a viable 
location for the Fredericksburg Relief Route, 
it is an important element of the local 
transportation system. Improvements to 
Friendship Lane may be undertaken in the 
future as part of the city’s transportation 
improvement plan. Future improvements to 
Friendship Lane would be separate and 
distinct from the Fredericksburg Relief 
Route. 
 
Comment noted. 

“We don’t need a super highway going 
around FBG.” Comment noted. 
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Comment 
Number Commenter Name Date Source Comment  Response 

7 Anderegg, Mary 8/5/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Opposed to all routes. All routes have 
negative effects on good people.” Comment noted. 

Ranked routes, in order of preference, as: 
D (most preferred), E, G, H, and F (least 
preferred) 

Comment noted. 

8 Anderegg, Terri 8/5/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route.” Comment noted. 
 

“No route is best because every route 
ruins/destroys/takes away people’s 
homes, land, businesses.” 

 
Comment noted 
 

“Of course, favorite route is the one 
farthest from your property.” Comment noted. 

“Every route affects people negatively.” Comment noted. 

“Fbg does not need an interstate.” 

If the relief route is constructed in the future, 
it would be subject to design criteria and 
safety guidelines applicable to U.S. 
Highways.  An Interstate Highway is not 
proposed.   

Indicated a preference for Route D 
(favorite) and Routes F and H as “least 
favorite.”  Did not rank routes G or E. 

Comment noted. 

9 Arnold, Nichole 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“I strongly protest all ‘relief’ routes around 
FBG. They are unnecessary, extremely 
disruptive to personal property, and 
expensive to taxpayers.” 

Comment noted. 

“Of all of them, I most dislike Route D 
(purple).” 

Comment noted. 
 

“My metal building structure/house was 
not considered in selecting these routes (it 
is not on the maps). It was built in July 
2018. Route D crosses my property in two 
places.” 

The base maps used for the Relief Route 
Study reflect aerial photography from 
Google’s 2017 imagery.  As such, it 
represents a point in time closely 
corresponding to initiation of the Relief 
Route Study.  Any construction which 
occurred after the date of the base maps is 
not reflected on those maps.   

10 Barker, Valerie 8/5/2019 Comment 
Form “Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
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Comment 
Number Commenter Name Date Source Comment  Response 

11 Beauchamp, 
Margaret 7/31/2019 Email 

“Traffic relief planning must consider 
future traffic flow on 290 for the next 30-
50 years. Anything less is short sighted, 
inadequate and fiscally irresponsible.” 

Comment noted. 
 

“Industrial loop routes would jam traffic 
flow where FBG’s in-and outbound traffic is 
already heaviest and most dangerous with 
negative effects on property and business 
owners.” 

Comment noted. 

“Bad plan” Comment noted. 

12 Beck, Verla 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“F & H would so negatively impact the lives 
of the residents of Windmill Oaks. We are a 
community of residents all over 65 years 
old, retired and living in manufactured 
homes. This is the only type of housing that 
most could afford. We all chose it because 
of proximity to clinic, churches and 
hospital. Being seniors the less traffic the 
better. There are more than 50 houses that 
would be affected just in our area. Please 
consider further out routes.”  

Comment noted. 

13 Beckmann, Jenette 8/5/2019 Comment 
Form “No to all 5 routes (D, E, F, G, H)” Comment noted. 

14 Behrens, Adrien 
Stehling 8/6/2019 Email 

“I did not see if upper liveoak road was in 
the final 5 but the old liveoak school house 
is on that road. My father purchased the 
school house in the 1950’s – it is a rock 
bldg. and has a historic plaque designating 
that the school was stated in the 1860’s to 
1948.” 

A comprehensive historic resources survey 
would normally be conducted as part of the 
[future] environmental study should the 
relief route advance beyond the current 
study phase; however, because of the 
number of potentially-historic properties in 
the study area and the level of public 
interest in those properties, TxDOT has 
decided to conduct an historic resources 
survey in conjunction with the current Relief 
Route Study.  The historic resources survey 
will focus on the five remaining Primary 
Route Options.   
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Comment 
Number Commenter Name Date Source Comment  Response 

15 Belforti, Rose Marie 8/5/2019 Email 

“I sent you a survey, but have changed my 
mind. I didn’t realize that choosing any and 
all Schmitzinski routes would require 
crossing Old San Antonio Route. I am 
totally against intersecting in any way with 
the historic Old San Antonio Road...no 
bridges, under or overpasses…nothing that 
will interfere with Old San Antonio Road” 

Comment noted. 

16 Beyer, Brett 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Relief Routes F & H go directly through my 
family business that we have operated 
since 1986. I would not have ever thought 
our business would be compromised for a 
relief route. …Sad that this could be taken 
away for transportation.” 

Comment noted. 

17 Bierschwale, Tom 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Relieved to see that the A, B, and C routes 
have been removed from consideration. 
These routes were too long and expensive 
to construct. Of the remaining routes, I 
prefer the F, G and H proposals. These 
routes balance length and cost.” 

Comment noted. 

18 Bishop, Geraldine 
and John 8/5/2019 Comment 

Form 

“I feel the thoughts of size of this hwy will 
be bad.” Comment noted. 

“Make businesses to move or close is bad 
for everyone.” Comment noted. 

“I feel this so called loop will turn out to be 
like Boerne and the unsuspecting tourism 
will die… Not everyone comes by design.” 

Comment noted. 

19 Blalock, Linda 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“I think this was a PR ‘dog & pony’ show. I 
don’t know anything new. Where was the 
cost for the city and county or even 
percentage of cost? Charts were not easy 
to understand as all 8 routes were shown 
when only 5 were up for consideration. The 
comments survey seemed to just be a way 
to collect emails. The only value it had to 
me was ranking route preference.” 

Comment noted. 
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Comment 
Number Commenter Name Date Source Comment  Response 

20 Bluhm, Ray 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“I do not believe the city of FRG or Gillespie 
County will ever vote to pass a bond issue 
of 50M to 75M to pay for our part of the 
route. We will have to pay for the land 
acquisition & it will never pass… This is 
needed but too much money.” 

Comment noted. 

21 Boehl, Albert 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route.” Comment noted. 
Ranked routes, in order of preference, as: 
D (“favorite”), E, F, G, and H (“least 
favorite”) 

Comment noted. 

22 Boehl, Lisa 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route.” Comment noted. 
Ranked routes, in order of preference, as: 
D (“favorite”), E, F, G, and H (“least 
favorite”). 

Comment noted. 

23 Bonn, Carey 7/29/2019 Email 
“I believe the southerly and southwesterly 
portions of routes F & H are too close to 
the city of Fredericksburg.” 

Comment noted. 

24 Bonn, Garret 7/30/2019 Email 

“I want to commend the project team for all 
of the detailed information presented at 
the most recent public workshop. I feel the 
ranking criteria, although complex, was 
presented in a clear and concise format.” 

Comment noted. 
 

“After reviewing the route options, as both 
an affected property owner and civil 
engineer, I feel the best option of the five 
remaining routes is Route G. The southern 
portion of this route avoids impacts to 
existing and proposed developments and is 
far enough north of the Pedernales River to 
minimize environmental impacts. It also 
follows Kerr Rd along the western portion 
of the route so ROW acquisition costs 
should be reduced. On the northern end, 
between US 290 West and US 87 North, 
this alignment avoids any major 
topographic issues and passes through an 
existing industrial area, thereby minimizing 
impacts to virgin Hill County landscapes.” 

Comment noted. 
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Comment 
Number Commenter Name Date Source Comment  Response 

25 Bonn, Valerie 7/29/2019 Email 

“I really appreciate all the hard work the 
project team has put into try to answer 
questions and concerns relating to the 
relief route.” 

Comment noted. 

“Based on my review of the five options 
that are presented, I feel very strongly that 
Option G represents the best options by far 
as it seems to represent the best 
compromise in all the studied criteria. I am 
hopeful it ends up being the preferred 
option.” 

Comment noted. 

26 Boos, Libby 7/31/2019 Email 

“At what cost do we draw the line on where 
the relief route should be built? Current 
route option D will cut through 3 working 
farms.” Specifically noted the Boos family 
farm and two others that have been in 
operation for “at least 100 years.” “Is it fair 
to rip up and destroy such deep German 
roots in a town that prides itself on its 
heritage and farm culture?” 

 
 
Comment noted. 

“Build a route closer to town that will cost 
less and preserve history.”  Comment noted. 

27 Borg, Gregory 8/6/2019 Comment 
Form “Do not build the relief route.” Comment noted. 

28 Borg, Julie 8/6/2019 Comment 
Form “Do not build the relief route.” Comment noted. 

29 Bourtin, J.P. 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“If the relief route is approved, it will go 
down in history as the greatest 
misallocation of spending in the history of 
Gillespie County. It truly appears to be a 
solution in search of a problem.” 

Comment noted. 
 

“Rather than carving up the countryside in 
the prettiest county in Texas, in an effort to 
divert Truck Traffic, efforts should be made 
to lessen or manage the traffic from 
tourism. To date, all of the fatalities on 290 
in recent times have been to tourists and 
regular motorists, not trucks. Build more 
and better parking for tourists.” 

Comment noted. 
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Comment 
Number Commenter Name Date Source Comment  Response 

“The relief route will harm the countryside 
and ecology, will disturb historical sites, 
and will be enormously expensive. The 
project should be cancelled. But if it isn’t, it 
should use the route closest to the 
commercial center of town (routes E, F, G).” 

Comment noted. 

30 Brady, Linn 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“TxDOT appears to be too inflexible 
regarding the type of road to be built. If you 
can’t build what is needed then we need a 
better contractor.” 

Comment noted. 

“Do the businesses on Main Street know 
how many tourists will use the bypass and 
miss the commercial district? Not just 
trucks will use the bypass.” 

Comment noted. 

Ranked routes, in order of preference, as: 
E (“favorite”), G, F, H and D (“least 
favorite”) 

Comment noted. 

31 Brinkmann, Larry 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“I vote for Route E” Comment noted. 

“Limit access to bypass, i.e. frontage roads. 
Keep it as a true bypass, not a relocation of 
the city to the bypass. Lots of overpasses.” 

Comment noted. 

32 Brundridge, Judy 8/5/2019 Comment 
Form 

“No to all 5 routes. All of these routes 
negatively impact our historic homes, our 
farmlands, and our cemeteries.” 

Comment noted. 

“All of these routes will destroy small and 
mid size family businesses who will not be 
able to relocate due to high priced land… 
Ultimately this will put a higher tax burden 
on all of us.” 

Comment noted. 

“This will also affect our creeks…and all 
watershed drainage areas.” Comment noted. 

“An interstate system is too large for routes 
D-H going so closes to town and limits 
economic growth due to the limited access 
on the route.” 

If the relief route is constructed in the future, 
it would be subject to design criteria and 
safety guidelines applicable to U.S. 
Highways.  An Interstate Highway is not 
proposed. 
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Comment 
Number Commenter Name Date Source Comment  Response 

33 Brundridge, Scott 8/5/2019 Comment 
Form 

“I am saying no to all 5 routes. They impact 
our historic homes, farmlands and 
cemeteries negatively.” 

Comment noted. 

“These routes destroy businesses and they 
will not be able to recover financially.” Comment noted. 

“I do not want the taxes to skyrocket and 
this is what ultimately will happen.” Comment noted. 

“This will also produce environmental 
damage to Baron’s Creek and Live Oak 
Creek.” 

If the current study leads to identification of 
a preferred route option, TxDOT will work 
with the city and county to decide when and 
if the project would advance to future 
phases of project development.  Future 
phases would include opportunities to 
further refine and adjust the route, detailed 
environmental studies to assess potential 
environmental consequences (including 
potential impacts to rivers, creeks, and water 
quality), and identification of actions to 
avoid, minimize and mitigate environmental 
impacts.  

“This interstate system is too large and will 
limit economic growth.” 

If the relief route is constructed in the future, 
it would be subject to design criteria and 
safety guidelines applicable to U.S. 
Highways.  An Interstate Highway is not 
proposed. 

34 Brunner, Gary 7/24/2019 Email 

“I think that a 400’ wide, 70 mph relief 
route makes no sense at all for 
Fredericksburg/Gillespie County. However, 
given that this study is constrained to those 
criteria, presumably a TxDOT requirement, 
the only route that makes any sense is D.” 

Comment noted. 

Indicated that Fredericksburg is a 
“destination” and “therefore only a minority 
of trucking/other traffic will use a relief 
route.” “Consequently, a smaller, lower 
speed inner relief route, such as 
Friendship, makes much more sense.” 

Comment noted. 
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Comment 
Number Commenter Name Date Source Comment  Response 

“If the task force continues to insist on the 
400’/70 mph option, then the route will 
certainly be more effective the farther out it 
is, hence route D.  Speed limits feeding the 
proposed routes have already been 
decreased to 60 mph on east 290, and 55 
on north 87.  Those limits will only be 
reduced as congestion increases, making it 
inefficient to transition from a slower speed 
to a higher speed, then backdown again to 
a lower speed on the other end.” 

Comment noted. 

“Finally, route D is preferable because it 
creates less of a barrier for local traffic, 
since there is less dense housing and few 
roads than exist closer to the city.” 

Comment noted. 

35 Brunner, Sharon 7/30/2019 Email 

“I was disheartened to learn that the only 
type of relief route this is being considered 
would be a 70 mph highway with as wide 
as a 400’ span. Even though this may be 
TxDOT’s preferred type of relief route, it is 
truly overkill for Fredericksburg and the 
surrounding community!” “Since so much 
of our traffic consists of tourist (wanting to 
visit downtown) and delivery trucks 
(needing to service downtown businesses), 
a high percentage of the traffic will not be 
taking the relief route because the 
downtown area is their destination. Thus, a 
relief route will work for some traffic, but 
not a high percentage of it…thus, a 
highspeed bypass is not needed.” 

Comment noted. 

“But, if this still goes forward, then only a 
relief route as far out as possible makes 
sense. The farthest route out that remains 
is Route D. All of the others, especially G 
and H, are just too close in and will create 
a division/barrier to our community.” 

Comment noted. 
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Comment 
Number Commenter Name Date Source Comment  Response 

“So, my preference (and that of our 
neighbors) would be for a smaller, slower 
relief route that’s more in keeping with our 
community. But, whether it’s smaller or 
bigger, Route D is the only remaining route 
that will serve the purpose.” 

Comment noted. 

36 Buck, Karen 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“I can assist you in presentation of your 
numerical results. It would help you to 
make points more powerfully. Reach out 
and we’ll find a way for me to help you.” 

Comment noted. 

37 Burg, Karla K. 8/5/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Environmental damage to our creeks and 
watershed” 

If the current study leads to identification of 
a preferred route option, TxDOT will work 
with the city and county to decide when and 
if the project would advance to future 
phases of project development.  Future 
phases would include opportunities to 
further refine and adjust the route, detailed 
environmental studies to assess potential 
environmental consequences (including 
potential impacts to rivers, creeks, and water 
quality), and identification of actions to 
avoid, minimize and mitigate environmental 
impacts. 

“Negatively impacts historic homes and 
land” 

A comprehensive historic resources survey 
would normally be conducted as part of the 
[future] environmental study should the 
relief route advance beyond the current 
study phase; however, because of the 
number of potentially-historic properties in 
the study area and the level of public 
interest in those properties, TxDOT has 
decided to conduct an historic resources 
survey in conjunction with the current Relief 
Route Study.  The historic resources survey 
will focus on the five remaining Primary 
Route Options.   

“I do not want to pay higher taxes” Comment noted. 

38 Burrer, Brad 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route”  Comment noted. 
“too much money” Comment noted. 
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Comment 
Number Commenter Name Date Source Comment  Response 

39 Campbell, Arah 
Duecker 8/7/2019 Email 

“Please add me to the list of people who 
will need access off of the proposed routes. 
3 of the 5 routes go directly on top of my 
neighbors home. All 3 will cut my home 
property.” 

The current Relief Route Study will include 
development of a preliminary design 
schematic.  The schematic development 
process will include an assessment of how 
the Relief Route most effectively interacts 
with the local roadway network as well as 
access to/from individual properties.  
Schematic development will be initiated 
once a preferred route option is identified.   

40 Canion, J. Colleen  8/6/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route.” Comment noted. 
Ranked routes, in order of preference, as: 
D (“favorite”), G, E, and F and H (“least 
favorites”). 

Comment noted. 

41 Cannon, Donna 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Just take Friendship increase speed to 60 
MPH, build overpass over 87N. Lower 
speed again on 290, keep lower speed 
consistently on all of 290 between 
Fredericksburg and Johnson City.” 

Comment noted. 

“Extend Friendship, forget TxDOT” Comment noted. 

42 Cannon, Steve 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“As a need, value, benefit statement a 
divided hwy (with or without frontage 
roads) are needed now on 290 between 
Fbg and Johnson City.  Such a road design 
on 87 is unlikely needed for the next 
several decades.” 

Upgrading existing US 290, between 
Fredericksburg and Johnson City, is beyond 
the scope of the Relief Route Study. 
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Number Commenter Name Date Source Comment  Response 

“The bypass should be consistent with the 
adjoining roads. Using the criteria that the 
bypass must be limited access, 70 mph 
makes limited sense.” 

The capacity of the potential relief route is 
the same as the capacity of existing US 290 
– east and west of Fredericksburg. US 290 
(east and west) approaching Fredericksburg 
is a four-lane undivided roadway. The relief 
route, as currently envisioned, would consist 
of four main lanes for through traffic. Thus, 
the existing and proposed roadways provide 
the same through traffic capacity. Frontage 
roads would be optional and dependent 
upon input from the community, except 
where required to maintain existing access 
or prevent landlocking adjacent 
properties. In those areas where frontage 
roads are neither required nor desired, it 
may be possible to reduce the amount of 
right-of-way required.   
 
For planning and design purposes a 70 MPH 
design speed is assumed; however, design 
speed and actual speed are not necessarily 
them same.  As outlined in the Texas 
Administrative Code, during the design 
phase, an “interim speed limit” would be 
established based on traffic and engineering 
investigations.  The interim speed limit would 
be in effect until such time as the facility is 
open and traffic on the facility stabilizes.  
Once traffic is stabilized, a speed survey will 
be performed to establish the maximum 
speed limit in accordance with the provisions 
of State law.   

“Factoring the cost, the truckers and the 
locals would be better off building a 
“Friendship” style road extended to 87 
North and be done with it.” 

Comment noted. 

43 Carnes, Beverly 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

Keep route “short/close to town so it will 
be used (not be inconvenient for trucks 
coming through)” 

Comment noted. 
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Minimize “additional ‘country to 
commercial’ conversions (i.e., stay as close 
to Friendship Lane as possible)” 

Comment noted. 

“Least impact to wildlife (i.e, away from 
Pedernales River)” Comment noted. 

Preserve “historic farming/agricultural 
areas along Pedernales River” Comment noted. 

Preserve “recreational areas along River 
Rd (fishing, biking, etc)” Comment noted. 

44 Carnes, Thomas 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Stay as far from the Pedernales River as 
possible” Comment noted. 

“Avoid splitting up or altering the look and 
feel of areas where farming and ranching 
remains” 

Comment noted. 

“Use existing previous disturbances 
wherever possible – follow existing routes 
and roadways powerlines, etc.” 

Comment noted. 

“Consider that LCRA will be back to place 
CREZ transmission lines and this route will 
be the favored east-west route to get to the 
power station west.” 

Comment noted. 

“Be creative and flexible” Comment noted. 

45 Childs, Brandee 8/6/2019 Comment 
Form “Do not build the relief route.” Comment noted. 

46 Childs, Justin 8/6/2019 Comment 
Form “Do not build the relief route.” Comment noted. 

47 Childs, Mikaila 8/6/2019 Comment 
Form “Do not build the relief route.” Comment noted. 

48 Cobb, Reed 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Real delima with this for sure. No question 
that there needs to be some relief, but the 
‘info’ being published is frightening in the 
number of $ just for r.o.w. acquisition 
which will be our financial burden locally – 
projecting 10 year process. There must be 
a realistic solution. Need sanity! Is there 
any?” 

Comment noted. 

49 Coker, C. 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Please use ‘D’ – the outermost 
suggestion. If you put the loop too close in, 
another loop will soon be necessary.” 

Comment noted. 
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50 

Conn, Robert and 
Jeanette 

Leyendecker (Written 
by Gary Saucier) 

8/4/2019 Email 

“They are glad that the recent select down, 
has removed the routes that were to have 
crossed Leyendecker Rd”, however, they 
“still do not see the reason for TxDOT’s 
choice of such a wide and modern road 
around Fredericksburg.”  

The capacity of the potential relief route is 
the same as the capacity of existing US 290 
– east and west of Fredericksburg. US 290 
(east and west) approaching Fredericksburg 
is a four-lane undivided roadway. The relief 
route, as currently envisioned, would consist 
of four main lanes for through traffic. Thus, 
the existing and proposed roadways provide 
the same through traffic capacity. Frontage 
roads would be optional and dependent 
upon input from the community, except 
where required to maintain existing access 
or prevent landlocking adjacent 
properties. In those areas where frontage 
roads are neither required nor desired, it 
may be possible to reduce the amount of 
right-of-way required.  It should be noted 
that, if the relief route is constructed in the 
future, it would be subject to design criteria 
and safety guidelines applicable to U.S. 
Highways.  In large part, those 
criteria/guidelines dictate the width of the 
roadway/right-of-way footprint. 

“Highways like US 87, TX 16 and current 
US 290 provide adequate service to the 
travelers of the Hill Country including the 
18 wheeler trucks. They do not understand 
why a divided highway, with limited access 
is needed to go around Fredericksburg.”  

See above response. 

Suggested that a “simpler 4 or 5 lane road 
design is sufficient and more in keeping 
with the Hill Country.” 

Comment noted 
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51 Connor, Robert 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Nice maps and displays. However, I didn’t 
see anything about the costs of the effect 
on our property taxes. Will TxDOT present 
these figures anytime soon?” 

Because the City and/or County would be 
responsible for right-of-way costs (and 
possibly some portion of the construction 
cost), it is anticipated that prior to 
construction local voters would decide 
whether to approve the sale of bonds.  At 
that time, an assessment of property-tax 
ramifications would be made.   It should be 
noted that future construction of the Relief 
Route is contingent upon many actions 
including the completion of environmental 
studies (which have not yet been initiated) 
as well as funding for those studies and 
other phases of the project development 
process.      

52 Cook, Carol 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Routes E, F, G and H are best options – 
less environmental disruption & less cost” Comment noted. 
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“Or use Friendship Lane & widen local 
streets & forgo the gigantic (400’) highway 
all together” 

Prior to initiation of the current 
Fredericksburg Relief Route Study, TxDOT, 
the City of Fredericksburg and Gillespie 
County agreed upon a set of design 
parameters to guide relief route planning 
efforts. Those parameters include planning 
for a higher speed, controlled access facility. 
The roadway would consist of four main 
lanes (two in each direction) with frontage 
roads, where needed, to maintain local 
access. Applying that vision to Friendship 
Lane would require total reconstruction of 
the roadway, construction of frontage roads, 
and the need to acquire a significant amount 
of additional ROW. In fact, the existing 100-
foot ROW could quadruple in width which 
would result in a large number of residential 
and commercial displacements. Although 
Friendship Lane is not considered a viable 
location for the Fredericksburg Relief Route, 
it is an important element of the local 
transportation system. Improvements to 
Friendship Lane may be undertaken in the 
future as part of the city’s transportation 
improvement plan. Future improvements to 
Friendship Lane would be separate and 
distinct from the Fredericksburg Relief 
Route. 

53 Cox, Quentin 8/5/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route.” Comment noted. 
Ranked routes, in order of preference, as: 
D (“favorite”), G, E, H and F (“least 
favorites”). 

Comment noted. 

54 Crawford, Don 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form “I think Route E is best.” Comment noted. 

55 Crenwelge, Harriet 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“I have riverfront property on the Purple 
Route. This is field and flood plain. This 
property has been in my family for over 
100 years.” 

 
Comment noted. 
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“There would be no way we could get to the 
other side of our property if the bypass 
goes thru this property.” 

The current Relief Route Study will include 
development of a preliminary design 
schematic.  The schematic development 
process will include an assessment of how 
the Relief Route most effectively interacts 
with the local roadway network as well as 
access to/from individual properties.  
Schematic development will be initiated 
once a preferred route option is identified.   

“The bypass needs to be closer to town so 
everyone will benefit.” Comment noted. 

56 Crenwelge, Kermit 8/5/2019 Letter 

“The proposed location of the by-pass 
basically divides my property in half and 
creates many problems which will make 
the property useless for further ag use and 
probably for any other use.” 

Comment noted. 

“Our family has owned parts of this land 
since the 1860s and the remainder since 
1937.” 

Comment noted. 

Noted that he has made numerous 
improvements to the property since 1970 
(house, barns, fences, pens, wells; planted 
trees). 

Comment noted. 

Noted that portions of the property is within 
a floodplain and/or subject to flooding. 

If constructed, the Relief Route would 
comply with applicable floodplain 
regulations. 

“The division and loss of land will leave 
insufficient land to run livestock in 
sufficient numbers.” 

Comment noted. 

“The closing of Hollmig Lane leaves me 
landlocked.” 

The current Relief Route Study will include 
development of a preliminary design 
schematic.  The schematic development 
process will include an assessment of how 
the Relief Route most effectively interacts 
with the local roadway network as well as 
access to/from individual properties.  
Schematic development will be initiated 
once a preferred route option is identified.   
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“the by-pass will go through a floodplain” 

If constructed, the Relief Route would 
comply with applicable floodplain 
regulations. 
 

“This by-pass and access road would make 
significant land useless as there is no easy 
access to the floodplain area. Also, can’t 
run livestock as you can’t fence the area 
cost effectively so no effective control of 
the animals.” 

Comment noted. 

“This road would create much river 
pollution.” 

If the current study leads to identification of 
a preferred route option, TxDOT will work 
with the city and county to decide when and 
if the project would advance to future 
phases of project development.  Future 
phases would include opportunities to 
further refine and adjust the route, detailed 
environmental studies to assess potential 
environmental consequences (including 
potential impacts to rivers, creeks, and water 
quality), and identification of actions to 
avoid, minimize and mitigate environmental 
impacts. 

“This access road also has no apparent 
fencing and as it runs over various 
properties any livestock in the area would 
mean comingling of various owners 
animals.” 

Fencing would be allowed along the right-of-
way line. 

“The by-pass would go through my most 
productive land and would eliminate the 
areas where we grow oats for winter 
grazing for my sheep.” 

Comment noted. 

“There is no possibility of running sheep on 
the north side as no sheep grazing 
available. Also, no shed or pens to secure 
them from foxes, coyotes or weather.” 

Comment noted. 
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“If you kept any animals in by-pass area, 
you have to haul them by trailer 8 or more 
miles instead of walking them…” 

The current Relief Route Study will include 
development of a preliminary design 
schematic.  The schematic development 
process will include an assessment of how 
the Relief Route most effectively interacts 
with the local roadway network as well as 
access to/from individual properties.  
Schematic development will be initiated 
once a preferred route option is identified.   

“Once construction starts and until 
completed and fences installed which 
takes years there is no way to run or 
control animals in this area.” 

Fencing would be allowed along the right-of-
way line. 

“The construction will …cause erosion and 
pollution in the field and even affect water 
wells.” 

Should the potential Relief Route advance to 
construction, a construction-phase Storm 
Water Pollution Prevention Plan would be 
developed and implemented.  The plan 
would incorporate the use of temporary 
erosion and sediment control best 
management practices to ensure that 
construction-phase water quality impacts are 
minimized. 

“The division of the field land (tillage areas) 
basically inadequate to grow crops or to 
lease the land out.” 

Comment noted. 

Indicated that he would have to haul hays 
“8 or more miles” from one side of property 
to the other and stated, “I have no hauling 
equipment for the hay.” 

The current Relief Route Study will include 
development of a preliminary design 
schematic.  The schematic development 
process will include an assessment of how 
the Relief Route most effectively interacts 
with the local roadway network as well as 
access to/from individual properties.  
Schematic development will be initiated 
once a preferred route option is identified.   

“Most of my farming equipment is old and 
not subject to moving 8 or 9 miles. Can’t 
justify of buying other.” 

Comment noted. 
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“The proposed by-pass would be within 
100 yards of my residence. This means 
receiving unacceptable amount of noise 
and pollution.” 

If the current study leads to identification of 
a preferred route option, TxDOT will work 
with the city and county to decide when and 
if the project would advance to future 
phases of project development.  Future 
phases would include opportunities to 
further refine and adjust the route, detailed 
environmental studies to assess potential 
environmental consequences (including 
noise impacts), and identification of actions 
to avoid, minimize and mitigate 
environmental impacts. 

“The pens and barns would also have 
closeness problems…” Comment noted. 

“The by-pass would have a bad effect on 
deer and turkey. I would also prevent me 
from leasing this property for hunting.” 

Comment noted. 

Expressed concern about the possible 
closure of Hollmig Lane. Stated, “would 
require me to go 3 or more miles to get my 
daily paper” and “adds at least 6 more 
miles to town.” 

The current Relief Route Study will include 
development of a preliminary design 
schematic.  The schematic development 
process will include an assessment of how 
the Relief Route most effectively interacts 
with the local roadway network as well as 
access to/from individual properties.  
Schematic development will be initiated 
once a preferred route option is identified.   

“We still find arrow heads and rocks from 
which they were made. Indians camps may 
have existed in the immediate area.” 

Although an archeological survey is outside 
the scope of the current feasibility, a survey 
would be completed, and the results 
coordinated with the Texas Historical 
Commission during future phases of project 
development (assuming the project 
advances beyond the current study). 

“With all these unwanted things the land 
value would be greatly reduced as well as 
my livelihood.” 

Comment noted. 
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57 Crenwelge, Roy 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“D route would be best. Other routes are 
too close to town – would take away the 
heritage of town. An interstate highway 
between town and fairgrounds is 
disruptive. Also the southwest of town is 
where the growth is heading, i.e. 
businesses and residential.” 

 Comment noted. 

58 Cullison, Judith 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“My place ranch is an historic ranch. It has 
been in the family for over 150 years… It is 
in the Historic Ranch book of Texas.” 

A comprehensive historic resources survey 
would normally be conducted as part of the 
[future] environmental study should the 
relief route advance beyond the current 
study phase; however, because of the 
number of potentially-historic properties in 
the study area and the level of public 
interest in those properties, TxDOT has 
decided to conduct an historic resources 
survey in conjunction with the current Relief 
Route Study.  The historic resources survey 
will focus on the five remaining Primary 
Route Options.   
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59 Curtain, Cheryl 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“I agree F’burg needs a relief route. I do 
not agree on the design of your relief route. 
What I disagree on is the width. Why is 
there a need for a center median when 
there is none before or after F’burg? Why 
does it need to accommodate 70 mph 
when the speed limit is less before and 
after F’burg?” 

The capacity of the potential relief route is 
the same as the capacity of existing US 290 
– east and west of Fredericksburg. US 290 
(east and west) approaching Fredericksburg 
is a four-lane undivided roadway. The relief 
route, as currently envisioned, would consist 
of four main lanes for through traffic. Thus, 
the existing and proposed roadways provide 
the same through traffic capacity. The center 
median is a safety feature intended to 
minimize the potential for and severity of 
crashes involving vehicles traveling in 
opposite directions. Frontage roads would be 
optional and dependent upon input from the 
community, except where required to 
maintain existing access or prevent 
landlocking adjacent properties. In those 
areas where frontage roads are neither 
required nor desired, it may be possible to 
reduce the amount of right-of-way required.   
 
For planning and design purposes a 70 MPH 
design speed is assumed; however, design 
speed and actual speed are not necessarily 
them same.  As outlined in the Texas 
Administrative Code, during the design 
phase, an “interim speed limit” would be 
established based on traffic and engineering 
investigations.  The interim speed limit would 
be in effect until such time as the facility is 
open and traffic on the facility stabilizes.  
Once traffic is stabilized, a speed survey will 
be performed to establish the maximum 
speed limit in accordance with the provisions 
of State law.   
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“Your study saying there are 1600 trucks 
per day may be true but saying this bypass 
will eliminate 6500 cars per day does not 
add up. F’burg is a destination town. How 
many of those 6500 cars actually stop in 
F’brg? We get approx. 1.2 million visitors 
per year. My guess is many of those 6500 
cars are actually stopping in F’burg. I 
believe your numbers are deceiving.” 

Comment noted.  The next step in the study 
process will include an operational analysis 
of the five remaining route options.  The 
results of the operational analysis will be 
used to compare and contrast the 
effectiveness of the options when identifying 
a preferred route option.   

“I do not support your current magnitude of 
this route.” 

The capacity of the potential relief route is 
the same as the capacity of existing US 290 
– east and west of Fredericksburg. US 290 
(east and west) approaching Fredericksburg 
is a four-lane undivided roadway. The relief 
route, as currently envisioned, would consist 
of four main lanes for through traffic. Thus, 
the existing and proposed roadways provide 
the same through traffic capacity. Frontage 
roads would be optional and dependent 
upon input from the community, except 
where required to maintain existing access 
or prevent landlocking adjacent 
properties. In those areas where frontage 
roads are neither required nor desired, it 
may be possible to reduce the amount of 
right-of-way required.   
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60 Curtain, Robert F. 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“The planned relief route is too wide. Hwy 
290 is not 70 MPH east or west of 
Fredericksburg. The route should be 
reduced to 60 mph and the median should 
be eliminated.” 

For planning and design purposes a 70 MPH 
design speed is assumed; however, design 
speed and actual speed are not necessarily 
them same.  As outlined in the Texas 
Administrative Code, during the design 
phase, an “interim speed limit” would be 
established based on traffic and engineering 
investigations.  The interim speed limit would 
be in effect until such time as the facility is 
open and traffic on the facility stabilizes.  
Once traffic is stabilized, a speed survey will 
be performed to establish the maximum 
speed limit in accordance with the provisions 
of State law.   
 

“The planned route is excessive and would 
far exceed the needs of our community. 
Don’t forget you would be taking land from 
Texas citizens and that some historic 
properties would be destroyed.” 

Comment noted. 

61 Dance, Maryneil 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“I believe we need to cut back on this big 
idea. Raise the speed limit to 60 on 
Friendship – build overpasses at the 
highways. No access roads. Extend 4 lanes 
to 8?” 

Comment noted. 

“I just can’t see where the money will come 
from if we go wide.” Comment noted. 

“Many ranches will be ruined.” Comment noted. 

“We don’t need a large IH10 – 290 isn’t 
even that! (and 87)” 

If the relief route is constructed in the future, 
it would be subject to design criteria and 
safety guidelines applicable to U.S. 
Highways.  An Interstate Highway is not 
proposed.   
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62 Dance, Maryneil 7/31/2019 Email 

“I just want to impress my feelings that we 
don’t need a major highway like IH10. 
None of the other highways coming into our 
city are that large.” 

The capacity of the potential relief route is 
the same as the capacity of existing US 290 
– east and west of Fredericksburg. US 290 
(east and west) approaching Fredericksburg 
is a four-lane undivided roadway. The relief 
route, as currently envisioned, would consist 
of four main lanes for through traffic. Thus, 
the existing and proposed roadways provide 
the same through traffic capacity. Frontage 
roads would be optional and dependent 
upon input from the community, except 
where required to maintain existing access 
or prevent landlocking adjacent 
properties. In those areas where frontage 
roads are neither required nor desired, it 
may be possible to reduce the amount of 
right-of-way required.   

“We need a 4 lane highway with shortest 
time to go around our downtown or the 
trucks will choose to go through the town 
still. It is my understanding they have a 
choice. Really??? That just doesn’t sound 
right. Surely the town can determine that.” 

US 290 (Main Street) through Fredericksburg 
is part of the State Highway System.  As 
such, it falls under TxDOT’s jurisdiction to 
maintain and operate.  TxDOT does not have 
the legal authority to prohibit the use of any 
highway by any class of vehicles (such as 
trucks) provided the vehicle complies with 
weight and size limits and other provisions 
established by law. 

63 Daniels, Courtney 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
“I do not believe enough evidence has 
been shown that proves a relief route will 
alleviate traffic on Main Street. Until 
evidence is shared with the public that 
proves such a route will relieve traffic, I 
vote NO ROUTE!”  

The next step in the study process will 
include an operational analysis of the five 
remaining route options.  The results of the 
operational analysis will be used to compare 
and contrast the effectiveness of the options 
when identifying a preferred route option.   

Ranked routes, in order of preference, as: 
D (“favorite”), E, F, G and H (“least 
favorite”) 

Comment noted. 
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64 Daniels, Courtney 8/1/2019 Email 

There is a large hispanic community across 
Highway 290 from our property. We are a 
bit concerned they may be unaware of the 
two potential relief routes that run directly 
through the property. From what I know, 
most of them do not speak English. It may 
be beneficial to contact them to make 
them aware of the situation as they should 
also be able to voice their 
concerns/opinions just like everyone else. I 
also noticed routes G and H have the 
highest percentage areas of environmental 
justice. Bilingual meetings/information 
may be needed in order to reach these 
citizens. 

Thank you for bringing this community to our 
attention.  Bi-lingual outreach, specifically 
focusing on this neighborhood, will be 
undertaken prior to future relief route 
meetings.  This outreach will include 
distribution of meeting notices in English and 
Spanish, and providing Spanish translators 
upon request. 

65 Daniels, John 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
Ranked routes, in order of preference, as: 
D (“favorite”), E, F, G and H (“least 
favorite”) 

Comment noted. 

66 Davis, Lee 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form “D” Comment noted. 

67 Del Benedict, Carson 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form “Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 

68 Delgado, Maria 8/6/2019 Comment 
Form “Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 

69 Delgado, Victor 8/6/2019 Comment 
Form “Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 

70 Dolgener, Mitzie 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“We have 23 trailers and 23 families. All 
residents work in FBG except 3 trailers 
have retired people. These residents serve 
FBG as waiters, waitresses, servers, house 
keepers, hotel housekeepers, painters, 
carpenters, nursing homes. I provide 
affordable housing.” 

Comment noted. 

71 Drynan, Sr., Ronald 
D. 8/6/2019 Email 

“I am opposed to routes F and H for 
several reasons.” Comment noted. 

Stated, Routes F and H “will dramatically 
affect land values in the forthcoming 
Frieden Lakes project and in the Heritage 
Hill County housing area…”  

Comment noted. 
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Stated, Routes F and H “will cause more 
congestion and danger to the businesses 
located in the Industrial Park area if not 
causing them to close.” 

Comment noted. 

Stated, Routes F and H “will take years of 
planning, route access (eminent domain 
rules) before construction starts during 
which time the city will undoubtably expand 
beyond its current borders” 

Comment noted. 

“By the time of completion F and H will not 
help that much as traffic along east 290 
has become more congested during the 
past few years and will probably become 
more so in the future due to the popularity 
of the town of Fredericksburg and the 
opening of more businesses… If anything 
perhaps the route should be moved further 
East.” 

 
 
Comment noted. 

72 Durst, Brenda 8/5/2019 Comment 
Form “None are acceptable” Comment noted. 

73 Durst, David 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“I think the cost of the route will hurt 
county more than help the City 
Fredericksburg.” 

Comment noted. 

74 Durst, Donna E. and 
Robert A.  7/23/2019 Comment 

Form 

“Very glad that you condensed the routes 
and moved it closer to town. It makes 
sense to get closer to town because it was 
almost at Harper and then you could just 
as well gone on IH10.” 

Comment noted. 

75 Durst, Janice 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
Ranked all five routes as “least favorite” Comment noted. 

76 Eckhardt, Dianne 8/6/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route”  Comment noted. 

Ranked routes, in order of preference, as: 
D; G and E (tied); and F and H (tied as 
“least favorites”) 

Comment noted. 

77 Eckhardt, Marcella 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form “Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 

78 Egli, Angela 7/23/2019 “Do not build the relief route”  Comment noted. 
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Comment 
Form 

Ranked routes, in order of preference, as: 
D (“favorite”), E, F, G and H (“least 
favorite”) 

Comment noted. 

79 Egli, Matthew 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
Ranked routes, in order of preference, as: 
D (“favorite”), E, F, G and H (“least 
favorite”) 

Comment noted. 

80 Ernst, Kermit 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Use existing ROWs??” Comment noted. 
“Expect truck traffic to manage itself and 
pursue more rerouting around 
Fredericksburg??” 

Comment noted. 

81 Ervin, Alma 8/7/2019 Comment 
Form “Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 

82 Ervin, Thomas 8/7/2019 Comment 
Form “Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 

83 Farley, Jerry 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form “I vote for E (grey).” Comment noted. 

84 Fiedler, Elroy 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“My 1st pick would be H.” Comment noted. 
“If there are frontage roads there would be 
better access for local people and business 
development.” 

Comment noted. 

85 Fileccia, Annmarie 
and Frank 8/5/2019 Email 

Stated: “I am hugely against all of the 
proposed routes. Every single one of them 
impacts families, businesses and quality of 
life in FBG.”  Specifically noted that “routes 
F and H go through the Donald Eckhardt 
Orchard” which has been in operation “for 
over 85 years” 

 
Comment noted. 
 

Stated, “Route D extends outside the city 
limits-which boggles my mind” and 
questioned whether drivers would use this 
“much longer route.” Stated that it would 
“cut through private land” and create 
extensive amounts of noise, air and light 
pollution.” 

Comment noted. 



Fredericksburg Relief Route Study 
Open House #1 
July 23, 2019  

 
Comment 
Number Commenter Name Date Source Comment  Response 

“Please reconsider this entire idea and if 
you must, proposed a plan that doesn’t 
turn FBG roadways into an I-10 like 
thoroughfares.” 

Comment noted. 

86 Fishel, Diana 8/4/2019 Email 

“Please never consider routes F&H. I live in 
Heritage Hills and these routes are totally 
unacceptable.”  

Comment noted. 

“You might as well use Friendship Lane at 
no extra cost.” 

Prior to initiation of the current 
Fredericksburg Relief Route Study, TxDOT, 
the City of Fredericksburg and Gillespie 
County agreed upon a set of design 
parameters to guide relief route planning 
efforts. Those parameters include planning 
for a higher speed, controlled access facility. 
The roadway would consist of four main 
lanes (two in each direction) with frontage 
roads, where needed, to maintain local 
access. Applying that vision to Friendship 
Lane would require total reconstruction of 
the roadway, construction of frontage roads, 
and the need to acquire a significant amount 
of additional ROW. In fact, the existing 100-
foot ROW could quadruple in width which 
would result in a large number of residential 
and commercial displacements. Although 
Friendship Lane is not considered a viable 
location for the Fredericksburg Relief Route, 
it is an important element of the local 
transportation system. Improvements to 
Friendship Lane may be undertaken in the 
future as part of the city’s transportation 
improvement plan. Future improvements to 
Friendship Lane would be separate and 
distinct from the Fredericksburg Relief 
Route. 

“I suggest you first connect S 87 to N87 
through #16 via Tivy Dale Rd. Cast my vote 
for this plan.” 

Comment noted. 
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87 Fluitt, Nelson 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

Stated, “A bypass will have little effect on 
traffic. The problem is not trucks like some 
say. It is all of the tourists parking in the 
middle of Main Street waiting for a parking 
spot. I never get slowed down by trucks.” 
Suggested construction of parking garages 
and implementation of other strategies to 
improve downtown parking. 

Improvements to Main Street are beyond the 
scope of the Fredericksburg Relief Route 
Study; however, should the relief route be 
built in the future, at that time, it is 
anticipated that US 290 through 
Fredericksburg (Main Street) would be 
removed from the State Highway System and 
ownership transferred to the City of 
Fredericksburg.  With Main Street then under 
the jurisdiction of the City, 
improvements/concepts such as those 
suggested could potentially be implemented 
as a City-sponsored project. 

88 Fowler, Amanda 8/6/2019 Comment 
Form “Do not build the relief route.” Comment noted. 

89 Fowler, Dustin 8/6/2019 Comment 
Form “Do not build the relief route.” Comment noted. 

90 Fritz, Glenda 
Anderegg Summers 8/4/2019 Email 

Identified herself as the owner of an 
historic property that would be potentially 
impacted by the relief route. Expressed 
concern about her property as well as other 
historic properties. Stated, “please 
encourage and recommend that the city 
find alternative routes rather than those 
listed on the current maps.” 

Comment noted. 

91 Fritz, Glenda 8/5/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route.” Comment noted. 

“Please seriously consider City of 
Fredericksburg’s alternatives to this plan. 
These routes, except for Option G (pink) 
would destroy several pertinent landmarks, 
historical residences, and natural cedar 
habitats for wildlife. Option G (pink) would 
be closer to FBG and probably not as costly 
either.” 

Comment noted. 

92 Fritz, Kevin 8/7/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route.” Comment noted. 

Ranked routes, as: D, G, F, and E as all 
“least favorites” Comment noted. 
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“Too expensive, too invasive into personal 
property” Comment noted. 

93 Fritz, Susan 8/7/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route.” Comment noted. 
Ranked routes, as: D, G, F, and E as all 
“least favorites” Comment noted. 

“This route will not alleviate as much truck 
traffic as you think. There will still be plenty 
of trucks coming to town for deliveries as 
well as trucks from 16N.” 

Comment noted.  The next step in the study 
process will include an operational analysis 
of the five remaining route options.  The 
results of the operational analysis will be 
used to compare and contrast the 
effectiveness of the options when identifying 
a preferred route option.   

“Also there is too much encroachment on 
public lands.” Comment noted. 

“It will cause hardship to everyone --- loss 
of homes, businesses, family heritage as 
well as increased taxes for all.” 

Comment noted. 

“I was told TxDOT may start the project 
then force us to pass the bond. This is not 
right – call for a vote now!” 

At the conclusion of the Relief Route Study, 
local officials and the Gillespie County Relief 
Route Task Force, in consultation with 
TxDOT, will decide whether there is sufficient 
local support and justification to advance the 
relief route concept further.  TxDOT will not 
make this important decision alone and will 
not proceed without the support of local 
partners.   

94 Fritz, Verna 8/5/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Build the relief route” Comment noted. 
“Route E appears to be the best option… I 
am of course concerned with homes that 
may be affected.” 

Comment noted. 
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“Citizens are accustomed to the 60 mph 
speed limit (Fbg to Stonewall) and I think 
this should be the limit on the new route.” 

For planning and design purposes a 70 MPH 
design speed is assumed; however, design 
speed and actual speed are not necessarily 
them same.  As outlined in the Texas 
Administrative Code, during the design 
phase, an “interim speed limit” would be 
established based on traffic and engineering 
investigations.  The interim speed limit would 
be in effect until such time as the facility is 
open and traffic on the facility stabilizes.  
Once traffic is stabilized, a speed survey will 
be performed to establish the maximum 
speed limit in accordance with the provisions 
of State law.   

“Hopefully it can be built with a more 
narrow footprint – possibly one frontage 
road with 2 way traffic” 

The capacity of the potential relief route is 
the same as the capacity of existing US 290 
– east and west of Fredericksburg. US 290 
(east and west) approaching Fredericksburg 
is a four-lane undivided roadway. The relief 
route, as currently envisioned, would consist 
of four main lanes for through traffic. Thus, 
the existing and proposed roadways provide 
the same through traffic capacity. Frontage 
roads would be optional and dependent 
upon input from the community, except 
where required to maintain existing access 
or prevent landlocking adjacent 
properties. In those areas where frontage 
roads are neither required nor desired, it 
may be possible to reduce the amount of 
right-of-way required.   

“Thank you for working so hard to hear 
everyone’s comments. I know you can 
certainly not please everyone.” 

Comment noted. 

Ranked routes, in order of preference, as: 
E (“favorite”), G, F, H and D (“least 
favorite”) 

Comment noted. 



Fredericksburg Relief Route Study 
Open House #1 
July 23, 2019  

 
Comment 
Number Commenter Name Date Source Comment  Response 

95 Garza, Paul 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Evaluation Matrix was not weighted; giving 
equal value to each criteria. This is 
deceptive in TxDOT’s evaluation.” “Most 
important criteria is Residential (Family) 
and Business Displacement. Displacing 
families and businesses should drive the 
direction of the route.” “TxDOT appears to 
want to impact as many people a possible 
when knowing these two criteria are mot 
important to the citizens of Gillespie 
County.” 

Because weighting can be very subjective (as 
it is often reflective of personal preferences 
and priorities), the various criteria used to 
evaluate the Primary Route Options were not 
weighted.  Instead raw data was calculated 
and options were ranked from best to worst 
based on the potential for impacts.   

“Route G and H at Hwy 290 would displace 
low income minority housing. Low incoming 
housing is one of the major problems in 
Fredericksburg. TxDOT does not seem to 
be concerned with this.” 

The U.S. Census Bureau database provides 
information about the location of low income 
and minority populations (collectively 
referred to as Environmental Justice 
populations).  Census data was considered 
during the evaluation process.  
 
If the current study leads to identification of 
a preferred route option, TxDOT will work 
with the city and county to decide when and 
if the project would advance to future 
phases of project development.  Future 
phases would detailed environmental 
studies and a more thorough assessment of 
potential impacts to Environmental Justice 
populations.    

“Other options should be explored such as 
Friendship and Live Oak.” Comment noted. 

“Of the routes left as options D & E have 
the least impact on Residential (Family) 
and Business Displacements. However 
surely the route could be alternated to 
reduce the number of displacements.”  

Assuming the Relief Route advances beyond 
the current study, the preferred route option 
(identified through the current study) would 
become the starting point for future phases 
of project development.  As the project 
advances, efforts would be made to refine 
the route and further reduce impacts and 
displacements.   

Ranked routes, in order of preference, as: 
D (“favorite”), E, F, H and G (“least 
favorite”) 

Comment noted. 
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96 Gentm, Anita 8/6/2019 Comment 
Form “Do not build the relief route.” Comment noted. 

97 Gerson, Skip 8/6/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
Ranked routes, in order of preference, as: 
D (“favorite”), G, E (tied), and F and H as 
“least favorites” 

Comment noted. 

98 Ghiselly, GR 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“I believe the highest priority to be 
considered is safety. Safety of citizens 
should be the first priority of a community. 
Main Street is hazardous, particularly 
considering children, older people & 
visitors who may be unfamiliar with Fburg.” 

Comment noted. 

99 Glenn, Rodger 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“The best routes are G & H. They keep 
people closer to town so that they will stay 
& visit, not just go around.” 

Comment noted. 

100 Grobe, Calvin 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form “Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 

101 Grobe, Sam 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 

“There was a petition 35-40 years ago & I 
signed it then as (NO)!  We do not need a 
relief route.  It didn’t pass then & it won’t 
pass now.” 

Comment noted. 

“The only people who want this is the 
people to whom this does not affect…”  

Comment noted. 
 

“An alternative would be to put in parallel 
parking on Main Street. That would make 
Main Street wider for this traffic 
congestion.  Takes away Main St. parking 
but helps with traffic. There is ample 
parking on side streets & back streets.” 

Improvements to Main Street are beyond the 
scope of the Fredericksburg Relief Route 
Study; however, should the relief route be 
built in the future, at that time, it is 
anticipated that US 290 through 
Fredericksburg (Main Street) would be 
removed from the State Highway System and 
ownership transferred to the City of 
Fredericksburg.  With Main Street then under 
the jurisdiction of the City, 
improvements/concepts such as those 
suggested could potentially be implemented 
as a City-sponsored project. 
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102 Groom, Brooke 8/6/2019 Email  

“I do not believe this is an effective or 
helpful alternative to the growing concerns 
regarding local issues of oversized vehicles 
on Main Street.” 

Comment noted. 

“This plan would negatively impact many 
families, ranchers, and business owners, 
posting a threat to their livelihood as well 
as the history and land legacy of most of 
these locals.” 

Comment noted. 

“It deserves the due diligence of a public 
vote with complete transparency in regards 
to funding and full disclosure as to who is 
deciding and influencing these plans that 
may have severe impact o the wallets and 
homes of lifetime residents.” 

Comment noted. 

103 Groom, Brooke 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“No to all 5 routes” Comment noted. 

“All 5 routes will have negative impact on 
historic homes, legacy farm lands, & 
pioneer cemeteries.” 

A comprehensive historic resources survey 
would normally be conducted as part of the 
[future] environmental study should the 
relief route advance beyond the current 
study phase; however, because of the 
number of potentially-historic properties in 
the study area and the level of public 
interest in those properties, TxDOT has 
decided to conduct an historic resources 
survey in conjunction with the current Relief 
Route Study.  The historic resources survey 
will focus on the five remaining Primary 
Route Options.   
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“The general public and county residents 
deserve the right to vote on public 
expenditures that increase taxes.” 

Because the City and/or County would be 
responsible for right-of-way costs (and 
possibly some portion of the construction 
cost), it is anticipated that prior to 
construction local voters would decide 
whether to approve the sale of bonds.  At 
that time, an assessment of property-tax 
ramifications would be made.   It should be 
noted that future construction of the Relief 
Route is contingent upon many actions 
including the completion of environmental 
studies (which have not yet been initiated) 
as well as funding for those studies and 
other phases of the project development 
process.      

“This will cause environmental damage to 
Baron’s Creek & Live Oak Creek affecting 
all water shed drainage in a damaging way, 
destroying wildlife habitat & farm/ranch 
land vegetation.” 

If the current study leads to identification of 
a preferred route option, TxDOT will work 
with the city and county to decide when and 
if the project would advance to future 
phases of project development.  Future 
phases would include opportunities to 
further refine and adjust the route, detailed 
environmental studies to assess potential 
environmental consequences (including 
potential impacts to rivers, creeks, and water 
quality; wildlife; farmland; and vegetation), 
and identification of actions to avoid, 
minimize and mitigate environmental 
impacts. 

“An interstate system is too large for any of 
the routes going that close to town.” 

If the relief route is constructed in the future, 
it would be subject to design criteria and 
safety guidelines applicable to U.S. 
Highways.  An Interstate Highway is not 
proposed.   

“It will limit & reduce economic growth 
because of the limited access on the route. 
It will greatly reduce new development 
opportunities & harm existing ones.” 

Comment noted. 

104 Grosenbacher, Irene 8/5/2019 Comment 
Form “No to all 5 routes (D, E, F, G, H)” Comment noted. 
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105 Gurrola, Celia 8/7/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
Ranked all routes as “least favorite” Comment noted. 
“I do not believe that Gillespie County has 
any need of the roadways TxDOT is 
proposing. We are not Dallas, Houston, San 
Antonio or Austin. We are a small 
community that depends heavily on tourist 
trade to stay in existence. Routing traffic 
off of Main Street will kill that source of 
income. We are not a Metropolis. 
Fredericksburg and Gillespie County have 
no need of any of the roadways TxDOT is 
planning.” 

Comment noted. 

“Increased taxes alone will burden 
taxpayers beyond their means. Our income 
base is way below average in 
Fredericksburg and the County.” 

Comment noted. 

“Therefore, I say no to Routes D, E, F, G 
and H.” Comment noted. 

106 Gurrola, Valente 8/7/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
Ranked all routes as “least favorite” Comment noted. 
“Fredericksburg does not need this Relief 
Route.”  Comment noted. 

“Our Main Street businesses will die a slow 
death without the tourist trade. “ Comment noted. 

“All of the routes will destroy numerous 
people’s homes, land and/or businesses.”  Comment noted. 

“The City of Fredericksburg needs to use 
roads that already exist to move Main 
Street traffic.” 

Comment noted. 

107 Halford, Darren 8/7/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
Ranked D, G, F and E as “least favorite” Comment noted. 
“Undo and unneeded tax burden on 
citizens of Fbg.” Comment noted. 

“No information has been given in regards 
to how much (if any) relief could be gained 
with a loop route.” 

The next step in the study process will 
include an operational analysis of the five 
remaining route options.  The results of the 
operational analysis will be used to compare 
and contrast the effectiveness of the options 
when identifying a preferred route option.   
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“Do not need more pavement in the Hill 
Country.” Comment noted. 

“Do not need to mess up privately owned 
land that has been in families for 
generations.” 

Comment noted. 

108 Hall, Kristin 8/5/2019 Comment 
Form “Relief Routes not acceptable.” Comment noted. 

109 Halloway, Janie 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“leave it like it is with trucks on Main – it 
keeps Fbg a small town” Comment noted. 

“Do the Friendship continuation & connect 
north of town.” 

Prior to initiation of the current 
Fredericksburg Relief Route Study, TxDOT, 
the City of Fredericksburg and Gillespie 
County agreed upon a set of design 
parameters to guide relief route planning 
efforts. Those parameters include planning 
for a higher speed, controlled access facility. 
The roadway would consist of four main 
lanes (two in each direction) with frontage 
roads, where needed, to maintain local 
access. Applying that vision to Friendship 
Lane would require total reconstruction of 
the roadway, construction of frontage roads, 
and the need to acquire a significant amount 
of additional ROW. In fact, the existing 100-
foot ROW could quadruple in width which 
would result in a large number of residential 
and commercial displacements. Although 
Friendship Lane is not considered a viable 
location for the Fredericksburg Relief Route, 
it is an important element of the local 
transportation system. Improvements to 
Friendship Lane may be undertaken in the 
future as part of the city’s transportation 
improvement plan. Future improvements to 
Friendship Lane would be separate and 
distinct from the Fredericksburg Relief 
Route. 

“I’d rather spend my tax $ doing Friendship 
north – the way we want” Comment noted. 
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“instead of maintaining 290 through town 
b/c Austin put a Mopac through the county 
to relieve San Antonio traffic etc” 

Comment noted. 

“Just call it a ‘truck route” – Friendship 
north” Comment noted. 

110 Hargrove, Christy 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Route ‘D’ is the worst choice. It is too 
expensive, and it harms the environment.” Comment noted. 

“An option closer to town should be 
selected, such as option F. Option F makes 
the most sense.” 

Comment noted. 

111 Hartmann, Dewayne 8/5/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
Ranked routes, in order of preference, as: 
D (“favorite”) and E, F, G and H all as “least 
favorite” 

Comment noted. 

112 Hartmann, James 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Excellent Hand-outs! Thanks” Comment noted. 
“Access by local residence is almost as 
important as getting trucks off of Main 
Street, therefore the route should be as 
close to town as possible.” 

Comment noted. 

“Cost to tax payers? When will the city and 
county determine how to pay for 
easements – bonds, etc?” 

Because the City and/or County would be 
responsible for right-of-way costs (and 
possibly some portion of the construction 
cost), it is anticipated that prior to 
construction local voters would decide 
whether to approve the sale of bonds.  At 
that time, an assessment of property-tax 
ramifications would be made.   It should be 
noted that future construction of the Relief 
Route is contingent upon many actions 
including the completion of environmental 
studies (which have not yet been initiated) 
as well as funding for those studies and 
other phases of the project development 
process.      
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“I favor a reduction in the size of the 
easement and/or size of the road. Try to 
use center turn lanes instead of divided 
hwy.” 

The capacity of the potential relief route is 
the same as the capacity of existing US 290 
– east and west of Fredericksburg. US 290 
(east and west) approaching Fredericksburg 
is a four-lane undivided roadway. The relief 
route, as currently envisioned, would consist 
of four main lanes for through traffic. Thus, 
the existing and proposed roadways provide 
the same through traffic capacity. Frontage 
roads would be optional and dependent 
upon input from the community, except 
where required to maintain existing access 
or prevent landlocking adjacent 
properties. In those areas where frontage 
roads are neither required nor desired, it 
may be possible to reduce the amount of 
right-of-way required.   
 
It should be noted that, if the relief route is 
constructed in the future, it would be subject 
to design criteria and safety guidelines 
applicable to U.S. Highways.  In large part, 
those criteria/guidelines dictate the width of 
the roadway/right-of-way footprint.  The wide 
center median is consistent with U.S. 
Highway standards.  It is a safety feature 
intended to minimize the potential for and 
severity of accidents involving traffic 
traveling in opposite directions. 

“Has the environmental impact study been 
completed? If so, is there public info?” 

An environmental impact study has not been 
conducted.  If the current study leads to 
identification of a preferred route option, 
TxDOT will work with the city and county to 
decide when and if the project would 
advance to future phases of project 
development.  Future phases would include 
the required environmental studies to assess 
potential environmental consequences of 
the Relief Route. 

113 Hartmann, Jeanette 7/23/2019 “Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
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Comment 
Form 

Ranked routes, in order of preference, as: 
D (“favorite”) and E, F, G and H all as “least 
favorite” 

Comment noted. 

114 Hartmann, Jeanette 8/7/2019 Email 

“Two of the proposed routes (E and F) pass 
directly over our Mother's home. Another 
two (G and H) are immediately adjacent to 
her home.” 

Comment noted. 

“We do not want to see a relief route at all 
and have not seen any proof that one is 
actually needed.” 

Comment noted. 

“In addition, we definitely feel that a 
highway would not be needed in the size 
proposed by TXDOT.” 

The capacity of the potential relief route is 
the same as the capacity of existing US 290 
– east and west of Fredericksburg. US 290 
(east and west) approaching Fredericksburg 
is a four-lane undivided roadway. The relief 
route, as currently envisioned, would consist 
of four main lanes for through traffic. Thus, 
the existing and proposed roadways provide 
the same through traffic capacity. Frontage 
roads would be optional and dependent 
upon input from the community, except 
where required to maintain existing access 
or prevent landlocking adjacent 
properties. In those areas where frontage 
roads are neither required nor desired, it 
may be possible to reduce the amount of 
right-of-way required.   

115 Hartmann, Laurie 8/5/2019 Letter 

Expressed concern about “the route 
labeled ‘FH’”. Stated the route is “too close 
to the city limits on 87 south. There are 
businesses that would be impacted 
negatively if this route is chosen.” 
Specifically noted the Fredericksburg 
Theatre and Cranky Franks as businesses 
that would impacted. 

Comment noted. 
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“A subdivision is being developed between 
87 South and 290 East. If route ‘FH’ is 
chosen, property will be taken away from 
this land development…” 

Comment noted. 

“TxDOT is proposing a 400 foot easement 
through the middle of my mother’s 
property… Why is TxDOT proposing to take 
such a wide strip of land for this route? The 
proposed relief route would be way to close 
to mom’s house, the road noise would be 
unbearable.” 

The capacity of the potential relief route is 
the same as the capacity of existing US 290 
– east and west of Fredericksburg. US 290 
(east and west) approaching Fredericksburg 
is a four-lane undivided roadway. The relief 
route, as currently envisioned, would consist 
of four main lanes for through traffic. Thus, 
the existing and proposed roadways provide 
the same through traffic capacity. Frontage 
roads would be optional and dependent 
upon input from the community, except 
where required to maintain existing access 
or prevent landlocking adjacent 
properties. In those areas where frontage 
roads are neither required nor desired, it 
may be possible to reduce the amount of 
right-of-way required.   

“There would be no access to mom’s 
remaining property. There would be no 
water to the second half, as it is currently 
piped down to where the cattle are located. 
The bottom half of mom’s property also 
contains a telephone tower, T-Mobile would 
not have access to maintain the tower with 
the land being divided.” 

The current Relief Route Study will include 
development of a preliminary design 
schematic.  The schematic development 
process will include an assessment of how 
the Relief Route most effectively interacts 
with the local roadway network as well as 
access to/from individual properties.  
Schematic development will be initiated 
once a preferred route option is identified.   
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“There are no other roads coming into 
Fredericksburg of the magnitude that 
TxDOT proposed to build. What constitutes 
the need for a road taking up that much 
land?” 

The capacity of the potential relief route is 
the same as the capacity of existing US 290 
– east and west of Fredericksburg. US 290 
(east and west) approaching Fredericksburg 
is a four-lane undivided roadway. The relief 
route, as currently envisioned, would consist 
of four main lanes for through traffic. Thus, 
the existing and proposed roadways provide 
the same through traffic capacity. Frontage 
roads would be optional and dependent 
upon input from the community, except 
where required to maintain existing access 
or prevent landlocking adjacent 
properties. In those areas where frontage 
roads are neither required nor desired, it 
may be possible to reduce the amount of 
right-of-way required.   

“On a personal prospective, this property is 
my homeplace, it’s where I grew up. If this 
relief route cuts through this small 19+ 
acre tract, it will totally destroy my 
childhood homeplace. Do not build the 
relief route.” 

Comment noted. 

116 Hernandez, Heriberto 
Jaimes 8/6/2019 Comment 

Form “Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 

117 Hicks, Sylvia 8/6/2019 Email 

“My preference is to not build the proposed 
relief route. This proposal has been 
defeated many times before. We are still 
not in favor of it.” 

Comment noted. 
 

“Residents and land owners of this quaint 
town do not want it to resemble the big city 
in any way. A relief route sounds good at 
first glance but when you begin to explore 
the details you find too many reasons why 
the problem should be solved at the city 
level.” 

Comment noted. 
 

“With some creativity and a lot less 
expense, the voters of Fredericksburg can 
solve this problem ourselves.” 

Comment noted. 
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118 Hildreth, Marsha 8/5/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
Ranked routes, in order of preference, as: 
H (“favorite”), F, G, E and D (“least 
favorite”) 

Comment noted. 

119 Hiner, Nancy 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Easel boards 5&6 stats ‘least impactful’ 
don’t match actual routes H & F. Heritage 
Hills has 185 residential homes. Your 
math/stats don’t add up. Plus additional 
homes to be build by Freiden and at corner 
of Friendship & 87. All will be affected. 

For purposes of the route evaluation, only 
those existing homes and businesses 
located (entirely or partially) within the 
anticipated right-of-way of a route option 
were counted as counted as potential 
displacements. As a separate criterion, the 
number of existing residences located with 
250 feet of a route were also counted 
(providing an indication of the number of 
homes that could potentially be impacted by 
noise and other conditions associated with 
being close to the roadway).   
 
At the request of the Gillespie County Relief 
Route Task Force, the evaluation of the five 
remaining route options will also consider 
impacts to planned development including  
the Frieden Subdivision and other 
developments mentioned by the commenter. 

“Why would the city wipe out commercial 
(Tates) businesses along Industrial Loop?” 

Assuming the Relief Route advances beyond 
the current study, the preferred route option 
(identified through the current study) would 
become the starting point for future phases 
of project development.  As the project 
advances, efforts would be made to refine 
the route and further reduce impacts and 
displacements.   

“And how will Good Samaritan Center be 
affected? See above comment.   

“Jail and law enforcement will be highly 
impacted.” Comment noted. 

“Loop should be addressed by City & 
County – not TxDOT. It does not need to be 
a high speed highway – just a ‘loop’” 

Comment noted. 
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“TxDOT wants entire loop around city. 
Going north of 290 E would wipe out Fort 
Martin Scott and Tx. Rangers Center – 
historical” 

Currently, there are no plans to construct a 
loop entirely around the City of 
Fredericksburg.  The Relief Route, if 
ultimately constructed, would extend from 
US 290 (east), passing south and west of 
Fredericksburg, crossing US 290 (west), and 
then terminating at US 87 (north).   

“Loop around city – not through it.” Comment noted. 

120 Hiner, Nancy 8/2/2019 Email 

“I am a Heritage Hill Country resident. My 
husband and I specifically moved to 
Fredericksburg from Houston to get away 
from traffic and multi-lane highways. We 
are now aware of the possibility of a relief 
route being placed not only directly 
adjacent to Heritage Hill Country, but with a 
great possibility of the exchange/relief 
route approach creating an impossible 
situation for a safe exit from not only our 
community, but the Texas Ranger Heritage 
Center and Fort Martin Scott.” 

Comment noted. 

“TxDOT statistics indicate a rather small 
number of homes being directly affected by 
this monster road. We have 185 homes in 
HHC. Frieden Developers are planning a 
master planned community of hundreds of 
homes. And the City just announced a 
community of 450 homes is planned at the 
intersection of Friendship Lane and 
Highway 87. My mathematical abilities add 
up to a lot of residents being horribly 
affected by this ‘relief’ route.” 

For purposes of the route evaluation, only 
those existing homes and businesses 
located (entirely or partially) within the 
anticipated right-of-way of a route option 
were counted as potential displacements. As 
a separate criterion, the number of existing 
residences located with 250 feet of a route 
were also counted (providing an indication of 
the number of homes that could potentially 
be impacted by noise and other conditions 
associated with being close to the roadway).   
 
At the request of the Gillespie County Relief 
Route Task Force, the evaluation of the five 
remaining route options will also consider 
impacts to planned development such as the 
Frieden Subdivision mentioned by the 
commenter. 
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“And I think our wonderful law enforcement 
officers will have difficulty having their 
headquarters (not to mention the county 
jail) adjacent to a high speed highway.” 

Comment noted. 

“It was my impression that a relief route 
‘around a community’ meant just that – 
around – not through.” 

Comment noted. 

“It makes no sense to begin this high 
speed, 6 lane highway with your City limits. 
And it is really confusing that a small town 
would wipe out its industrial loop…” 

Comment noted. 

“Some ranch owners claim historical 
property. I understand their plight. 
However, Fort Martin Scott is certainly an 
historical landmark and it most certainly 
will be impacted with the entry to a totally 
unnecessary relief route of this 
magnitude.” 

A comprehensive historic resources survey 
would normally be conducted as part of the 
[future] environmental study should the 
relief route advance beyond the current 
study phase; however, because of the 
number of potentially-historic properties in 
the study area and the level of public 
interest in those properties, TxDOT has 
decided to conduct an historic resources 
survey in conjunction with the current Relief 
Route Study.  The historic resources survey 
will focus on the five remaining Primary 
Route Options.   

“Please look at Boerne, Comfort, and 
especially Kerrville. With I-10, their quaint 
towns have been diminished.” 

Comment noted. 

“Fredericksburg is thriving and growing. 
This monstrosity of a road will kill that 
growth…And, sad to say, our property 
values have already declined, just with 
rumors of this horrendous relief route.” 

Comment noted. 

“While I agree traffic is a pain in the neck 
on Main Street, a smaller loop around the 
City would serve the purpose. And a vast 
majority of those trucks will continue to use 
Main Street for local deliveries.” 

Comment noted. 

“I suppose if put to a vote, I doubt very few 
would say yes to paying for this horrible 
idea.” 

Comment noted. 
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“Please say NO to routes F and H.” Comment noted. 

121 Hoban, Patty 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 

“My preference is to not build the route. I 
would like you to stop with TxDOT’s 
involvement before more time and money 
is wasted. If you insist on building the 
route, the above is my preference for route 
options.” 

Comment noted. 

Ranked routes, in order of preference, as: 
F (“favorite”) and H, E, G and D (“least 
favorite”) 

Comment noted. 

122 Hoban, Richard 8/6/2019 Letter 

“I am vehemently opposed to your 
proposed ‘relief route’. Other than property 
owners on Main Street, the majority of 
citizens (particularly in the county and not 
in the FBG city limits) are against this 
project…” 

Comment noted. 

Stated, “if you must proceed as I know you 
will…determine and announce what exactly 
will be built” and “make the route 
accessible throughout the entire length of 
the route”. 

Comment noted. 

“…Route F (Orange) is clearly the best 
choice given it is the least expensive and 
will probably save the most travel time 
(shortest route)” 

Comment noted. 

Route D (Purple) “would drastically disrupt 
the riparian area along the Pedernales 
River as well as many Indian sites” 

Comment noted. 
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“I think it is imperative to disclose to the 
public more information regarding 
members of the relief route task force. Has 
each member disclosed any potential 
conflicts of interest such as owning 
property on or near Main Street or any of 
the proposed routes? In particular, has 
Kory Keller pledged that his company will 
not bid on any of the work?” 

Questions about the Relief Route Task Force, 
should be directed to the City of 
Fredericksburg and/or Gillespie County. 

Expressed skepticism that a bond would be 
approved by voters. Stated, “stop wasting 
our taxpayer money and end this crusade 
now.” 

Comment noted. 

123 Hoban, Richard 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
Ranked routes, in order of preference, as: 
F (“favorite”), H, E, G, and D (“least 
favorite”) 

Comment noted. 

124 Hodges, Irazema 8/5/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
Identified all routes as “least favorite” Comment noted. 

125 Hodges, Mike 8/5/2019 Email 

“Take the route that is further out from the 
center of the city. The city is going to 
continue to grow and the land will be less 
expensive at this time.” 

Comment noted. 

126 Hodges, Paul 8/5/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
Identified all routes as “least favorite” Comment noted. 

127 Hohmann, Viola 8/7/2019 Comment 
Form “Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 

128 Holder, Melanie 8/7/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
Ranked routes, in order of preference, as: 
D, E, F, and G all as “least favorite” Comment noted. 

“Planning to move to Fredericksburg in 
next 6 months and this will affect my 
decision.” 

Comment noted. 

129 Hollimon, Dabs 8/5/2019 “Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
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Comment 
Form 

“Please use Friendship as it was intended 
to be the ‘relief route’ around 
Fredericksburg.” 

Prior to initiation of the current 
Fredericksburg Relief Route Study, TxDOT, 
the City of Fredericksburg and Gillespie 
County agreed upon a set of design 
parameters to guide relief route planning 
efforts. Those parameters include planning 
for a higher speed, controlled access facility. 
The roadway would consist of four main 
lanes (two in each direction) with frontage 
roads, where needed, to maintain local 
access. Applying that vision to Friendship 
Lane would require total reconstruction of 
the roadway, construction of frontage roads, 
and the need to acquire a significant amount 
of additional ROW. In fact, the existing 100-
foot ROW could quadruple in width which 
would result in a large number of residential 
and commercial displacements. Although 
Friendship Lane is not considered a viable 
location for the Fredericksburg Relief Route, 
it is an important element of the local 
transportation system. Improvements to 
Friendship Lane may be undertaken in the 
future as part of the city’s transportation 
improvement plan. Future improvements to 
Friendship Lane would be separate and 
distinct from the Fredericksburg Relief 
Route. 
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“The proposed TxDOT relief route is much 
too large to be a part of the Hill Country. If 
built the road will forever change Gillespie 
County in a negative way.” 

The capacity of the potential relief route is 
the same as the capacity of existing US 290 
– east and west of Fredericksburg. US 290 
(east and west) approaching Fredericksburg 
is a four-lane undivided roadway. The relief 
route, as currently envisioned, would consist 
of four main lanes for through traffic. Thus, 
the existing and proposed roadways provide 
the same through traffic capacity. Frontage 
roads would be optional and dependent 
upon input from the community, except 
where required to maintain existing access 
or prevent landlocking adjacent 
properties. In those areas where frontage 
roads are neither required nor desired, it 
may be possible to reduce the amount of 
right-of-way required.   

130 Holloway, Darrell 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 

“Too much money. My taxes are too high 
already. Don’t not benefit me!!!!” Comment noted. 

131 Hooken, James 8/6/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
Ranked routes, in order of preference, as: 
D (“favorite”), G, E, H and F (“least 
favorite”) 

Comment noted. 

132 Hooken, Jim 8/6/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
Ranked routes, in order of preference, as: 
D (“favorite”), G, E, H and F (“least 
favorite”) 

Comment noted. 

133 Horne, Rita 8/2/2019 Email 

“Please remove these routes (F and H) 
from consideration as they will adversely 
affect the property values of the entire 
Heritage Hill Country Subdivision as well as 
other residences in the area. Also, safety is 
a strong concern!” 

Comment noted. 

134 Hunter, Royce 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 

“This does not solve the Main Street 
problem as there is no penalty for those 
who choose 290 thru town.” 

Comment noted. 
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“This project spends tons of money for not 
much help and lots of hurt for landowners 
who are impacted.” 

Comment noted. 

135 Hutton, J. Thomas 7/29/2019 Email 

“While I agree with the elimination of the 
outer relief route as your matrix 
determined due to distance, expense, 
topography, etc, I must admit to substantial 
doubt regarding the cost/benefit ratios for 
the inner routes.” 

Comment noted. 

“The City of Fredericksburg has an 
ambitious road extension plan that will 
shunt traffic off Main Street. It will do so 
using largely existing right of way… Given 
the substantial impact on reducing Main 
Street traffic that resulted from the Milam 
Street extension, it seems likely that the 
multiple extensions (Frederick, Orange, and 
Friendship or perhaps others) will bring 
about even greater traffic relief from Main 
Street. For that reason no relief route 
should be considered until after the 
extensions are completed and studied for 
effect.” 

Comment noted. 
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“The four lane divided highway, 70 mph 
relief route with service roads for the Relief 
Routes all seem inappropriate and 
unnecessary for Fredericksburg… Our 
community is growing at barely over 1%/yr 
such that future trends do not suggest the 
necessity for such a Relief Route in the 
foreseeable future. This will not adequately 
serve our citizens although will benefit 
travel across Gillespie County from the 
metropolitan areas to our east.” 

The capacity of the potential relief route is 
the same as the capacity of existing US 290 
– east and west of Fredericksburg. US 290 
(east and west) approaching Fredericksburg 
is a four-lane undivided roadway. The relief 
route, as currently envisioned, would consist 
of four main lanes for through traffic. Thus, 
the existing and proposed roadways provide 
the same through traffic capacity. Frontage 
roads would be optional and dependent 
upon input from the community, except 
where required to maintain existing access 
or prevent landlocking adjacent 
properties. In those areas where frontage 
roads are neither required nor desired, it 
may be possible to reduce the amount of 
right-of-way required.   

“Our City and County Fathers cannot be 
faulted for asking TxDOT to fund roadways 
that might benefit our residents in some 
way. Nevertheless, the drastic smudging to 
our bucolic environment and destruction to 
both personal and business property 
overwhelm the need for such a massive 
transportation structure.” 

Comment noted. 

“The citizens of Gillespie County are quite 
unlikely to pass a bond issue sufficient to 
fund a Relief Route.” 

Comment noted. 

136 Hutton, Tom 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
“Let’s not put one neighborhood in 
opposition to the others. Other less costly, 
less environmentally damaging options 
exist. Let’s use them. Complete city road 
extension plans and then, if necessary, 
reassess. Please” 

Comment noted. 
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137 Irwin, Barbara 8/2/2019 Email 

“I read through the study and found it 
confusing. Putting the routes in order was 
impossible because I couldn’t see any 
landmarks to determine where exactly the 
routes were located. I don’t know where 
the historic sites are since they are not 
marked. This should be an easy study to 
understand and I don’t. I am not stupid. I 
have a BBA from the University of Texas 
and majored in transportation. I also have 
been a realtor for 20 years in 
Fredericksburg and I know the roads.” 

Comment noted. 

138 Itz, Clayton and 
Janell 7/25/2019 Email 

“We have looked at the 5 proposed routes 
and we are against routes D, E and F. If you 
come thru any of these routes, you will be 
taking our at least 3 businesses on W US 
290… We truly believe there can be other 
routes where it would not effect so many 
peoples lives. Therefore, we would like to 
see routes G & H utilized.” 

Comment noted. 

139 Jacoby, Don and 
Mary 8/6/2019 Email 

Stated, “it is our opinion the best one to 
consider would be the grey route for many 
reasons.” Cited several reasons for this 
opinion.  

Comment noted. 

“All data points to grey being the best 
solution for the majority of residents and 
businesses in Fredericksburg.” 

Comment noted. 

“This is 2 vote for grey.” Comment noted. 

140 Jacoby, Erna 8/7/2019 Comment 
Form 

“All of these routes mess with family and 
ranching operations run by my 2 sons. I do 
not want a raise in taxes.” 

Comment noted. 

141 Jaimes, Gloria S 8/6/2019 Comment 
Form “Do not build the relief route.” Comment noted. 
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142 James, Charlene 8/5/2019 Letter 

“I am a resident of Heritage Hill Country for 
the past 18 years and love my community. 
The relief route in Fredericksburg should 
not interfere with areas that are already 
developed… Please do consider these 
already established areas that help make 
Fredericksburg the lovely town we have 
already developed.” 

Comment noted. 

143 Jenkins, Dan A. 7/31/2019 Email 

“No to all 5 routes!” Comment noted. 

“All 5 routes negatively impact our historic 
home and property” (the Christian Krause 
Homestead) 

A comprehensive historic resources survey 
would normally be conducted as part of the 
[future] environmental study should the 
relief route advance beyond the current 
study phase; however, because of the 
number of potentially-historic properties in 
the study area and the level of public 
interest in those properties, TxDOT has 
decided to conduct an historic resources 
survey in conjunction with the current Relief 
Route Study.  The historic resources survey 
will focus on the five remaining Primary 
Route Options.   

“Hwy 87N and Hwy 290W section all 5 
route destroy historic homes, pioneer 
cemetery, legacy farm land, part of the 
original German settlements.” 

See above response. 

“All 5 relief routes destroy small and mid-
size family businesses who will not be able 
to financially recover from forced eminent 
domain!” 

Comment noted. 

“I do not want to pay higher taxes and this 
places a higher tax burden on all citizens in 
the county” 

Comment noted. 
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“Environmental damage to Baron’s Cree, 
and Live Oak Creek and all water shed 
drainage areas will be damaged. Wildlife 
and farm/ranch lands vegetation will be 
destroyed.” 

If the current study leads to identification of 
a preferred route option, TxDOT will work 
with the city and county to decide when and 
if the project would advance to future 
phases of project development.  Future 
phases would include opportunities to 
further refine and adjust the route, detailed 
environmental studies to assess potential 
environmental consequences (including 
potential impacts to rivers, creeks, and water 
quality; wildlife, farmland; and vegetation), 
and identification of actions to avoid, 
minimize and mitigate environmental 
impacts. 

“An interstate system is too large for the 
routes D-H going so close to town and 
limits economic growth due to the limited 
access on the route.” 

If the relief route is constructed in the future, 
it would be subject to design criteria and 
safety guidelines applicable to U.S. 
Highways.  An Interstate Highway is not 
proposed.   

144 Jenkins, Dan A. 8/5/2019 Comment 
Form 

“No to all 5 routes!” Comment noted. 

“All 5 routes negatively impact our historic 
home and property” (the Christian Krause 
Homestead) 

A comprehensive historic resources survey 
would normally be conducted as part of the 
[future] environmental study should the 
relief route advance beyond the current 
study phase; however, because of the 
number of potentially-historic properties in 
the study area and the level of public 
interest in those properties, TxDOT has 
decided to conduct an historic resources 
survey in conjunction with the current Relief 
Route Study.  The historic resources survey 
will focus on the five remaining Primary 
Route Options.   

“Hwy 87N and Hwy 290W section all 5 
route destroy historic homes, pioneer 
cemetery, legacy farm land, part of the 
original German settlements.” 

See above response. 
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“All 5 relief routes destroy small and mid-
size family businesses who will not be able 
to financially recover from forced eminent 
domain!” 

Comment noted. 

“I do not want to pay higher taxes and this 
places a higher tax burden on all citizens in 
the county” 

Comment noted. 

“Environmental damage to Baron’s Creek, 
and Live Oak Creek and all water shed 
drainage areas will be damaged. Wildlife 
and farm/ranch lands vegetation will be 
destroyed.” 

If the current study leads to identification of 
a preferred route option, TxDOT will work 
with the city and county to decide when and 
if the project would advance to future 
phases of project development.  Future 
phases would include opportunities to 
further refine and adjust the route, detailed 
environmental studies to assess potential 
environmental consequences (including 
potential impacts to rivers, creeks, and water 
quality; wildlife; farmland; and vegetation), 
and identification of actions to avoid, 
minimize and mitigate environmental 
impacts. 

“An interstate system is too large for the 
routes D-H going so close to town and 
limits economic growth due to the limited 
access on the route.” 

If the relief route is constructed in the future, 
it would be subject to design criteria and 
safety guidelines applicable to U.S. 
Highways.  An Interstate Highway is not 
proposed.   

145 Jenschke, Joan J 8/7/2019 Comment 
Form 

“In my opinion, too much property – 
farmland, ranchland and businesses will be 
destroyed if the bypass is constructed in 
any of the routes being considered. Two of 
my brothers farm and ranch in the direct 
paths where all the proposed routes 
converge on 87 North.” 

Comment noted. 

“Another negative is the rise in our taxes.” Comment noted. 
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“A number of historic buildings, at least I 
cemetery, historic properties, and 
businesses are in jeopardy if these 
proposed routes are utilized.” 

A comprehensive historic resources survey 
would normally be conducted as part of the 
[future] environmental study should the 
relief route advance beyond the current 
study phase; however, because of the 
number of potentially-historic properties in 
the study area and the level of public 
interest in those properties, TxDOT has 
decided to conduct an historic resources 
survey in conjunction with the current Relief 
Route Study.  The historic resources survey 
will focus on the five remaining Primary 
Route Options.   

146 Jenschke, Joan J 8/7/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route.” Comment noted. 
“Too much destruction if proposed routes 
are used.” Comment noted. 

147 Johnson, Allan 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“I most strongly oppose the two routes - F 
&H – that direct impact our development, 
Heritage Hills Country. The Industrial Loop 
Routings pass immediately adjacent to our 
residents’ north boundary fences. Our 200-
home development would be subject to 
noise, vibration and airborne dust & debris. 
Likewise, the Frieden development and its 
nearly 300 homes as well as the planned 
development to the west of 87 will be 
impacted. While your counts of homes with 
250 feet would seem to consider those 
developments, I find it hard to believe that 
of more than 700 residences existing or 
planned immediately adjacent to the right 
of way, only 83 and 68, respectively, fall 
within 250 feet.” 

For purposes of the route evaluation, only 
those existing homes and businesses 
located (entirely or partially) within the 
anticipated right-of-way of a route option 
were counted as potential displacements. As 
a separate criterion, the number of existing 
residences located with 250 feet of a route 
were also counted (providing an indication of 
the number of homes that could potentially 
be impacted by noise and other conditions 
associated with being close to the roadway).   
 
At the request of the Gillespie County Relief 
Route Task Force, the evaluation of the five 
remaining route options will also consider 
impacts to planned development such as the 
Frieden Subdivision mentioned by the 
commenter. 
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“As President of the Heritage Hill Country 
Homeowners Association, I state our 
Association’s opposition to any further 
consideration of an Industrial Loop 
Routing. I will enlist the other affected 
developments for an organized 
opposition.” 

Comment noted. 

148 Johnson, Carol 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“We have property that has been in the 
family since the early 1940s… Route D 
runs through a house built by my great 
aunt and uncle… Not only am I opposed to 
this loss to our family, but this seems to be 
a very expensive route due to required 
length. Route E makes more sense.” 

Comment noted. 

“We already have very high taxes here. I 
oppose any tax increase.” Comment noted. 
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“I still think Friendship Lane makes more 
sense than any of the above.” 

Prior to initiation of the current 
Fredericksburg Relief Route Study, TxDOT, 
the City of Fredericksburg and Gillespie 
County agreed upon a set of design 
parameters to guide relief route planning 
efforts. Those parameters include planning 
for a higher speed, controlled access facility. 
The roadway would consist of four main 
lanes (two in each direction) with frontage 
roads, where needed, to maintain local 
access. Applying that vision to Friendship 
Lane would require total reconstruction of 
the roadway, construction of frontage roads, 
and the need to acquire a significant amount 
of additional ROW. In fact, the existing 100-
foot ROW could quadruple in width which 
would result in a large number of residential 
and commercial displacements. Although 
Friendship Lane is not considered a viable 
location for the Fredericksburg Relief Route, 
it is an important element of the local 
transportation system. Improvements to 
Friendship Lane may be undertaken in the 
future as part of the city’s transportation 
improvement plan. Future improvements to 
Friendship Lane would be separate and 
distinct from the Fredericksburg Relief 
Route. 

149 Johnson, Carol 8/4/2019 Email 

“…my husband and I oppose the relief 
routes suggested and do not understand 
why we cannot use the already established 
Friendship Lane to be extended. Surely 
that would be a much lower cost.” 

See above response. 

“We would oppose any increase to our 
taxes which are already excessive.” Comment noted. 
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“I saw the suggested reason as to why 
Friendship Lane would not work, but I 
believe we and many others I have spoken 
with would disagree with the reasons 
presented. Friendship Lane has my vote 
and that of my husband.” 

Comment noted. 

“Thank you for our consideration of this 
challenging subject and your hard work for 
our community.” 

Comment noted. 

150 Johnson, Carol 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
“We have Friendship Lane already intact 
for part of the route. I vote for extending 
that. No tax increase. Use what is there. Do 
we really need TxDOT”? 

Comment noted. 

151 Johnson, Joseph 7/23/2019 “Do note build the relief route” Comment noted. 
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Comment 
Form “Use Friendship Lane” 

Prior to initiation of the current 
Fredericksburg Relief Route Study, TxDOT, 
the City of Fredericksburg and Gillespie 
County agreed upon a set of design 
parameters to guide relief route planning 
efforts. Those parameters include planning 
for a higher speed, controlled access facility. 
The roadway would consist of four main 
lanes (two in each direction) with frontage 
roads, where needed, to maintain local 
access. Applying that vision to Friendship 
Lane would require total reconstruction of 
the roadway, construction of frontage roads, 
and the need to acquire a significant amount 
of additional ROW. In fact, the existing 100-
foot ROW could quadruple in width which 
would result in a large number of residential 
and commercial displacements. Although 
Friendship Lane is not considered a viable 
location for the Fredericksburg Relief Route, 
it is an important element of the local 
transportation system. Improvements to 
Friendship Lane may be undertaken in the 
future as part of the city’s transportation 
improvement plan. Future improvements to 
Friendship Lane would be separate and 
distinct from the Fredericksburg Relief 
Route. 

152 Jones, Judy 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Good handouts/information” Comment noted. 

“Need public clarification on following: 
financial impact to citizens in tax 
base/resale of land (land value)” 

The purpose of the Relief Route Study is to 
identify a preferred route option.  Impacts to 
the County’s tax base and property values is 
outside the scope of the study. 
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“Do citizens have option to vote for or 
against this?” 

Because the City and/or County would be 
responsible for right-of-way costs (and 
possibly some portion of the construction 
cost), it is anticipated that prior to 
construction local voters would decide 
whether to approve the sale of bonds.  It 
should be noted that future construction of 
the Relief Route is contingent upon many 
actions including the completion of 
environmental studies (which have not yet 
been initiated) as well as funding for those 
studies and other phases of the project 
development process.      

“How will it be financed? TxDOT? County?” 

Prior to initiating the current Relief Route 
Study, TxDOT, the City of Fredericksburg and 
Gillespie County agreed upon a set of 
conditions to guide the planning effort 
(assuming the project advances beyond the 
current study and ultimately comes to 
fruition).  One of the agreed upon conditions 
is that the City and County will provide 100% 
of any needed right-of-way.  In addition, the 
City and County will contribute toward the 
cost of construction.  Preliminary cost 
estimates have been developed as part of 
the Relief Route Study.  The cost will be 
refined, over time, as more detail about the 
design and construction is developed.  In the 
future, when a more final construction 
estimate is developed, TxDOT, the City and 
the County will develop a plan for funding the 
project and establishing the local (City and 
County) contributions.   
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“Still concerned why not using existing 
roads, i.e, Friendship Lane” 

Prior to initiation of the current 
Fredericksburg Relief Route Study, TxDOT, 
the City of Fredericksburg and Gillespie 
County agreed upon a set of design 
parameters to guide relief route planning 
efforts. Those parameters include planning 
for a higher speed, controlled access facility. 
The roadway would consist of four main 
lanes (two in each direction) with frontage 
roads, where needed, to maintain local 
access. Applying that vision to Friendship 
Lane would require total reconstruction of 
the roadway, construction of frontage roads, 
and the need to acquire a significant amount 
of additional ROW. In fact, the existing 100-
foot ROW could quadruple in width which 
would result in a large number of residential 
and commercial displacements. Although 
Friendship Lane is not considered a viable 
location for the Fredericksburg Relief Route, 
it is an important element of the local 
transportation system. Improvements to 
Friendship Lane may be undertaken in the 
future as part of the city’s transportation 
improvement plan. Future improvements to 
Friendship Lane would be separate and 
distinct from the Fredericksburg Relief 
Route.   

“Can we use center turn lanes instead of 
median to use less land?” 

If constructed, the relief route must comply 
with design criteria and safety guidelines 
applicable to U.S. Highways. These 
criteria/guidelines include a wide center 
median.  The center median is a safety 
feature intended to minimize the potential 
for and severity of accidents involving traffic 
traveling in opposite directions. 
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“Never saw study on noise factor” 

Noise studies are not within the scope of the 
current Relief Route Study.  The purpose of 
the current study is to identify a preferred 
route option that will address the traffic and 
safety issues on Main Street.  If the 
community and TxDOT decide to take the 
preferred route option to the next phase of 
project development, a traffic noise analysis 
will be conducted as part of the detailed 
environmental study.  Although noise 
impacts will not be evaluated in the current 
study, the number of residences located with 
250 feet of a route is one of the criteria used 
to evaluate the options.  This number 
provides an indication of the number of 
homes that could potentially be impacted by 
noise and other conditions associated with 
being close to the roadway. 

“What potential changes to the plan will 
existing in 7-10 years when it is expected 
to be build?” 

Assuming the Relief Route advances beyond 
the current study, the preferred route option 
(identified through the current study) would 
become the starting point for future phases 
of project development.  As the project 
advances, additional public input will be 
gathered.  That input may result in 
changes/refinements to the relief route.  In 
addition, future phases of development 
would include efforts to refine the route and 
further reduce impacts and displacements.  
Although refinements to the route are likely, 
at this point, it is not prudent to predict what 
changes, if any, may occur.   

“Rumors of it being a toll road? Can you 
comment?” 

Development of the relief route as a toll road 
is not consistent with current Texas policy as 
established by State leadership; thus, tolling 
is not an option at this time.   
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“Is no bypass still an option?” 

Yes. At the conclusion of the Relief Route 
Study, local officials and the Gillespie County 
Relief Route Task Force, in consultation with 
TxDOT, will decide whether there is sufficient 
local support and justification to advance the 
relief route concept further. 

153 Kale, Sheila Sattler 8/6/2019 Email 

“I don’t want the proposed highway that is 
being discussed. It will destroy our tourist 
industry and Main Street businesses. The 
cost is outrageous.” 

Comment noted. 

“I’ve heard the arguments for not using 
Friendship lane, but it doesn’t add up. 
There are already four lanes—just not 
divided. We would not have more than that 
with the proposed route.” 

Prior to initiation of the current 
Fredericksburg Relief Route Study, TxDOT, 
the City of Fredericksburg and Gillespie 
County agreed upon a set of design 
parameters to guide relief route planning 
efforts. Those parameters include planning 
for a higher speed, controlled access facility. 
The roadway would consist of four main 
lanes (two in each direction) with frontage 
roads, where needed, to maintain local 
access. Applying that vision to Friendship 
Lane would require total reconstruction of 
the roadway, construction of frontage roads, 
and the need to acquire a significant amount 
of additional ROW. In fact, the existing 100-
foot ROW could quadruple in width which 
would result in a large number of residential 
and commercial displacements. Although 
Friendship Lane is not considered a viable 
location for the Fredericksburg Relief Route, 
it is an important element of the local 
transportation system. Improvements to 
Friendship Lane may be undertaken in the 
future as part of the city’s transportation 
improvement plan. Future improvements to 
Friendship Lane would be separate and 
distinct from the Fredericksburg Relief 
Route. 

154 Kale, Sheila 7/23/2019 “Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
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Comment 
Form 

“Main Street businesses are already 
struggling. To give this bypass will 
completely destroy their businesses.” 

Comment noted. 

“We don’t need the huge investment of 
land & money when we could extend 
Friendship Lane that is 4 lanes of traffic 
already.” 

Prior to initiation of the current 
Fredericksburg Relief Route Study, TxDOT, 
the City of Fredericksburg and Gillespie 
County agreed upon a set of design 
parameters to guide relief route planning 
efforts. Those parameters include planning 
for a higher speed, controlled access facility. 
The roadway would consist of four main 
lanes (two in each direction) with frontage 
roads, where needed, to maintain local 
access. Applying that vision to Friendship 
Lane would require total reconstruction of 
the roadway, construction of frontage roads, 
and the need to acquire a significant amount 
of additional ROW. In fact, the existing 100-
foot ROW could quadruple in width which 
would result in a large number of residential 
and commercial displacements. Although 
Friendship Lane is not considered a viable 
location for the Fredericksburg Relief Route, 
it is an important element of the local 
transportation system. Improvements to 
Friendship Lane may be undertaken in the 
future as part of the city’s transportation 
improvement plan. Future improvements to 
Friendship Lane would be separate and 
distinct from the Fredericksburg Relief 
Route. 

“It will be the final deathblow to downtown 
& the city with any semblance of what we 
have today.” 

Comment noted. 
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155 Kellam, Jacquelin 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Please don’t destroy our quiet homestead 
with this highway. Some residents have 
been there 50 years. The pipeline is 
already proposing cutting through and that 
will detract from property values enough. 
Keep your road closer to town. We don’t 
want it in our neighborhood.” 

Comment noted. 

156 Kellum, Perry Jo 
Cosper 7/23/2019 Comment 

Form 

“I choose no route! The proposed routes G 
& H go through my property and home, 
which was built by my grandfather in 1941. 
I feel that we do not need a relief route. I 
travel Main Street several times a day and 
have no issues with the traffic. 
Fredericksburg does not need a ‘Super 
Highway’!” 

Comment noted. 

157 Kellum, Perry Jo 
Cosper 8/4/2019 Email 

“Of course, it is my opinion, and those 
opinions of my family, that this route 
should not be built. There is no guarantee 
that any of these proposed routes will 
alleviate traffic on Main Street. The 
majority of traffic is automobiles and not 
large trucks.” 

Comment noted. 

“When the count of commercial vehicles on 
Main Street was conducted, were the 
commercial vehicles owned by local 
companies and those vehicles that are 
delivering products to local businesses 
eliminated from the count? The 
commercial vehicles owned by local 
companies or those that are conducting 
businesses in Gillespie County will not be 
utilizing this proposed route, therefore they 
should not be counted as vehicle traffic 
eliminated from Main Street.” “Your 
publicized count of commercial vehicles is 
misleading.” 

For purposes of analysis, local trucks 
(meaning those trucks stopping in 
downtown) were not considered through 
traffic. Local trucks were not included in the 
number of trucks projected to use the relief 
route. 
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“The traffic congestion on Main Street is 
due to the tourists… I travel from 290 West 
through Fredericksburg on Main Street 
every morning, noon, and afternoon… and 
have not encountered one problem with an 
18 wheeler…” 

Comment noted. 

“The proposed relief route will not only 
remove families from their homes and take 
their property, mine included, but it will 
raise the property tax considerably.” 

Comment noted. 

158 Kellum, Perry Jo 8/5/2019 Comment 
Form “Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 

159 Kessler, Linda 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Need clarification as to financial impact as 
far as tax base and resell of land if road is 
right by our home” 

The purpose of the Relief Route Study is to 
identify a preferred route option.  Impacts to 
the County’s tax base and property values is 
outside the scope of the study. 

“Do we have the right to vote against this?” 

Because the City and/or County would be 
responsible for right-of-way costs (and 
possibly some portion of the construction 
cost), it is anticipated that prior to 
construction local voters would decide 
whether to approve the sale of bonds.  It 
should be noted that future construction of 
the Relief Route is contingent upon many 
actions including the completion of 
environmental studies (which have not yet 
been initiated) as well as funding for those 
studies and other phases of the project 
development process.      

“Still concerned why not using existing road 
like Friendship Lane that was the route 
originally.” Stated the reasons given for not 
using it “are not valid.” 

Comment noted. 

“All 5 of the remaining route choices have 
the same issues. Except our are worse as 
you want to destroy historical property and 
farmland and a beautiful river.” 

Comment noted. 

“The city needs to give up some of its 
property and relocated offices and feel 
what the homeowners do.” 

Comment noted. 
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“How can you reduce the footprint of this 
road, use center turn lanes instead of 
frontage.” 

The capacity of the potential relief route is 
the same as the capacity of existing US 290 
– east and west of Fredericksburg. US 290 
(east and west) approaching Fredericksburg 
is a four-lane undivided roadway. The relief 
route, as currently envisioned, would consist 
of four main lanes for through traffic. Thus, 
the existing and proposed roadways provide 
the same through traffic capacity. Frontage 
roads would be optional and dependent 
upon input from the community, except 
where required to maintain existing access 
or prevent landlocking adjacent 
properties. In those areas where frontage 
roads are neither required nor desired, it 
may be possible to reduce the amount of 
right-of-way required.   
 
If constructed, the relief route must comply 
with design criteria and safety guidelines 
applicable to U.S. Highways. These 
criteria/guidelines include a wide center 
median.  The center median is a safety 
feature intended to minimize the potential 
for and severity of accidents involving traffic 
traveling in opposite directions. 

“Is there a possibility that this proposal can 
go away altogether!!” 

Yes. At the conclusion of the Relief Route 
Study, local officials and the Gillespie County 
Relief Route Task Force, in consultation with 
TxDOT, will decide whether there is sufficient 
local support and justification to advance the 
relief route concept further. 

“This is way too big for this small town. You 
want to build a road like I-10 for a small 
town.” 

Comment noted. 
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160 Kirchner, Emily 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Thank you for taking the time to look into 
this as an option to divert congestion on 
Main Street. Our town has experienced 
impressive growth, but not enough to 
warrant the high cost of a federally 
mandated ROW.” 

Comment noted. 

“The City of FBG needs to enforce what we 
have to deal with that will ease congestion: 
we need more and better parking 
options…build a garage! Enforce spacing – 
so many vehicles don’t pull up enough and 
make 290 become a 2-lane street. Jay-
walkers slow traffic. Limit cross walks. Look 
at strengthening detour routes and 
incentivizing trucks/passers through to use 
alternate routes.” 

Improvements to Main Street are beyond the 
scope of the Fredericksburg Relief Route 
Study; however, should the relief route be 
built in the future, at that time, it is 
anticipated that US 290 through 
Fredericksburg (Main Street) would be 
removed from the State Highway System and 
ownership transferred to the City of 
Fredericksburg.  With Main Street then under 
the jurisdiction of the City, 
improvements/concepts such as those 
suggested could potentially be implemented 
as a City-sponsored project. 

“Thanks again for the many hours spent on 
researching viable options. My opinion is 
that the city and county have a lot of 
discretion to ease congestion right now, 
without a multimillion dollar road project.” 

Comment noted. 

161 Klaerner, Phyllis 
Parker 8/5/2019 Comment 

Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 

“All 5 routes negatively impact historic 
homes, legacy farm lands, pioneer 
cemeteries. This heritage is what makes 
our area unique.” 

A comprehensive historic resources survey 
would normally be conducted as part of the 
[future] environmental study should the 
relief route advance beyond the current 
study phase; however, because of the 
number of potentially-historic properties in 
the study area and the level of public 
interest in those properties, TxDOT has 
decided to conduct an historic resources 
survey in conjunction with the current Relief 
Route Study.  The historic resources survey 
will focus on the five remaining Primary 
Route Options.   
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162 Klein, Brenda 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Best proposal: Rt EG to meld into Rt EF. Rt 
G impacts 5 to 6 historic landmarks and 
residences”  

Comment noted. 

163 Klepac, Ty 8/7/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
Ranked the following routes all as “least 
favorite”: D, G, F, E. Comment noted. 

164 Klett, Temple and 
Jeannie 8/7/2019 Comment 

Form  

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
Ranked the following routes all as “least 
favorite”: D, F, E. Comment noted. 

“Routes D/E/F directly affect our property 
at the juncture of D/E/F and US 87 N.”  Comment noted. 

“Per the existing maps, Rt. E (Grey) passes 
directly over the pioneer Stackbein Family 
Cemetery (6 graves, earliest burial 1855). 
Our rock home was built in 1848 and is 
about 150’ from that site. Numerous large 
trees and our two neighbors’ homes (also 
historic rock homes) are within a stone’s 
throw from us. Baron’s Creek is our 
western boundary.” 

A comprehensive historic resources survey 
would normally be conducted as part of the 
[future] environmental study should the 
relief route advance beyond the current 
study phase; however, because of the 
number of potentially-historic properties in 
the study area and the level of public 
interest in those properties, TxDOT has 
decided to conduct an historic resources 
survey in conjunction with the current Relief 
Route Study.  The historic resources survey 
will focus on the five remaining Primary 
Route Options.   

“TxDOT reps are invited to view our 
property and our neighbors’ at any time to 
verify the properties should not have a 
relief route run through our land. I would be 
happy to send photos of the cemetery, 
house, and large trees on our property, but 
a personal tour would be better. The 
satellite photos show nothing but treetops, 
not what’s under them!!!” 

Comment noted. 
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“No route, Main Street Options: 
1. Re-engineer the “Y” near the Post 

Office. 
2. Change the head-in parking angle 

on Main. Now, long pickups stick 
out in the travel lane and hamper 
traffic flow. 

3. Parallel parking should be 
installed on main for one black to 
give truckers a wider berth to turn 
south onto Washington Street (US 
875) at Nimitz Corner. Will also 
help for turns from 875 onto Main. 

4. Our forefathers gave us a wide 
Main Street for a reason – lets 
continue to use it.” 

Improvements to Main Street are beyond the 
scope of the Fredericksburg Relief Route 
Study; however, should the relief route be 
built in the future, at that time, it is 
anticipated that US 290 through 
Fredericksburg (Main Street) would be 
removed from the State Highway System and 
ownership transferred to the City of 
Fredericksburg.  With Main Street then under 
the jurisdiction of the City, 
improvements/concepts such as those 
suggested could potentially be implemented 
as a City-sponsored project. 

165 Klett, Temple 8/7/2019 Email 

“my property and my two neighbors are at 
the end of D, E, and F where the routes end 
at US 87N and Wilhelm Road. I have 
mentioned the Strackbein family cemetery 
on my place before, and discovered it is 
square in the middle of the routes above 
as depicted in the current maps. We 
pinpointed the cemetery and our historical 
three rock houses during the last meeting 
in FBG at the historical desk, so they 
should be in the TxDOT system.” 

A comprehensive historic resources survey 
would normally be conducted as part of the 
[future] environmental study should the 
relief route advance beyond the current 
study phase; however, because of the 
number of potentially-historic properties in 
the study area and the level of public 
interest in those properties, TxDOT has 
decided to conduct an historic resources 
survey in conjunction with the current Relief 
Route Study.  The historic resources survey 
will focus on the five remaining Primary 
Route Options.   
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“Most people I have spoken to do not want 
the relief route, period! I sent suggestions 
on how to improve Main Street so it could 
handle more traffic safely in my survey 
letter to Austin.” 

Improvements to Main Street are beyond the 
scope of the Fredericksburg Relief Route 
Study; however, should the relief route be 
built in the future, at that time, it is 
anticipated that US 290 through 
Fredericksburg (Main Street) would be 
removed from the State Highway System and 
ownership transferred to the City of 
Fredericksburg.  With Main Street then under 
the jurisdiction of the City, Main Street 
improvements could potentially be 
implemented as a City-sponsored project. 

“We and our two neighbors want to protect 
our historic homes and property, not to 
mention the time and thousands of dollars 
we have all invested to improvements to 
our places over the years.” 

Comment noted. 

166 Kneese, Todd 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Route D makes the most sense to me. It is 
the only route left that goes all of the way 
around town. The others are too close to 
the business area of Fredericksburg.” 

Comment noted. 
 

“From an analytical standpoint, Route E, 
having the lowest total in the prior 
Evaluation Summary, may be acceptable. It 
seems like it may be a problem that it runs 
so close to the Fairgrounds and crosses 
Hwy 16 and RR 2093 so close to the 
16/2093 intersection.” 

Comment noted. 

“On a personal level, my family’s home and 
property are adjacent to Routes F &H. We 
live on Bobwhite Trail inside the city limits 
of Fredericksburg. Our neighborhood 
already has a CTEC/LCRA substation 
nearby. A new highway adjacent to this 
neighborhood doesn’t seem fair to the 14 
families who live on our street.” 

Comment noted. 

167 Koennecke, Lynette 8/5/2019 Comment 
Form “Why change, it worked all the years!” Comment noted. 

168 Kott, Russell 8/7/2019 “Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
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Comment 
Form 

Ranked the following routes all as “least 
favorite”: D, G, F, E. Comment noted. 

“Undue financial responsibility of local tax 
paying citizens.” Comment noted. 

169 Kozielski, Clara 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form “Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 

170 Kozielski, Clara n/a Letter 

“My property is located several hundred 
feet west of Hwy 87 South. I have 19.75 
acres, rectangular in shape, running 
parallel to Hwy 87. I have owned this 
property over 50 years and living here 
about 46 years.” 

Comment noted. 

“The orange and maroon routes (F & H) 
that are being proposed on the map would 
cut this property into two sections. The first 
(northern) section has residence, workshop 
and two wells. The truck route would be 
approximately 300 feet from my house and 
workshop, making traffic noise 
unacceptable. The second (southern) part 
of the property would be ‘land locked’… 
There is a T-Mobile tower on this section 
meaning there would be no access for T-
Mobile personnel to maintain the tower, 
which they do frequently. This is not 
acceptable. Also, there are underground 
waterlines from the house (upper section) 
to the lower section for livestock water, 
which would surely be affected by the road 
construction.”  

Comment noted. 

“Please do not put this truck route across 
my property. This would greatly ‘devalue’ 
this property.” 

Comment noted. 
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171 Kraus, Jerome and 
Genny 8/5/2019 Comment 

Form 

Transmitted a copy of informational 
materials regarding the “Kraus Family 
Farm” – “recognized as a 100 year Farm.” 

 
A comprehensive historic resources survey 
would normally be conducted as part of the 
[future] environmental study should the 
relief route advance beyond the current 
study phase; however, because of the 
number of potentially-historic properties in 
the study area and the level of public 
interest in those properties, TxDOT has 
decided to conduct an historic resources 
survey in conjunction with the current Relief 
Route Study.  The historic resources survey 
will focus on the five remaining Primary 
Route Options.   

“Our hope is that you will consider using 
Relief Routes G and H.” Comment noted. 

172 Krauskopf, Ann 7/31/2019 Email 

“None of the five remaining relief route 
options allow for future growth. The routes 
that are left are going to destroy too many 
businesses close to town that are going to 
be hard to relocate… Trucks are not 
mandated to use the relief route, therefore 
there is no guarantee that the downtown 
traffic issues will be solved or will 
improve…” 

Comment noted. 

173 Kroeger, Nicole 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Please put an option on the survey to 
allow people to vote NO to ALL routes. 
Fredericksburg will be harmed by this road. 
We need to be able to vote NO.” 

Comment noted. 

174 Kroeger, Nicole 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
“None of the above relief route options will 
serve our community. They all would be too 
expensive, too disruptive and not 
accomplish the resulted intended since 
many trucks will still use Main Street.” 

Comment noted. 
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“Please halt all further studies since it is 
obvious from recent history that a bond to 
finance this will be voted down anyway and 
it would be better to leave several options 
open for any future questioning or else with 
only one route left ‘on the books’, 
developers and investors would influence 
the future of our town contrary to public 
desire.” 

Comment noted. 

175 Kroeger, Nicole and 
Steve 8/4/2019 Email 

“Thank you for the huge effort you have 
been making on the behalf of this 
community. We can’t imagine a harder 
job.” 

Comment noted. 

“My wife and I are very concerned about 
the TxDOT plans – all of them – and would 
like to request that the study be halted now 
before the route options are narrowed 
down. As we can presume from the recent 
bond vote regarding the sports park, a vote 
for a $60M+ bond has next to no chance of 
passing. Property values would be 
permanently altered along any proposed 
route that stays on TxDOT’s books (as we 
personally have already found out). It is 
better to stop the selection process now. If 
there is only one route ‘left on the books’, 
developers and investors would influence 
the future of our town, often contrary to 
public desires.” 

Comment noted. 

“We would very much like to stop this 
process and instead give back the control 
of this relief route to local government. If 
the county could aid the city in creating 
alternative routes out of existing roadways, 
that would be less expensive, less 
disruptive, and could be accomplished 
more quickly.” 

Comment noted. 
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176 Kroeger, Nicole and 
Steve 8/6/2019 Email 

“Although we would be personally hit very 
very hard by 3 of these routes, I think our 
whole Hill Country will be hit hard by any 
one of them. Such a road will irreparably 
change the course and makeup of our 
community.” 

Comment noted. 

“What TxDot is planning is not what the 
community was hoping for.” Comment noted. 

“We think this is really really serious. Thank 
you for all you are doing.” Comment noted. 

177 Kroeger, W. Steve 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
“It does not appear to me that any of the 
relief routes will substantially reduce traffic 
congestion on Main Street and the naming 
of any route will alter property values along 
any proposed route permanently. It is 
better to stop this selection process now, 
so the City of Fredericksburg can proceed 
to create it’s own alternative routes within 
its present city limits.” 

Comment noted. 

178 Kunz, LaNell 8/2/2019 Email 

“The construction of Fredericksburg Route 
F and Route H will affect the value of 
existing housing around it. Noise from a 
busy highway has a seriously negative 
impact on property values. The subdivision 
of Heritage Hills would be greatly affected 
by these routes. This is a subdivision with 
only senior citizens with a quiet peaceful 
atmosphere. I strongly object to Routes F 
and H.” 

Comment noted. 

179 Kunz, Walhen Kenny 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form “Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 

180 Kutzbach, Ryan 7/24/2019 Email 

“With the exception of Route D, the current 
proposed route options have a tremendous 
impact on existing local businesses and 
housing.” 

Comment noted. 
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“The southern connection point of routes F 
an H literally run right through the middle 
of a housing development of 100+ houses. 
I don’t understand why this is even an 
option. You can’t possibly think its 
reasonable to eminent domain that 
number of houses and run a highway right 
in the middle of the remaining 
development? Continuing on, these routes 
cut directly through numerous businesses 
at the intersection of Hwy 16 and 
Tivydale/Friendship Ln, which inevitably 
will put them out. Even if you go around the 
housing and businesses the impact of 
noise and traffic flow will be detrimental. 
What would the bypass achieve at that 
point?” 

Comment noted. 

“On the northern connection point Routes 
GH would have detrimental impact on the 
business in this area. Also, there is no 
room for further development of town with 
the highway connection being so close to 
existing development. This connection 
point seems really short sighted.” 

Comment noted. 

“The only reasonable route option is route 
D as it has minimal impact on current 
residents and businesses. It allows for 
future development, and it keeps traffic 
noise well out of the city. Second choice 
would be route E, but you still have the 
negative impact on the businesses and 
houses at Hwy 16 and Tivydale/Friendship 
Ln.” 

Comment noted. 
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“I think it is important to consider this 
route’s goal is to help the community, not 
hurt it. There is plenty of undeveloped land 
south and west of town that this highway 
can run through. At the rate in which 
Fredericksburg is growing, routing a 
highway through existing development is 
short sighted. Planning for future growth of 
town in all directions is essential.” 

Comment noted. 

181 Lamb, Gary 8/7/2019 Comment 
Form “Do not build the relief route.” Comment noted. 

182 Lamb, Teresa 8/7/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route.” Comment noted. 
“I believe trucks need to be off Main Street 
but I do believe the original purpose for 
Friendship much to the seriously 
entertained,  [illegible] enforce my question 
us why are trucks getting off I-10? 

Comment noted. 

183 Lambert, Jordan 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route.” Comment noted. 
“Do not build the relief route. No proof that 
it will relieve traffic.” Comment noted. 

184 Land, Mark 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Redo intersection at post office, extend 
City St to 290W, extend Kerr Rd to 290W, 
build road for locals, use Friendship Lane & 
2093 for route.” 

Comment noted. 

Hwy 16 N is still a problem. Will not get 
trucks off of Main. Do away with parking on 
N. Llano Street.” 

Comment noted. 

185 Lane, Connie 8/6/2019 Comment 
Form “Do not build the relief route.” Comment noted. 

186 Lane, Roy 8/6/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route.” Comment noted. 
“Not needed at all!” Comment noted. 

187 Leedy, Brenda 8/6/2019 “Do not build the relief route.” Comment noted. 
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Comment 
Form “Build parking garage!” 

Improvements to Main Street are beyond the 
scope of the Fredericksburg Relief Route 
Study; however, should the relief route be 
built in the future, at that time, it is 
anticipated that US 290 through 
Fredericksburg (Main Street) would be 
removed from the State Highway System and 
ownership transferred to the City of 
Fredericksburg.  With Main Street then under 
the jurisdiction of the City, improvements 
(such as construction of a parking garage) 
could potentially be implemented as a City-
sponsored project. 

188 Lehmann, Brenda 8/5/2019 Comment 
Form “Do not build the relief route.” Comment noted. 

189 
Lewis, Berenice 

Elizabeth and Roger 
Branson 

8/7/2019 Email 

“In essence, the underlying concern of this 
project has to do with the City of 
Fredericksburg and maintaining/increasing 
the inflow of the almighty tourism dollars 
which are spent at those businesses 
situated along Main Street. Residents, 
landowners and business owners on the 
perimeter of the city and out in the county 
are being asked to sacrifice for the benefit 
of those businesses on Main Street. That is 
not right… This whole project places an 
unfair burden on those residents and land 
owners living out in the county whose land 
will be in the crosshairs for the Relief Route 
purposes.” 

Comment noted. 

“The question as to why there were no 
proposed routes around to the North of 
town has yet to be satisfactorily addressed 
and answered. The answer given had to do 
with a computer study and no information 
was providing regarding the preliminary 
assumptions and input data to the study.” 

A preliminary computer-based traffic analysis 
conducted early in the study process showed 
that twice as many vehicles would use a 
relief route connecting US 87 north of 
Fredericksburg to US 290 east of 
Fredericksburg if the route is located south 
(rather than north) of town; thus, a southern 
route would provide the most relief for Main 
Street traffic. 
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“The way this project study has been 
structured from inception places all the 
burden of the Main Street traffic problem 
onto the backs of residents, landowners 
and business owners on the South and 
West sides of town. Many of these 
residents and landowners on the south and 
west side are already in the crosshairs of 
the Kinder Morgan pipeline project… It is 
not right for these folks to bear the brunt of 
the Main Street traffic congestion issues 
without any consideration of alternate 
routes around to the North and East sides 
of town.” 

Comment noted. 

“Why was the study done assuming that 
only a rural highway subject to TxDOT’s 
requirements is the only solution for this 
problem? We do not need a highway the 
size of IH10 going around Fredericksburg.” 

Prior to initiation of the current 
Fredericksburg Relief Route Study, TxDOT, 
the City of Fredericksburg and Gillespie 
County agreed upon a set of design 
parameters to guide relief route planning 
efforts. Those parameters include planning 
for a higher speed, controlled access facility. 
The roadway would consist of four main 
lanes (two in each direction) with frontage 
roads, where needed, to maintain local 
access. 

“Why does the speed limit on the relief 
route need to be 70 mph when the speed 
limit on US 290E where the trucks will be 
come from is 60mph. That makes no sense 
at all.” 

For planning and design purposes a 70 MPH 
design speed is assumed; however, design 
speed and actual speed are not necessarily 
them same.  As outlined in the Texas 
Administrative Code, during the design 
phase, an “interim speed limit” would be 
established based on traffic and engineering 
investigations.  The interim speed limit would 
be in effect until such time as the facility is 
open and traffic on the facility stabilizes.  
Once traffic is stabilized, a speed survey will 
be performed to establish the maximum 
speed limit in accordance with the provisions 
of State law.   
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“Why can’t existing roadways be a viable 
solution such as Friendship Lane? An 
excuse was given stating that Friendship 
lane would have to be rebuilt and it would 
be disruptive to residences and 
businesses. The Relief Route is going to 
have to be built anyway and its 
construction will be disruptive to 
residences and businesses. So what is the 
difference.” 

Prior to initiation of the current 
Fredericksburg Relief Route Study, TxDOT, 
the City of Fredericksburg and Gillespie 
County agreed upon a set of design 
parameters to guide relief route planning 
efforts. Those parameters include planning 
for a higher speed, controlled access facility. 
The roadway would consist of four main 
lanes (two in each direction) with frontage 
roads, where needed, to maintain local 
access. Applying that vision to Friendship 
Lane would require total reconstruction of 
the roadway, construction of frontage roads, 
and the need to acquire a significant amount 
of additional ROW. In fact, the existing 100-
foot ROW could quadruple in width which 
would result in a large number of residential 
and commercial displacements. Although 
Friendship Lane is not considered a viable 
location for the Fredericksburg Relief Route, 
it is an important element of the local 
transportation system. Improvements to 
Friendship Lane may be undertaken in the 
future as part of the city’s transportation 
improvement plan. Future improvements to 
Friendship Lane would be separate and 
distinct from the Fredericksburg Relief 
Route. 

“Friendship Lane is already a four lane 
road. At 40mph with very limited number of 
stoplights, trucks would likely move past 
Fredericksburg more quickly than they 
would going down Main Street. After 
Friendship Lane is rebuilt, the speed 
limited could likely be increased.” 

See above response. 
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“An idea which we believe should be 
studied would be to utilize Friendship Lane 
by joining it to Post Oak and then joining 
that to South Cherry, having the trucks 
come out onto Main Street at the 
northwest end of town near the 
intersection of 87N and 290W.” 

Comment noted. 

190 Leyendecker, Eric 8/5/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
“wildlife habitat & farm/ranchland will be 
destroyed. Water areas will be damaged. 
Will bring more unwanted traffic to our 
area & higher taxes. Will drive people out 
of our community.” 

Comment noted. 

191 Littlejohn, Bruce 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Proposed route D is, at this date, the most 
feasible option in terms of the least 
disruption and impact to existing structures 
and historic landmarks. The estimated cost 
is not overly expensive in comparison to 
others and I believe will have the best 
chance of construction implementation.” 

Comment noted. 

“Routes F & G are way too close to existing 
housing developments and would be 
extremely disruptive to current traffic/noise 
abatement levels.” 

Comment noted. 
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192 Littlejohn, Bruce 8/6/2019 Email 

“As a ten year resident of Fredericksburg, I 
have observed the continued growth 
pattern of the city, expanding southward 
from 290/Main Street, past Friendship 
Blvd, and down either side of Hwy 87. 
Looking at the long term implications of 
this growth pattern, it seems obvious that 
the best ‘Relief Route’ currently being 
considered is Plan D, one that avoid 
existing city houses and commercial 
developments as well as one that provides 
a further buffer from the southward trend 
of future city expansion. Plan D is truly a 
‘bypass’ route rather than a ‘bi-section’ 
route and despite the slightly increased 
distance and cost of right of way would 
provide the necessary ‘relief’ that residents 
desire.” 

Comment noted. 

193 Littlejohn, Jane W. 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Good grief. Don’t you dare run this 
through town by the Fort and Friden and 
Heritage Hills!!! 

 
Comment noted. 

“Bypass means go around!” Comment noted. 

“And don’t ask us to approve a route when 
you haven’t told us how much this will cost 
us in property taxes!” 

Because the City and/or County would be 
responsible for right-of-way costs (and 
possibly some portion of the construction 
cost), it is anticipated that prior to 
construction local voters would decide 
whether to approve the sale of bonds.  At 
that time, an assessment of property-tax 
ramifications would be made.   It should be 
noted that future construction of the Relief 
Route is contingent upon many actions 
including the completion of environmental 
studies (which have not yet been initiated) 
as well as funding for those studies and 
other phases of the project development 
process.      
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“What do you want, a Toyota or a Cadillac? 
Well depends on how much that will cost 
me!” “What do you want, a Toyota or a 
Cadillac? Well depends on how much that 
will cost me!” 

Comment noted. 

“Prop. taxes are too high now!” Comment noted. 

194 Lopez, Delfino 
Jaimes 8/6/2019 Comment 

Form “Do not build the relief route.” Comment noted. 

195 Lopez, Heriberto 
Jaimes 7/23/2019 Comment 

Form “Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 

196 Lucksinger, Evelyn 8/5/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route.” Comment noted. 
“No tax increases.” Comment noted. 

“Too big, too expensive.” Comment noted. 

197 Lucksinger, Linda N. 7/31/2019 Letter 

“No to all 5 routes!” Comment noted. 

“All 5 routes negatively impact our historic 
home and property” (Christian Kraus 
homestead). 

A comprehensive historic resources survey 
would normally be conducted as part of the 
[future] environmental study should the 
relief route advance beyond the current 
study phase; however, because of the 
number of potentially-historic properties in 
the study area and the level of public 
interest in those properties, TxDOT has 
decided to conduct an historic resources 
survey in conjunction with the current Relief 
Route Study.  The historic resources survey 
will focus on the five remaining Primary 
Route Options.   
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“At the Hwy 87N-Hwy 290W section of all 5 
options destroys/negatively impact historic 
homes, pioneer cemetery, and farm lands 
that are part of the original German settlers 
to Fredericksburg & Gillespie County… Hwy 
290W – Hwy 290E sections may also have 
historic structures, homes, farm land, 
ranch lands, historic homesites with 
current agricultural endeavors (vineyards, 
etc) that will be negatively impacted or 
destroyed by these 5 routes. Save our 
heritage!” 

See above response. 

“Cost to County & City tax payers is too 
high for what we get out of this.” Comment noted. 

“Cost in lost businesses, jobs, farming, and 
industry due to the building of these 5 
routes is not worth it… Businesses 
destroyed or forced to relocate along these 
5 routes may never recover from this 
displacement and destruction.” 

Comment noted. 

“These 5 routes do long term 
environmental damage to Baron’s Creek, 
Town Creek, and Live Oak Creek. We have 
a beautiful natural environment, do not 
endanger and destroy it with this monster 
because a few believe they know what is 
best.” 

If the current study leads to identification of 
a preferred route option, TxDOT will work 
with the city and county to decide when and 
if the project would advance to future 
phases of project development.  Future 
phases would include opportunities to 
further refine and adjust the route, detailed 
environmental studies to assess potential 
environmental consequences (including 
potential impacts to rivers, creeks, and water 
quality), and identification of actions to 
avoid, minimize and mitigate environmental 
impacts. 

“No to this huge interstate going so close 
to town and ruining our way of life with 
noise and high speeds” 

Comment noted. 
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“No to relief routes because they will 
destroy our pioneer homesites, farms, 
ranches and destroy what makes 
Fredericksburg and Gillespie County great 
and a unique Texas Treasure!” 

Comment noted. 

“No to all relief routes because they will 
destroy small and mid-size family 
businesses who will not be able to 
financially recover from forced eminent 
domain just so that others can reap 
benefits!!” 

Comment noted. 

198 Lucksinger, Linda 8/5/2019 Comment 
Form 

“No to all 5 routes” Comment noted. 
“No to this huge interstate going so close 
to town and ruining our way of life with 
noise and high speeds” 

Comment noted. 

“Cost to tax payers is too high for what we 
get out of this; we do not want to foot the 
bill for the downtown businesses that get 
all the benefit” 

Comment noted. 

“Cost for building any of these this close to 
town is not worth it, does not allow for 
future growth” 

Comment noted. 

At the Hwy 87N-Hwy 290E sections may 
also have historic structures, homes, farm 
land, ranch lands, historic homesites with 
current agricultural endeavors (vineyards, 
etc) that will be negatively impacted or 
destroyed by these 5 routes. Save our 
heritage. Let’s keep Gillespie County 
great!” 

A comprehensive historic resources survey 
would normally be conducted as part of the 
[future] environmental study should the 
relief route advance beyond the current 
study phase; however, because of the 
number of potentially-historic properties in 
the study area and the level of public 
interest in those properties, TxDOT has 
decided to conduct an historic resources 
survey in conjunction with the current Relief 
Route Study.  The historic resources survey 
will focus on the five remaining Primary 
Route Options.   
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“Businesses destroyed or forced to 
relocate along these routes may never 
recover from this displacement and 
destruction. Selfish downtown merchants 
should not benefit from the destruction of 
others making a living in this community.” 

Comment noted. 

“These 5 routes do long term 
environmental damage to Baron’s Creek, 
Town Creek, and Live Oak Creek.” 

If the current study leads to identification of 
a preferred route option, TxDOT will work 
with the city and county to decide when and 
if the project would advance to future 
phases of project development.  Future 
phases would include opportunities to 
further refine and adjust the route, detailed 
environmental studies to assess potential 
environmental consequences (including 
potential impacts to rivers, creeks, and water 
quality), and identification of actions to 
avoid, minimize and mitigate environmental 
impacts. 

“No to any relief routes that destroy our 
pioneer homesites, farms, ranches, and 
what makes Fredericksburg and Gillespie 
county great!” 

Comment noted. 

199 Mahrens, Larry 8/3/2019 Email 

Build a relief around town with access so 
businesses can locate on the loop and 
leave the town for the tourists otherwise 
we don’t need a loop.” 

Comment noted. 

200 Martino, Jerry 8/6/2019 Email 

“In review of the considered options, and 
being in the possible direct path, I am 
compelled to note that with the exception 
of the longer route shown too many homes 
and businesses will be impacted on 4 of 
the 5 route choices.” 

Comment noted. 

“I also am of the opinion that a route in any 
of the choices is not really needed when 
and where it affects a town and quality of 
life where commercial convenience should 
take precedence over public and private 
quality of life. Which any and all of these 
proposals do.” 

Comment noted. 
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“Traffic and safety is of course of all our 
concerns, however the heavy vehicles and 
equipment traversing a speedway as these 
proposals represent is NOT a solution to 
those issues. Rather the opposite could be 
true.” 

Comment noted. 

“Really, so what if the traffic that is slowed 
presently down continues! Except for minor 
inconvenience it disturbs little in peoples 
and the quality of life way of life…a by-pass 
will, a bad idea overall.” 

Comment noted. 

201 Massey, Kay 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 

“Raise the bridges on I-10 so the big trucks 
can go there” 

There are currently no low, narrow or 
otherwise restricted structures or bridges 
which have the effect of channeling oversize 
loads through Fredericksburg.  When 
establishing routes for oversize/overweight 
loads, TxDOT uses the most efficient route 
available that can accommodate the load; 
thus, these loads may be routed through 
Fredericksburg en route to other 
destinations. 

202 Maurer, Sherrie 7/24/2019 Email 

“I don’t believe we need a freeway like I-10 
around Fredericksburg. You just need a 
loop with 2 lanes in each direction. Don’t 
change our way of life around here!” 

The capacity of the potential relief route is 
the same as the capacity of existing US 290 
– east and west of Fredericksburg. US 290 
(east and west) approaching Fredericksburg 
is a four-lane undivided roadway. The relief 
route, as currently envisioned, would consist 
of four main lanes for through traffic. Thus, 
the existing and proposed roadways provide 
the same through traffic capacity. Frontage 
roads would be optional and dependent 
upon input from the community, except 
where required to maintain existing access 
or prevent landlocking adjacent 
properties. In those areas where frontage 
roads are neither required nor desired, it 
may be possible to reduce the amount of 
right-of-way required.   
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203 Mayet, Gary 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Route E/G seems like a viable 
compromise.” Comment noted. 

“However, a 70 mph bypass sure seems 
like overkill when roads feeding into it are 
only 60 mph (290 for example)” 

For planning and design purposes a 70 MPH 
design speed is assumed; however, design 
speed and actual speed are not necessarily 
them same.  As outlined in the Texas 
Administrative Code, during the design 
phase, an “interim speed limit” would be 
established based on traffic and engineering 
investigations.  The interim speed limit would 
be in effect until such time as the facility is 
open and traffic on the facility stabilizes.  
Once traffic is stabilized, a speed survey will 
be performed to establish the maximum 
speed limit in accordance with the provisions 
of State law.   

“And, a 400 ft. right of way for and 
interstate type roadway surely is overkill!” 

The capacity of the potential relief route is 
the same as the capacity of existing US 290 
– east and west of Fredericksburg. US 290 
(east and west) approaching Fredericksburg 
is a four-lane undivided roadway. The relief 
route, as currently envisioned, would consist 
of four main lanes for through traffic. Thus, 
the existing and proposed roadways provide 
the same through traffic capacity. Frontage 
roads would be optional and dependent 
upon input from the community, except 
where required to maintain existing access 
or prevent landlocking adjacent 
properties. In those areas where frontage 
roads are neither required nor desired, it 
may be possible to reduce the amount of 
right-of-way required.   

“We want traffic relief for Fredericksburg, 
not a gigantic tax burden for our children 
and grandchildren!” 

Comment noted. 

204 Mayo, Curtis 8/7/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
Ranked the following routes all as “least 
favorite”: D, G, F, E, H. Comment noted. 
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“I still consider that a proposed route of 
this magnitude will ruin the bucolic 
scenery, archeological sites and historic 
ranch settings and will also increase the 
noise levels of Fredericksburg, and 
alternate routes should be considered for 
the trucks.” 

Comment noted. 

“The city has proposed alternate 
extensions of existing streets in 
Fredericksburg to alleviate a portion of the 
traffic congestion and that should be a first 
priority.” 

Comment noted. 

205 Mayo, Donna 8/7/2019 Comment 
Form 

“We are proud of the way our city has 
preserved the small town look.” Comment noted. 

“If locals are displaced by larger roads and 
industry expands, we will lose the things 
that make Fredericksburg dear to our 
hearts.” 

Comment noted. 

“I suggest that the city continues with 
proposed extensions to connect and 
expand local roads so we can get around 
town more conveniently.  That will alleviate 
the continued use of the downtown 
streets.” 

Comment noted. 

“Forget the bypass or we will lose ‘our 
town’” Comment noted. 

206 McCrae, Jim 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“400’ freeway is not needed & doesn’t 
belong in county” Comment noted. 

“City & County should extend Friendship 
Lane to 87 North & keep it 4-lanes with 
limited traffic controls & add turn lanes on 
right – name it Friendship Parkway” 

Comment noted. 
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207 McCulloch, Gail 8/7/2019 Email 

“The most common-sense approach to this 
relief route is to use the current Friendship 
Lane”; “this route is already widen enough 
for trucks”; “if it needed to be widened out 
it could be done with only effecting a 
minimal amount of folks…” 

Prior to initiation of the current 
Fredericksburg Relief Route Study, TxDOT, 
the City of Fredericksburg and Gillespie 
County agreed upon a set of design 
parameters to guide relief route planning 
efforts. Those parameters include planning 
for a higher speed, controlled access facility. 
The roadway would consist of four main 
lanes (two in each direction) with frontage 
roads, where needed, to maintain local 
access. Applying that vision to Friendship 
Lane would require total reconstruction of 
the roadway, construction of frontage roads, 
and the need to acquire a significant amount 
of additional ROW. In fact, the existing 100-
foot ROW could quadruple in width which 
would result in a large number of residential 
and commercial displacements. Although 
Friendship Lane is not considered a viable 
location for the Fredericksburg Relief Route, 
it is an important element of the local 
transportation system. Improvements to 
Friendship Lane may be undertaken in the 
future as part of the city’s transportation 
improvement plan. Future improvements to 
Friendship Lane would be separate and 
distinct from the Fredericksburg Relief 
Route. 

“Shouldn’t you send a letter to everyone 
that is affected by these 5 paths? Instead 
of finding out by chance? Someone just 
happened to let us know.” 

In preparation for the Open House, using 
Gillespie County tax records, a mailing list of 
potentially affected property owners along 
the five remaining route options was 
developed.  A postcard announcing the 
meeting was sent to those on the mailing 
list. 
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“It is not enough to put a small ad in the 
paper, hidden under Special Notices 
section.” 

The Study Team is committed to engaging all 
interested stakeholders in a meaningful way.  
To that end, in addition to publishing display 
ads (announcing the Open House) in the 
local newspaper, email notices were 
distributed to those on the Study mailing list,  
flyers were placed (for distribution) at several 
local businesses known to be frequented by 
local residents, notice was posted on the 
City, County and TxDOT websites, and 
notices were distributed via social media.   In 
addition, postcards announcing the Open 
House were mailed to the owners of property 
along the five remaining route options. 

“I feel very strongly that it really doesn’t 
matter what our input is, you all will do 
whatever you want.” 

Comment noted. 
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208 McLerran, Jerrilyn B. 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“First of all, Friendship Lane should be 
utilized and expanded… The massive 
construction of any of the proposed routes 
is complete overkill.” 

Prior to initiation of the current 
Fredericksburg Relief Route Study, TxDOT, 
the City of Fredericksburg and Gillespie 
County agreed upon a set of design 
parameters to guide relief route planning 
efforts. Those parameters include planning 
for a higher speed, controlled access facility. 
The roadway would consist of four main 
lanes (two in each direction) with frontage 
roads, where needed, to maintain local 
access. Applying that vision to Friendship 
Lane would require total reconstruction of 
the roadway, construction of frontage roads, 
and the need to acquire a significant amount 
of additional ROW. In fact, the existing 100-
foot ROW could quadruple in width which 
would result in a large number of residential 
and commercial displacements. Although 
Friendship Lane is not considered a viable 
location for the Fredericksburg Relief Route, 
it is an important element of the local 
transportation system. Improvements to 
Friendship Lane may be undertaken in the 
future as part of the city’s transportation 
improvement plan. Future improvements to 
Friendship Lane would be separate and 
distinct from the Fredericksburg Relief 
Route. 

“Secondly, the costs (preliminary cost 
estimates) evidently do not include 
environmental impact studies as the cost 
of doing these could easily equal the total 
cost estimates shown on the evaluation 
summary.” 

Based on previous experience with projects 
of similar size and complexity, TxDOT 
estimates that environmental studies of the 
relief route would cost $3-5 million dollars. 

“If this entire project cannot be detailed, 
the shorted route and absolute narrowest 
roadway should be considered.” 

Comment noted. 



Fredericksburg Relief Route Study 
Open House #1 
July 23, 2019  

 
Comment 
Number Commenter Name Date Source Comment  Response 

209 McPhail, Mark 8/7/2019 Email 

“I have completed the survey and was 
disappointment that it did not give me the 
option of indicating that I was against any 
route.” 

Comment noted. 

“The two routes closest to the city, would 
go down East Industrial Loop and displace 
the Good Sam Center, the proposed site for 
The Grace Center and numerous charitable 
and for-profit businesses.” 

Comment noted. 

The middle route affects the Boos dairy, 
whose family, among other many 
generational families, helped make this 
such a unique city and community. The 
outer route may also affect some of those 
same families. My wife’s family has been 
farming the same land for now over 160 
years and it would be a travesty to take 
away the land families such as these 
continue to farm or ranch.” 

Comment noted. 

“Any of the proposed routes will not affect 
those trucks taking 16N, nor those trucks 
coming into the city to conduct business.” 

Comment noted. 

“I appreciate your time and work you have 
performed on the route, but as a citizen, I 
would have to vote against a bond issue for 
any of these routes.” 

Comment noted. 

210 Meade, Chris 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
“From information provided to the public, 
and from experience in other areas where 
these relief routes were proposed or built, 
the results were modest at best.” 

Comment noted. 

“Tax increases are a part of a growing 
community, that I support. But not this one. 
I do not see it beneficial to the community 
as a whole.” 

Comment noted. 

“I have friends that would be greatly 
impacted by selection of any of the five 
options.” 

Comment noted. 

211 Meurer, Rosie 8/2/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
“I ‘do not’ want the relief route anywhere!!’ Comment noted. 
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212 Meyer, Keith 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“While I am not really in favor of the relief 
route as a whole, due to the large amount 
of right of way required in the current 
design and especially if it is limited access, 
‘Route D’ impacts my family and I the most 
since it would cut our family land against 
Hwy 16 South in half… This would 
negatively impact the agricultural value of 
it and severely impact economic earning 
ability…” 

Comment noted. 

“As it is, the current proposed line ‘Route 
D’ goes right through and over the 
entrance to the property where it meets 
Hwy 16 South. As of now, nobody can 
answer what the access situation will be 
during construction or after the relief route 
is completed.” 

The current Relief Route Study will include 
development of a preliminary design 
schematic.  The schematic development 
process will include an assessment of how 
the Relief Route most effectively interacts 
with the local roadway network as well as 
access to/from individual properties.  
Schematic development will be initiated 
once a preferred route option is identified.  
If the Relief Route ultimately advances to 
construction, the construction plans would 
include a plan for accommodating traffic  
and maintaining access to adjacent 
properties during construction. 
  

“Both sides of the property would need 
new fences along the entire relief route 
project to be suitable for livestock again.” 

Comment noted. 

“Water access would also be cut off from 
one side of the property. Also, the 
proposed line ‘Route D’ goes over almost 
all the other improvements on the property 
(barns, pens, well, etc) that would be 
difficult, if not impossible, to replace 
without great expanse and/or completely 
altering what is left of the remaining 
property.” 

Comment noted. 
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“There is also an 80 year old family 
homestead property with some of the 
barns and such still from that time period. 
The line ‘Route D’ also goes over the house 
from that homestead which is about 80 
years old too.” 

A comprehensive historic resources survey 
would normally be conducted as part of the 
[future] environmental study should the 
relief route advance beyond the current 
study phase; however, because of the 
number of potentially-historic properties in 
the study area and the level of public 
interest in those properties, TxDOT has 
decided to conduct an historic resources 
survey in conjunction with the current Relief 
Route Study.  The historic resources survey 
will focus on the five remaining Primary 
Route Options.   

213 Meyer, Kenneth 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

Expressed opposition to the relief route; 
stated “the route is not necessary” and 
“county & city taxpayers cannot afford the 
route.” 

Comment noted. 
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“Best option is to extend Friendship Lane 
out 2093 to Kerr Rd. or Upper Live Oak to 
290 West.” 

Prior to initiation of the current 
Fredericksburg Relief Route Study, TxDOT, 
the City of Fredericksburg and Gillespie 
County agreed upon a set of design 
parameters to guide relief route planning 
efforts. Those parameters include planning 
for a higher speed, controlled access facility. 
The roadway would consist of four main 
lanes (two in each direction) with frontage 
roads, where needed, to maintain local 
access. Applying that vision to Friendship 
Lane would require total reconstruction of 
the roadway, construction of frontage roads, 
and the need to acquire a significant amount 
of additional ROW. In fact, the existing 100-
foot ROW could quadruple in width which 
would result in a large number of residential 
and commercial displacements. Although 
Friendship Lane is not considered a viable 
location for the Fredericksburg Relief Route, 
it is an important element of the local 
transportation system. Improvements to 
Friendship Lane may be undertaken in the 
future as part of the city’s transportation 
improvement plan. Future improvements to 
Friendship Lane would be separate and 
distinct from the Fredericksburg Relief 
Route. 

“Limited access should never be 
considered.” Comment noted. 

“It will destroy & damage many properties 
no matter which route will be chosen” Comment noted. 
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“Route D would destroy my family & my 
neighbors historic farms.” 

A comprehensive historic resources survey 
would normally be conducted as part of the 
[future] environmental study should the 
relief route advance beyond the current 
study phase; however, because of the 
number of potentially-historic properties in 
the study area and the level of public 
interest in those properties, TxDOT has 
decided to conduct an historic resources 
survey in conjunction with the current Relief 
Route Study.  The historic resources survey 
will focus on the five remaining Primary 
Route Options.   

214 Milner, Virginia 8/6/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
Ranked the following routes all as “least 
favorite”: D, G, F, E, H. Comment noted. 

215 Moffett, Jean 8/8/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 

“The vision of TxDOT is not appropriate or 
proportionate.” 

The capacity of the potential relief route is 
the same as the capacity of existing US 290 
– east and west of Fredericksburg. US 290 
(east and west) approaching Fredericksburg 
is a four-lane undivided roadway. The relief 
route, as currently envisioned, would consist 
of four main lanes for through traffic. Thus, 
the existing and proposed roadways provide 
the same through traffic capacity. Frontage 
roads would be optional and dependent 
upon input from the community, except 
where required to maintain existing access 
or prevent landlocking adjacent 
properties. In those areas where frontage 
roads are neither required nor desired, it 
may be possible to reduce the amount of 
right-of-way required.   

216 Moffett, Michael 8/5/2019 Comment 
Form “Do not build the relief route” 

 
Comment noted. 
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“TxDOT vision is not appropriate or 
proportionate!” 

The capacity of the potential relief route is 
the same as the capacity of existing US 290 
– east and west of Fredericksburg. US 290 
(east and west) approaching Fredericksburg 
is a four-lane undivided roadway. The relief 
route, as currently envisioned, would consist 
of four main lanes for through traffic. Thus, 
the existing and proposed roadways provide 
the same through traffic capacity. Frontage 
roads would be optional and dependent 
upon input from the community, except 
where required to maintain existing access 
or prevent landlocking adjacent 
properties. In those areas where frontage 
roads are neither required nor desired, it 
may be possible to reduce the amount of 
right-of-way required.   

217 Moldenhauer, Walter 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

Asked “how far in the future do we plan to 
choose a plan for? How long does it take to 
build? Will it still be valid when finished?” 

Transportation planning typically considers a 
20 year planning horizon; however, the 20-
year look ahead would not begin until 
detailed environmental studies are initiated.  
At this point, it is not known whether the 
relief route will advance beyond the current 
feasibility study. If the project does advance, 
it is anticipated that the environmental study 
phase would take a minimum of 2 years to 
complete.  Final design, right of way 
acquisition and utility adjustments would 
take an additional 3 years (minimum). And, 
the actual construction would take a 
minimum of 3 more years.  Initiation of each 
stage (environmental, design/right of way, 
and construction) would be contingent upon 
the availability of funding; delays could occur 
if funding is not readily available.  To ensure 
that the project remains “valid” upon 
completion, refinements/updates to the 
concept would occur as the project is 
developed further. 
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“Fredericksburg growth – moderate to fast” Comment noted. 
“Highest priority – trucks as far out as 
possible – Routes A B. The other side of 
Pedernales…tie into 290 E & W farther 
out.” 

Comment noted. 

“pipeline & relief route – same right of way 
or adjacent – less cost” Comment noted. 

The other inner city routes good for now, 
but when they get build? Too late!!!” Comment noted. 

218 Moore, Kaitlynn 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
“No route is chosen because there 
shouldn’t be a route! Main Street traffic is 
not bad enough to require this. 

Comment noted. 

219 Moore, Sherry 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form “Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 

220 Murray, Don 8/3/2019 Email 

“Most of the comments from the first 
session have multi concerns including loss 
of property, fair market evaluation, divided 
property, access roads, flood plains, multi-
generations farms, etc.” 

Comment noted. 

“The main thrust of the Relief Route is for 
the ability of vehicles to ‘bypass’ around 
Fredericksburg” 

Comment noted. 
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“Two responders, to the first session, had 
an excellent short term solution to the 
concerns for building, vehicle and 
pedestrian safety on Main Street. I want to 
make sure that this great idea does not get 
lost in the ‘noise’ of the larger discussion. 
This simple solution is: eliminate any big rig 
traffic from the 100 200 and 300 blocks of 
Main Street! Again, this would eliminate 
the possibility of building damage or 
destruction, bodily injury or loss of human 
life and vehicle fires being caused by the 
aforementioned big rigs.” He then 
described a route using portions of 
Friendship Lane and SH 16 (and a similar 
route if traveling from the opposite 
direction) to effectively “loop” the 
downtown area. He noted, “we would 
definitely need strong support from our 
Senators and Representatives on both the 
National and State levels to help us 
achieve this goal.” 

US 290 (Main Street) through Fredericksburg 
is part of the State Highway System.  As 
such, it falls under TxDOT’s jurisdiction to 
maintain and operate.  TxDOT does not have 
the legal authority to prohibit the use of any 
highway by any class of vehicles (such as 
trucks) provided the vehicle complies with 
weight and size limits and other provisions 
established by law. 

He then asked the following questions: 
 
“Has a detailed vehicle count been done by 
percentage…i.e. big rigs, busses, RVs, light 
trucks, SUVs, automobiles, motorcycles?” 

Initial vehicle counts were collected in 
December 2017. Detailed vehicle counts 
were conducted in August 2018, December 
2018, and April 2019. The detailed counts 
were breaking down by 13 different vehicle 
types. 

“If a detailed count has been done, how 
many were done and what were the time 
periods involved?” 

As indicated above, detailed counts were 
collected three times over the course of the 
Relief Route Study. The counts were 
collected Thursday thru Sunday. 

“Has a survey been taken, especially of the 
big rig operators, as to what percentage of 
drivers will opt to continue through Main, 
as opposed to taking the longer Relief 
Route?” 

A survey has not been performed. 
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“The Relief Route would be an option not a 
must. In other words: Is an operator willing 
to spend more $$ for the additional fuel 
needed to traverse the Relief Route, and 
for the log time added (for the big rigs)?” 

Comment noted. 

“If such a survey has been taken, do the 
results show that future loading predictions 
on Main would be reduced because of a 
Relief Route? 

The next step in the study process will 
include an operational analysis of the five 
remaining route options.  The results of the 
operational analysis will be used to compare 
and contrast the effectiveness of the options 
when identifying a preferred route option.   

“I prefer the use of Friendship Lane to Tx 
16 as compared to the construction of a 
new road to the South.” 

Prior to initiation of the current 
Fredericksburg Relief Route Study, TxDOT, 
the City of Fredericksburg and Gillespie 
County agreed upon a set of design 
parameters to guide relief route planning 
efforts. Those parameters include planning 
for a higher speed, controlled access facility. 
The roadway would consist of four main 
lanes (two in each direction) with frontage 
roads, where needed, to maintain local 
access. Applying that vision to Friendship 
Lane would require total reconstruction of 
the roadway, construction of frontage roads, 
and the need to acquire a significant amount 
of additional ROW. In fact, the existing 100-
foot ROW could quadruple in width which 
would result in a large number of residential 
and commercial displacements. Although 
Friendship Lane is not considered a viable 
location for the Fredericksburg Relief Route, 
it is an important element of the local 
transportation system. Improvements to 
Friendship Lane may be undertaken in the 
future as part of the city’s transportation 
improvement plan. Future improvements to 
Friendship Lane would be separate and 
distinct from the Fredericksburg Relief 
Route. 
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“I am against the 400-foot right-of-way that 
has been proposed. This would be a road 
that would be needed in Houston, not in 
Fredericksburg. Larger right-of-way 
demands more land acquisition, more road 
bed to be constructed, more paving…in 
other words more $$$. So the 400 foot 
right-of-way is a lose-lose situation from my 
point of view. Also, there is the visual 
impact that such a ‘roadway’ would create. 
Not Hill Country Beautiful but Hill Country 
Ugly.” 

Comment noted. 

“To be more in tune with Hill Country 
Beautiful, the Relief Route should mimic 
Friendship Lane, with the addition of a 
center ‘chicken’ lane and carefully design 
on and off ramps. Access to ‘cut’ streets 
and roads is a must.’ 

Comment noted. 

“As far as the routing is concerning, I have 
no opinion other than the one regarding 
Friendship Lane. There are difficult 
decisions that will have to be made. What 
ever the choice, families and businesses 
will be impacted.” 

Comment noted. 

“What about the fair value pricing, not 
based on some number which is derived 
from some average, which is not a realistic 
representation of the Fredericksburg 
area?” 

If the relief route is constructed in the future, 
any right-of-way would be acquired in 
accordance State and Federal laws, rules 
and regulations which require payment of 
fair market value. Fair market value would 
be determined by qualified and independent 
professional appraisers. 

“I have a fear that many displaced victims 
of the eminent domain process, will not 
have adequate funds to buy back into the 
Fredericksburg market, and therefore will 
be forced to leave the area. A loss to the 
community.” 

Comment noted. 



Fredericksburg Relief Route Study 
Open House #1 
July 23, 2019  

 
Comment 
Number Commenter Name Date Source Comment  Response 

“As the eminent domain process moves 
forward, there will be an artificial jump in 
housing prices as the hunt for replacement 
housing is made by those who have been 
bought out. But, how many will be 
successful in finding new housing in this 
market at affordable pricing?” 

Right-of-way necessary for the relief route 
would be acquired in accordance with 
TxDOT’s Right of Way Acquisition and 
Relocation Assistance programs.  Per these 
programs, no family or individual would be 
displaced until “functionally equivalent” 
“decent, safe and sanitary” replacement 
housing is available within the individuals 
“financial means”. 

221 Mustard, Eric 8/5/2019 Email 

“I have been told that the city and county 
have alternatives which would be less 
expensive, better environmentally and 
could be completed sooner than the 
solutions being proposed by TxDOT. Is that 
correct? If so, is it best to simply vote 
against any TxDOT solution?” 

In recognition of the need to enhance Main 
Street safety and mobility, the 
Fredericksburg Relief Route Study is being 
performed at the request of the City of 
Fredericksburg and Gillespie County.  The 
relief route, if ultimately constructed, would 
be an element of the overall transportation 
network of the area.  The relief route would 
complement, rather than replace, other 
projects in the City/County transportation 
plans.  In other words, the relief route is 
envisioned as part of the long-term 
transportation network for the area.  
Questions concerning other projects should 
be directed to the City of Fredericksburg 
and/or Gillespie County. 

222 Nebgen, Jan and 
Michael 7/23/2019 Comment 

Form 
“Can this be done without a vote by the 
people?” 

Because the City and/or County would be 
responsible for right-of-way costs (and 
possibly some portion of the construction 
cost), it is anticipated that prior to 
construction local voters would decide 
whether to approve the sale of bonds.   It 
should be noted that future construction of 
the Relief Route is contingent upon many 
actions including the completion of 
environmental studies (which have not yet 
been initiated) as well as funding for those 
studies and other phases of the project 
development process.      
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“Will more money be allocated to the 
county for additional law enforcement?” 

Traffic law enforcement is an operational 
issue and is outside the scope of the on-
going Relief Route Study. 

“The size of the roads being considered are 
too big!” 

The capacity of the potential relief route is 
the same as the capacity of existing US 290 
– east and west of Fredericksburg. US 290 
(east and west) approaching Fredericksburg 
is a four-lane undivided roadway. The relief 
route, as currently envisioned, would consist 
of four main lanes for through traffic. Thus, 
the existing and proposed roadways provide 
the same through traffic capacity. Frontage 
roads would be optional and dependent 
upon input from the community, except 
where required to maintain existing access 
or prevent landlocking adjacent 
properties. In those areas where frontage 
roads are neither required nor desired, it 
may be possible to reduce the amount of 
right-of-way required.   

223 Nebgen, Jan 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“My vote is for No Route.” Comment noted. 
“Purple route follows too close to the river. 
Keller Equip recently had a truck wreck on 
16S & fluids leaked into the river." 

Comment noted. 

"We do not need this – it takes 15 mins 
tops to get from WM to the Y on a busy 
weekend.” 

Comment noted. 

“Will the county hire additional deputies to 
patrol?” 

Traffic law enforcement is an operational 
issue and is outside the scope of the on-
going Relief Route Study. 
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“What about noise? I live ½ mile from a 
major hwy & we can hear vehicles inside 
our home.” 

Noise studies are not within the scope of the 
current Relief Route Study.  The purpose of 
the current study is to identify a preferred 
route option that will address the traffic and 
safety issues on Main Street.  If the 
community and TxDOT decide to take the 
preferred route option to the next phase of 
project development, a traffic noise analysis 
will be conducted as part of the detailed 
environmental study.  Although noise 
impacts will not be evaluated in the current 
study, the number of residences located with 
250 feet of a route is one of the criteria used 
to evaluate the options.  This number 
provides an indication of the number of 
homes that could potentially be impacted by 
noise and other conditions associated with 
being close to the roadway. 
 

“The purple route will be visible from our 
home of 35 years.” Comment noted. 

“Please listen to the ‘locals’ that have 
struggled to hand onto family land.” Comment noted. 
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224 Nebgen, Jan 8/7/2019 Email 

“Everyone keeps saying Friendship Ln can 
not be used as a relief route. I travel 
between 16S and 87S on Friendship Ln 4 
times a day. On my 2 mile drive at 12:35 
today, I counted 8 semi trucks headed E on 
Friendship & 2 head W. None were Ingram 
Ready Mix trucks. One was Keller 
Equipment. So, the truck drivers ARE using 
Friendship Ln. Friendship Ln needs to be 
considered.” 

Prior to initiation of the current 
Fredericksburg Relief Route Study, TxDOT, 
the City of Fredericksburg and Gillespie 
County agreed upon a set of design 
parameters to guide relief route planning 
efforts. Those parameters include planning 
for a higher speed, controlled access facility. 
The roadway would consist of four main 
lanes (two in each direction) with frontage 
roads, where needed, to maintain local 
access. Applying that vision to Friendship 
Lane would require total reconstruction of 
the roadway, construction of frontage roads, 
and the need to acquire a significant amount 
of additional ROW. In fact, the existing 100-
foot ROW could quadruple in width which 
would result in a large number of residential 
and commercial displacements. Although 
Friendship Lane is not considered a viable 
location for the Fredericksburg Relief Route, 
it is an important element of the local 
transportation system. Improvements to 
Friendship Lane may be undertaken in the 
future as part of the city’s transportation 
improvement plan. Future improvements to 
Friendship Lane would be separate and 
distinct from the Fredericksburg Relief 
Route. 

225 Neel, Kathy 8/5/2019 Comment 
Form “Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
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226 Nolin, R. Tim 7/29/2019 Email 

“As a resident of Fredericksburg two 
concerns I want to raise are the width of 
the road being oversized beyond what is 
necessary and the second is the crossing 
of 87 and 16. If the decide route crosses 
87 and 16 although it would cost more I 
think it would benefit the traffic flow for all 
three roads if an overpass was used to 
crossover 87 and 16 instead of applying a 
stoplight. 

The capacity of the potential relief route is 
the same as the capacity of existing US 290 
– east and west of Fredericksburg. US 290 
(east and west) approaching Fredericksburg 
is a four-lane undivided roadway. The relief 
route, as currently envisioned, would consist 
of four main lanes for through traffic. Thus, 
the existing and proposed roadways provide 
the same through traffic capacity. Frontage 
roads would be optional and dependent 
upon input from the community, except 
where required to maintain existing access 
or prevent landlocking adjacent 
properties. In those areas where frontage 
roads are neither required nor desired, it 
may be possible to reduce the amount of 
right-of-way required.   
 
If ultimately constructed, the relief route 
would be a controlled access facility.  As 
such, traffic would be able to travel the 
length of the relief route (on the main lanes) 
without stopping for signals or intersections.   
For planning purposes, it is assumed that 
grade separations would be provided at US 
87 (south) and SH 16.   
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227 Norris, Thomas 8/5/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route unless you 
use Friendship Lane and extend it on E, G, 
F or H.” 

Prior to initiation of the current 
Fredericksburg Relief Route Study, TxDOT, 
the City of Fredericksburg and Gillespie 
County agreed upon a set of design 
parameters to guide relief route planning 
efforts. Those parameters include planning 
for a higher speed, controlled access facility. 
The roadway would consist of four main 
lanes (two in each direction) with frontage 
roads, where needed, to maintain local 
access. Applying that vision to Friendship 
Lane would require total reconstruction of 
the roadway, construction of frontage roads, 
and the need to acquire a significant amount 
of additional ROW. In fact, the existing 100-
foot ROW could quadruple in width which 
would result in a large number of residential 
and commercial displacements. Although 
Friendship Lane is not considered a viable 
location for the Fredericksburg Relief Route, 
it is an important element of the local 
transportation system. Improvements to 
Friendship Lane may be undertaken in the 
future as part of the city’s transportation 
improvement plan. Future improvements to 
Friendship Lane would be separate and 
distinct from the Fredericksburg Relief 
Route. 

228 O’Brien, Dennis 7/25/2019 Email 

“While I agree that we need some truck 
alternates for Main Street, a limited access 
70-75 MPH highway through 
Fredericksburg makes no logical sense. I 
suggest TxDOT pull out, since this appears 
the only option they will accept, and we 
handle this locally.” 

Comment noted. 

229 Oris, Cody Joseph 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
Ranked routes, in order of preference, as: 
H (“favorite”), F, G, E, and D (“least 
favorite”) 

Comment noted. 
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230 Oris, Stephanie 8/7/2019 Email 

“I refuse to rate the routes in order of what 
I like because I hate all of them.” Comment noted. 

“My property is not physically affected by 
these proposed routes, but my family and 
friends’ properties are… Our town is 
overrun by rich, rude, tourists and people 
who come in and buy up whatever they 
want with all of their millions, open 
businesses and add to the chaos because 
they ‘want to put Fredericksburg on the 
map’ or make Fredericksburg like the big 
city they just moved from.” 

Comment noted. 

“This route propaganda is another way to 
benefit the tourists. Locals already staff off 
of Main Street unless it is absolutely 
necessary. This route isn’t going to be 
forced on any driver so what’s the point” 

Comment noted. 

Questioned the validity of traffic counts 
performed in conjunction with the relief 
route study. Explained that she and her 
family live off of SH 16S, she and her 
husband work in Kerrville, but their 
daughter attends daycare in 
Fredericksburg. Stated, “me driving over 
your ‘data strips’ a combined 4 times a day 
is inconclusive data because we drive to 
Holy Ghost Lutheran Church and back out 
16S, never once going on to the coveted 
Main Street.” 

Comment noted. 
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Expressed concern about impacts to the 
environment (“creeks and rivers”, “you will 
be destroying so many beautiful trees and 
hundreds if not thousands of wildlife will be 
displaced”, historic properties). 

If the current study leads to identification of 
a preferred route option, TxDOT will work 
with the city and county to decide when and 
if the project would advance to future 
phases of project development.  Future 
phases would include opportunities to 
further refine and adjust the route, detailed 
environmental studies to assess potential 
environmental consequences (including 
potential impacts to rivers, creeks, and water 
quality; wildlife and vegetation; historic 
resources), and identification of actions to 
avoid, minimize and mitigate environmental 
impacts. 

231 Osbon, Moneca 8/6/2019 Email “Definitely oppose routes F & H.” Comment noted. 

232 Oswalt, Elizabeth 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form “Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 

233 Pape, Lucille Stehling 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“I prefer routes F, H & G – I believe it would 
be used more by truckers and locals 
because it’s shorter than the outer routes. 
It would be less expensive than going 
closer to the city or further out – in other 
words – a happy medium!” 

Comment noted. 

234 Pape, Robert W. 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Prefer Routes F, G, H has least impact on 
surrounding property. Shortest and 
cheapest.” 

Comment noted. 

235 Pearson, Graham 8/5/2019 Email 

“My vote is for using Ranch Road 2093 
(Tivydale Road) to the west of Highway 16 
South, building a slow curve to intersect 
with Kerr Road, and extending Kerr Road 
northwards to intersect with Highway 290 
West and Highway 87 North.” 

Comment noted. 

“This will minimize impact to property 
owners outside of the City of 
Fredericksburg and also will bring the cost 
of the project to within the affordability of 
Gillespie County residents.” 

Comment noted. 
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“Any relief route farther out will impact 
many property owners outside the City 
limits and will cost taxpayers, both within 
Gillespie County and at the State level, a 
degree of magnitude higher than that for 
the Tivydale / Kerr Road option.” 

Comment noted. 

236 Peters, Lynette 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form “Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 

237 Pfiester, Frances C. 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
Ranked the following routes all as “least 
favorite”: D, G, F, E, H. Comment noted. 

238 Pipkin, Dru 8/6/2019 Email 

“Thank you for all the deliberative study 
you put into the route decisions presented 
at the workshop and for the efforts made 
to explain the criteria used to select the 
more feasible routes.” 

Comment noted. 

239 Pipkin, Dru 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
Ranked routes, in order of preference, as: 
G (“favorite”), E, F, H and D (“least 
favorite”) 

Comment noted. 

“I appreciate the evaluation process 
followed by TxDOT and the Fredericksburg 
Relief Route Task Force and the 
information that was presented at the 
7/23/19 workshop regarding the 
elimination of the outermost routes.  
However, I still believe the remaining 
routes if built to the specification proposed 
by TxDOT, would be too massive in size and 
scope and would be too expensive to pass 
a bond issue vote.” 

Comment noted. 



Fredericksburg Relief Route Study 
Open House #1 
July 23, 2019  

 
Comment 
Number Commenter Name Date Source Comment  Response 

240 Pope, Jayne E. and 
Rees, Forest J, Jr. 8/6/2019 Letter 

“Two of these five routes (E – Grey and G – 
Pink) will dissect a 53 acre parcel of land 
owned by Hill Country Memorial 
(HCM)…HCM fully supports the need for a 
Relief Route to improve congestion on 
Main Street, public safety and quality-of-life 
issues for the community of 
Fredericksburg. However, the impact of a 
potential US 290 Relief Route cutting 
through the middle of the only parcel of 
land that can support any significant 
growth or relocation of services, could be 
devastating to the future sustainability of 
the entire health system in and around 
Fredericksburg and the Hill Country.  
Therefore, with the full support of the 12 
members Board of Trustees, HCM 
respectfully requests that Routes E and G 
be removed from any further consideration 
as potential US 290 Relief Routes.” 

Comment noted. 

241 Prater, Susie 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Access to Hwy at proposed E, F, and D 
affects our RV Park adversely.  
Please consider a different route.” 

Comment noted. 

242 Preciado, Hugo 8/7/2019 Email 

Stated, “The two options containing 
Friendship Lane in my opinion would be the 
best options” citing cost, availability of 
materials and other reasons for his 
preference. 

None of the Relief Route Options, currently 
under consideration, utilize Friendship Lane. 

“The only real issue with traffic is the 
congestion of tourists this town 
brings…due to the limited parking in this 
town people who have lived here long 
enough like myself have to avoid main 
street from this congestion and tourist 
jumping out in traffic j walking.” 

Comment noted. 
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“Tourism does bring income to this town 
but it also brings headaches with the 
congestion of their traffic.  Trucks have 
always rolled right through town.  But 
tourism wit the proliferation of wineries has 
brought more headaches.” 

Comment noted. 

“One section that has to be brought up to 
attention as well is the area on main street 
where Natural Grocers, McDonalds and the 
bank beside it.  That area is prone to have 
car accident one day due to the increased 
traffic passing through there along with the 
speed limit increased to 40 mph.  Either 
that limit must come down to 30 mph for 
that area or fix an intersection with a light.” 

Comment noted. 

243 Price, Cheryl 8/5/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
Ranked the following routes all as “least 
favorite”: D, G, F, E, H. Comment noted. 

“No! Residential property should not be 
affected by displacement ‘or’ higher taxes. 
We are already being taxed to death! Leave 
our beautiful Hill Country alone!” 

Comment noted. 

244 Priebe, Marc 8/5/2019 Comment 
Form “Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
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245 Przywara, Mark 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Will this be paid for by taxpayers? Or part 
by TxDOT funding?” 

Prior to initiating the current Relief Route 
Study, TxDOT, the City of Fredericksburg and 
Gillespie County agreed upon a set of 
conditions to guide the planning effort 
(assuming the project advances beyond the 
current study and ultimately comes to 
fruition).  One of the agreed upon conditions 
is that the City and County will provide 100% 
of any needed right-of-way.  In addition, the 
City and County will contribute toward the 
cost of construction.  Preliminary cost 
estimates have been developed as part of 
the Relief Route Study.  The cost will be 
refined, over time, as more detail about the 
design and construction is developed.  In the 
future, when a more final construction 
estimate is developed, TxDOT, the City and 
the County will develop a plan for funding the 
project and establishing the local (City and 
County) contributions.   

“Overpasses across Tivydale, 87 or 16?” Comment noted. 

“Why not make this toll road?  Partially pay 
for itself” 

Development of the relief route as a toll road 
is not consistent with current Texas policy as 
established by State leadership; thus, tolling 
is not an option at this time.   

“Is TxDOT traffic survey on Tivydale tied to 
Relief Route?” No. 
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“Has impact on wildlife been considered?” 

Yes. The Texas Parks and Wildlife 
Department’s Natural Diversity Database 
(NDD) provides information regarding 
potential locations and occurrences of 
sensitive species of plants and animals.  
NDD data was considered during the 
evaluation process.  
 
If the current study leads to identification of 
a preferred route option, TxDOT will work 
with the city and county to decide when and 
if the project would advance to future 
phases of project development.  Future 
phases would detailed environmental 
studies and a more thorough assessment of 
potential environmental consequences to 
wildlife and other resources.   

“How many man hours effort into this 
study? Time that could be put elsewhere” 

Although the exact number of manhours 
dedicated to this study, to date, is not readily 
available, the effort has been considerable.  
It should be noted, however, that the Relief 
Route Study is being performed at the 
request of City and County Officials.  At the 
conclusion of the Relief Route Study, local 
officials and the Gillespie County Relief 
Route Task Force, in consultation with 
TxDOT, will have the information needed to 
make an informed decision as to whether 
the relief route concept should be advanced 
further. 

246 Rach, Laurie 8/5/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
“Many people who will be directly affected 
by the proposed routes are completely 
unaware of this project, which makes it 
unfair.” 

Comment noted. 

“To believe you could possibly be correct 
with your survey numbers is ridiculous.” Comment noted. 
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247 Ramirez, David 8/4/2019 Email 

“First I want to say NO, to all the 5 routes, 
no to the huge interstate that will be going 
to close to where I live and to close to 
town, litter, road debris.” 

Comment noted. 

“Cost to Taxpayers is too high for what we 
get out of this.” Comment noted. 

“At the hwy 87 n – hwy 290 west section of 
all 5 options destroy/negative impact 
historic homes and historic land sites.” 

A comprehensive historic resources survey 
would normally be conducted as part of the 
[future] environmental study should the 
relief route advance beyond the current 
study phase; however, because of the 
number of potentially-historic properties in 
the study area and the level of public 
interest in those properties, TxDOT has 
decided to conduct an historic resources 
survey in conjunction with the current Relief 
Route Study.  The historic resources survey 
will focus on the five remaining Primary 
Route Options.   

“Businesses destroyed or forced to 
relocate.” Comment noted. 

“The five routes do long term 
environmental damage to barons Creek, 
Town Creek and live oak creek.” 

If the current study leads to identification of 
a preferred route option, TxDOT will work 
with the city and county to decide when and 
if the project would advance to future 
phases of project development.  Future 
phases would include opportunities to 
further refine and adjust the route, detailed 
environmental studies to assess potential 
environmental consequences (including 
potential impacts to rivers, creeks, and water 
quality), and identification of actions to 
avoid, minimize and mitigate environmental 
impacts. 

“No to any relief routes that destroy our 
pioneer homesites, farms, ranches and 
what keeps this town in tx a great place to 
live.” 

Comment noted. 
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248 Ramirez, Marcella 8/7/2019 Letter 

“I have seen all the changes that this town 
has gone through, but this relief route that 
everyone is talking about is way too much it 
will destroy the German beauty that this 
town holds, this town is so charming and 
quite and cute and it doesn’t need a noisy 
route going through it or so close to town.” 

Comment noted. 

“It will affect so many businesses and 
families that have been in the town 
forever.” 

Comment noted. 

“People that depend on their properties 
depend on their properties for their 
futures.” 

Comment noted. 

“People should not have to change their 
lives or have to give up their properties that 
have been in their families for 
generations.” 

Comment noted. 

“The Relief Route would cause the price for 
living to go up even more.  People should 
not have to suffer even more!  Those who 
pay rent pay enough already people should 
not have to starve themselves just to live in 
this town.” 

Comment noted. 

“Cost to tax payers is too high for what we 
get out of this we do not want to foot the 
bill for down town businesses…” 

Comment noted. 

249 Reavis, Michael H. 8/5/2019 Email 

“I do not see any of the proposed routes as 
being a benefit to Gillespie County as a 
whole.  All of the proposed routes put 
undue burden on the taxpayers of Gillespie 
County, as well as the landowners whose 
land will be cut up, divided and made very 
undesirable.” 

Comment noted. 

“It seems that whoever is pushing for the 
development of the route must have 
personal gain at stake.  I know many of the 
property owners along the routes and have 
not heard one say they can see a benefit.” 

Comment noted. 
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“As a tax payer in the county and city, I can 
only see increased tax burdens and a 
scaring of the land, while basically taking a 
Main Street problem and dumping it onto 
others.” 

Comment noted. 

“There are other alternatives available that 
will not be so destructive to our community 
or costly.  We should be looking at a means 
to move more traffic off main, like cars and 
pickups, not just tractor trailers.” 

As adopted by the Gillespie County Relief 
Route Task Force and presented at all three 
public workshops, the Relief Route Study’s 
objectives include: reducing the volume of 
trucks using Main Street to travel through 
downtown; helping to reduce congestion on 
Main Street; accommodating projected 
increases in traffic’.   Although truck traffic is 
a subset of the overall problem, the potential 
relief route would be intended to serve a 
broader need; thus, the route is not intended 
solely as a truck route. 

“No one needs a 70 mph highway to 
bypass Main Street.” 

For planning and design purposes a 70 MPH 
design speed is assumed; however, design 
speed and actual speed are not necessarily 
them same.  As outlined in the Texas 
Administrative Code, during the design 
phase, an “interim speed limit” would be 
established based on traffic and engineering 
investigations.  The interim speed limit would 
be in effect until such time as the facility is 
open and traffic on the facility stabilizes.  
Once traffic is stabilized, a speed survey will 
be performed to establish the maximum 
speed limit in accordance with the provisions 
of State law.   

“The most common sense idea is to 
complete Friendship Lane/Tivydale Road 
around to Hwy 290 west and possibly Hwy 
87 north with a reasonable and safe speed 
limits, say 45 mph.” 

Comment noted. 

“I for one do not like driving on main street, 
but to drive out of town to bypass Main 
street is crazy.  Give me something close in 
and I will choose it over main.” 

Comment noted. 
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250 Reeh, Laurie 8/5/2019 Comment 
Form “Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 

251 Rees, Jr., Forest J. 8/7/2019 Email 

“I have lived in Fredericksburg for most of 
my life and I agree that a heavy 
truck/traffic relief route is needed.” 

Comment noted. 

“Please, however, do not endorse or 
proceed with Route E or Route G.  These 
routes will ruin the future of one of Texas’s 
finest rural hospitals and medical health 
system.” 

Comment noted. 

“Hill Country Memorial owns property that 
would be divided and ultimately of little use 
to our rural healthcare future.  Land on 
those routes constitute the FUTURE of our 
healthcare long term when we outgrow the 
confines of the Hill Country Memorial 
hospital property presently at the 
intersection of State Highway #16 South 
and Windcrest Street in the city limits of 
Fredericksburg.” 

Comment noted. 

“Please do not proceed considering Route 
E or Route G.  Please, the future of our 
rural healthcare is at risk.” 

Comment noted. 

252 Reeves, Becky and 
Hugh 7/23/2019 Comment 

Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 

“Each of these proposed routes interferes 
with cycling routes on the southside of 
Main Street (US 290).  There are no 
provisions in the proposal for bike lanes or 
bike underpasses.” 

If the current study leads to identification of 
a preferred route option and assuming the 
project ultimately advances to construction, 
the relief route project would be designed 
and constructed in accordance with 
applicable TxDOT policies pertaining to bike 
and pedestrian accommodations.   

“The routes destroy valuable property & 
have a negative environmental impact on 
our area.” 

Comment noted. 

“The simplest and cheapest solution is a 
mile long tunnel under main street from 
Baron’s Creek to Bowie.  This avoids all of 
the downtown district and issues 
associated there.” 

Comment noted. 

253 7/23/2019 “Build the relief route” Comment noted. 
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Reynolds, Ed and 
Rhoda 

Comment 
Form 

Ranked routes, in order of preference, as: 
D (“favorite”), E, F, G, and H (“least 
favorite”) 

Comment noted. 

“We believe a 4 lane highway with 
shoulders would be adequate for our 
community – not a 10 lane expressway. 
The relief route at Cleburne would be an 
example.” 

Comment noted. 

254 Rivera, Alejandro Jr. 8/6/2019 Comment 
Form “Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 

255 Roarick, Sharon 8/5/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
“We do not need more taxes to pay for your 
agenda.” Comment noted. 

256 Robledo, Karmen 8/7/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
Ranked the following routes all as “least 
favorite”: D, G, F, E. Comment noted. 

“Will increase my taxes.” Comment noted. 

257 Roeden, James 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“I strongly encourage the analysis to weight 
the residential & commercial 
displacements as the most & second most 
important factors because of the human 
impact.” 

Because weighting can be very subjective (as 
it is often reflective of personal preferences 
and priorities), the various criteria used to 
evaluate the Primary Route Options were not 
weighted.  Instead raw data was calculated 
and options were ranked from best to worst 
based on the potential for impacts.   

“There should also be factors for noise & 
visual pollution.” 

The number of residences located with 250 
feet of a route is one of the criteria used to 
evaluate route options.  This number 
provides an indication of the number of 
homes that could potentially be impacted by 
noise and other conditions associated with 
being close to the roadway. 
 

“Considering these, Purple Route D 
appears the least painful.” Comment noted. 

258 Rowan, Dana 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“I applaud the effort to build a Relief Route 
in order to increase safety, provide faster 
transport of goods through Gillespie County 
and make the city more ‘livable.’” 

Comment noted. 
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“I am also very pleased with the Task 
Force’s hard work to attempt to solve the 
Relief Route rubric through data science 
and public input.” 

Comment noted. 

“While I can understand why the Task 
Force does not want to subjectively weight 
the elements of the matrix, perhaps a 
percentage rank, rather than an ordinal 
rank, would be a better way to characterize 
the distribution on impact.” 

Comment noted. 

259 Rowton, Cheryl 8/5/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
“The TxDOT vision for this ‘relief’ route is 
out of proportion and wholly inappropriate 
for Fredericksburg.” 

Comment noted. 

260 Rowton, Phil 8/5/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
“This plan is NOT necessary. There are 
many more options that don’t disrupt our 
community and infringe on our growth.” 

Comment noted. 

261 Runkel, Linda 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Route D – 1st choice” Comment noted. 
“Route F – 2nd choice” Comment noted. 
“Best Conceptual Layout w/2 Frontage 
roads.” Comment noted. 

262 Sadd, William C. 8/2/2019 Email 

Stated, “I am opposed to the two eastern 
US 290 proposed relief routes (Routes F & 
H / Maroon & Orange) starting at Heritage 
Hills Country for the following reasons” and 
cited impacts to the Heritage Hill Country 
community, potential impacts to Ft Martin 
Scott, “this land is too valuable for a major 
highway intersection,” and potential 
impacts to the Good Samaritan Center.  
Concluded by stating, “these two routes 
are just too much ‘in the middle of our 
city’”. 

Comment noted. 
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263 Saiidi, Mo 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“I reviewed and talked to a few reps r/the 
final five options. It is not obvious from 
these options what is the absolute 
minimum cost option. Obviously, option E is 
rated the best option, however could it be 
done/to be the min. cost option? And if not 
why not?” 

 
Comment noted. 

“The concern is the cost of Bond election 
that the community would be willing to 
accept. Option E w/294-acre ROW is $9m-
15m at $30k to $45k per acre in today’s 
cost. It most likely would be much higher 
15-20 year when it is anticipated. Gillespie 
County with ~25k population would not be 
receptive to the tax burden.” 

Comment noted. 

“Need to present the absolute min cost 
option and these build from that with other 
options to enhance its features.” 

Comment noted. 

264 Saiidi, Mo 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Has TxDOT considered extending 290 at 
281 intersection outside Johnson City to 
completely bypass all the city & 
communities of JC, Hye, Stonewall, Fbrg, 
etc. make this the true 20 Hwy wit Existing 
290 as a business route.  I am sure it has 
less or no residential, commercial 
interference and could be built with 4 lane 
& median of 70 mph as the rep stated to 
me.” 

The described facility is beyond the scope of 
the current Relief Route Study and is not 
currently being considered. 

265 Salinas, Juan 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Route D would be the most expensive to 
build, impact the most people live the 
route. 60% of the trucks you see in town 
are here to service the merchants.” 

 
 
Comment noted. 

“On a personal note, I purchased the land 
with everything I had. No one gave it to me. 
Route will end up in my front door. 
Like the old farmer said, make do with 
what you got.” 

Comment noted. 
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266 Saucier, Kathy and 
Gary 8/6/2019 Email 

“We are pleased that in the recent route 
deselection, the remaining routes no longer 
cross Leyendecker Rd.  That greatly 
reduces the direct impact of the Relief 
Route to our and our neighbors properties.  
Yet, we are not happy with road design nor 
the proposed location for the road.” 

Comment noted. 

“There is no reason for a divided highway 
as the design for a Fredericksburg Relief 
Route, except that it is the only style of 
road TxDOT is wanting to build.” 

The capacity of the potential relief route is 
the same as the capacity of existing US 290 
– east and west of Fredericksburg. US 290 
(east and west) approaching Fredericksburg 
is a four-lane undivided roadway. The relief 
route, as currently envisioned, would consist 
of four main lanes for through traffic. Thus, 
the existing and proposed roadways provide 
the same through traffic capacity. Frontage 
roads would be optional and dependent 
upon input from the community, except 
where required to maintain existing access 
or prevent landlocking adjacent 
properties. In those areas where frontage 
roads are neither required nor desired, it 
may be possible to reduce the amount of 
right-of-way required.   

“The proposed routes and road design will 
result in an expensive road that will likely 
not be affordable by the tax payers.” 

Comment noted 

“With the 5 options remaining, there is only 
1 option area at US 87 N, no choice at all 
for people in that area.” 

Comment noted. 

“There is really only 1 option on US 290 E 
also, as the area near Industrial Loop will 
easily fall out as bad choices.” 

Comment noted. 

“The area around Kerr Rd is hit by 4 of the 
5 routes, so again not much choice.” 

Comment noted. 
 

“The criteria used for selection seem 
heavily weighted to cost based items rather 
than caring about the people impacts or 
impact to the local residents.” 

Comment noted. 



Fredericksburg Relief Route Study 
Open House #1 
July 23, 2019  

 
Comment 
Number Commenter Name Date Source Comment  Response 

“If TxDOT could remove the limited access, 
400’ ROW, and 70 MPH rules that are 
fixed, there is most likely a way to get a 
Relief Route or bypass or re-alignment or 
other named road that can meet the 
community needs…A smaller/cheaper road 
could fit more easily through the 5 routes 
with much less cost, and much less push 
back as it can be accommodated with less 
impact to property owners homesteads.” 

Comment noted. 

“As the gray route crosses Tx16 and FM 
2093, use of a single long road on piers 
(overpasses) or a tunnel to get over or 
under the area, without impacting the 
existing businesses” would eliminate the 
need for frontage roads and a wide median 
through the area.” 

Comment noted. 

“I hope that many of these details of 
design will use cost and minimizing impact 
to people/homesteads as a high priority.  
This can result in a road design that is 
more in keeping with the Hill Country and 
thus something votes might be willing to 
buy.  If the large roadway which impacts 
many people, homesteads, businesses and 
the Hill Country way of life is not change, 
we are concerned we will all end up without 
a solution.”   

Comment noted. 

“We would like to see a small team think 
through the other options that are available 
for improving traffic flow in the city and 
improve main street flow.  Ready to sit 
down with Task Force or City 
Transportation team to discuss these 
alternatives that seem to be being 
ignored.” 

Comment noted. 

267 Sauary, Jay R. 8/6/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Build the relief route” Comment noted. 
Ranked routes, in order of preference, as: 
D (“favorite”), G, E, (tied) and F and H (tied) 
as “least favorite” 

Comment noted. 
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268 Schaetter, Dwayne 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form “Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 

269 Schaetter, Imogene 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form “Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 

270 Schmidt, Charles D. 8/5/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Our property …is for grazing food animals, 
even the area net to our dwelling, therefore 
the fragmented area will require new 
fencing, a water line, and access to the 
other side of our property.” 

Comment noted. 

“As presented, the routes (E or G) may 
demolish our barn, pens, water well, and 
storage buildings, and be very near our 
bedroom.” 

Comment noted. 

“The easement will cover about 20.5 acres 
which can produce several hundred 
pounds of beef per year. The hard surface 
will cause about 4,775,240 gallons of run-
off water (at 24” per year).  This represents 
a loss to forage production and an 
accelerant for soil erosion.  Therefore, it is 
clearly harmful to the environment.” 

Comment noted. 

“I do not understand why the route must be 
greater in area than the route feeding it.  
Surely a divided highway seems 
extravagant.  Of course, the access roads 
are essential.” 

The capacity of the potential relief route is 
the same as the capacity of existing US 290 
– east and west of Fredericksburg. US 290 
(east and west) approaching Fredericksburg 
is a four-lane undivided roadway. The relief 
route, as currently envisioned, would consist 
of four main lanes for through traffic. Thus, 
the existing and proposed roadways provide 
the same through traffic capacity. Frontage 
roads would be optional and dependent 
upon input from the community, except 
where required to maintain existing access 
or prevent landlocking adjacent 
properties. In those areas where frontage 
roads are neither required nor desired, it 
may be possible to reduce the amount of 
right-of-way required.   
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“If the city citizens want to exchange their 
burdens for our tranquility there must be 
(illegible) for that transaction in addition to 
the market value of our land.” 

Comment noted. 

“How will this intervention effect the future 
market price of our land?” 

The purpose of the Relief Route Study is to 
identify a preferred route option.  
Assessment of property values is outside the 
scope of the study. 

271 Schmidt, Hal 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Taking away further out routes is a bad 
idea.  Let’s get traffic further out.  ‘A’ puts 
more relief on town and allows for growth 
in the future.” 

Comment noted. 

“May be cheaper to use the closer routes 
now, but will cost more in the future.” Comment noted. 

272 Schmidt, Pam 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“This a dog and pony show.  You are 
putting all this effort acting like what we 
say makes any difference.  You have made 
your decision already purely on what is the 
cheapest way to build this road.” 

 
 
Cost is only one of the criteria used to 
evaluate the route options. 

“The only real option is to go around the 
town, not through it.  The furthest route 
would be the best to get the traffic away 
from town but this is costliest – most 
expensive.  You will be displacing more 
people the closer you get to town.” 

Comment noted. 

273 Schneider, Sammy 8/5/2019 Comment 
Form “Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 

274 Schneider, Traci 8/5/2019 Comment 
Form “Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
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275 Schoessow, Gayle D. 7/24/2019 Email 

“In viewing the 5 recent proposed routes I 
fail to see why the relief routes F and H 
would even need to exist as they are so 
incredibly close to and parallel the route of 
Friendship Ln.  It would seem that utilizing 
Friendship Ln. until it crosses 16 is the 
solution that has the least expense and is 
the lease invasive to landowners.” 

Prior to initiation of the current 
Fredericksburg Relief Route Study, TxDOT, 
the City of Fredericksburg and Gillespie 
County agreed upon a set of design 
parameters to guide relief route planning 
efforts. Those parameters include planning 
for a higher speed, controlled access facility. 
The roadway would consist of four main 
lanes (two in each direction) with frontage 
roads, where needed, to maintain local 
access. Applying that vision to Friendship 
Lane would require total reconstruction of 
the roadway, construction of frontage roads, 
and the need to acquire a significant amount 
of additional ROW. In fact, the existing 100-
foot ROW could quadruple in width which 
would result in a large number of residential 
and commercial displacements. Although 
Friendship Lane is not considered a viable 
location for the Fredericksburg Relief Route, 
it is an important element of the local 
transportation system. Improvements to 
Friendship Lane may be undertaken in the 
future as part of the city’s transportation 
improvement plan. Future improvements to 
Friendship Lane would be separate and 
distinct from the Fredericksburg Relief 
Route. 

“I believe D, E and G are too far from town 
and unfairly burden those who live outside 
of town to the benefit of those that live 
insider of town.  In particular this 
benefit/burden dynamic is extremely 
sensitive and divisive during this time when 
the pipeline is taking so much land from so 
many people in our community. 

Comment noted. 

276 Schueling, Barbara 8/7/2019 Comment 
Form “Do not build the relief route”  

Comment noted. 
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“My parents own property on the proposed 
Route H… The tragedy of these routes 
affects the lies of the people who own 
these properties.  People like my aging 
parents have worked their whole lives to 
own their land.  So to the people who want 
this route, don’t forget, hard working 
people like my parents helped build 
Fredericksburg to what it is today!  Please 
don’t take it away from them and others!  
Do not build the relief routes!” 

Comment noted. 

277 Schueling, Terry 8/7/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
“My in-laws own property on the proposed 
route H. Corner of Kerr Rd. and W. Live 
Oak. Do not build the relief routes, no one 
deserves losing their land.” 

Comment noted. 

278 Schumann, Marlin 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
“Do not need.” Comment noted. 

279 Segner, Charlie 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
“Route is not needed.” Comment noted. 

280 Shelton, Gary 8/2/2019 Email 

“Do not agree with Route ‘F’ or ‘H’, for how 
these two routes were picked as 5 finalist 
doesn’t make sense!  To much disruption 
of business’s, homes, Communities as 
Heritage Hill Country and the new one 
going in now called Freedom, verse’s 
taking the logical route of working with the 
city of Fredericksburg and using its 
thoughts of expansion of Friendship Lane, 
etc, and combining forces and cost!” 

Comment noted. 
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“…putting where you think you want to put 
now and starting it, will be old before you 
even get it finished.  Another more logical 
remedy, outside of working with the city on 
the Friendship lane avenue, is to use the 
FM towards Luckenbach and work around 
the city, undeveloped areas, for the cities 
future expansion for we all know this area 
is only going to grow more due to the mass 
of people moving to Texas and the I 35 
corridor already getting full so they have to 
head back this direction.  C’mon use 
common sense not idealogy based off of 
one group thinking and cost applications!!!” 

Comment noted. 

281 Shelton, Gary A. 8/5/2019 Email 

“Please add me to all emails in regards to 
the above referenced!  As a realtor of 
Fredericksburg, I would like to keep current 
on all the happenings of this so I can keep 
existing clients and future clients abreast 
of the pro’s and mainly con’s, of the five 
final relief routes that have been 
proposed!” 

Mr. Shelton has been added to the study 
mailing list. 

“I continually want to express my 
displeasure of taking property from current 
neighborhoods, landmarks, etc. when the 
city and state should be working together 
to utilize changes on roads that the city is 
already planning using as relief roads, like 
Friendship Lane, which the city is already 
planning on widening and extending as a 
loop sort of speak….  One would think 
working together with cost on this direction 
would be better than making changes to 
Friendship Ln (which is already in progress) 
and then move money to make another 
south bound loop as you are showing 
here." 

Comment noted. 

282 Sivells, Jalyn 8/8/2019 “Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
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Comment 
Form 

“I will be paying taxes on something that 
doesn’t even benefit me. It is a waste of 
money! You are stealing property from 
people for no reason. You are stealing my 
money for no reason.” 

Comment noted. 

283 Slapak, Debra 8/6/2019 Comment 
Form “Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 

284 Slaughter, Margaret 
and Wayne 8/5/2019 Comment 

Form 

“Build the relief route” Comment noted. 
Ranked routes, in order of preference, as: 
G (“favorite”), H, E, F and D (“least 
favorite”) 

Comment noted. 

285 Smagula, Lotta 8/6/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
Ranked routes, in order of preference, as: 
D (“favorite”), G and E (tied), and F and H 
(tied) as “least favorite” 

Comment noted. 

“I am absolutely against any route that 
goes through any of the long established 
orchards. There are other less destructive 
routes that could be used and not threaten 
the livelihood of the orchard owners and 
employees.” 

Comment noted. 

286 Smith, Anthony 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form “Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
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287 Smith, Valarie 7/30/2019 Email 

“I’ve been to all 4 meetings and learned 
more talking to one TxDOT rep for 5 
minutes than in all the meetings combined.  
:This is the information that I was told that I 
don’t think is common knowledge:  1. The 
relief route will become Hwy 290 and Main 
Street will not be any longer.  2. Ability for 
trucks to travel at 70 miles per hour is 
required by the state for any new highway 
built.  3.  Frontage roads are required by 
the state for access to driveways which 
accounts for the width of the road and 
amount of land needed.  4. All or most of 
the construction costs will come be TxDOT 
budget, but land acquisitions will be up to 
residents to pay for including how long that 
process will be stretched out.   If this is all 
correct information, then it should be made 
available to residents in simple terms.” 

The following clarifications are needed: 
Item 1 – If the relief route is constructed, 
upon completion existing Main Street would 
be removed from the State Highway System.  
Ownership responsibility would be assumed 
by the City of Fredericksburg.  Main Street 
would still exist as a City street. 
Item 2 – The design speed for the relief 
route would be 70 mph.  Actual posted 
speed would be set, in accordance with 
State law, and could be less than the design 
speed. 
Item 3 – Frontage roads are required where 
necessary to maintain local access.    

288 Snyder, Judy 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“All 5 routes proposed go through too 
much property that will affect the property 
owners and their homes & businesses.” 

Comment noted. 

“Put the route farther from town – using 
unimproved property.” Comment noted. 

289 Spencer, Doug 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Please note my concerns as it affects our 
family property.” Comment noted. 

“(D) or Purple Rt should be removed from 
consideration because it is too long and 
therefore most expensive.” 

Comment noted. 

“It will be a huge and permanent negative 
on our property value and quality of life.” Comment noted. 
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“Historic properties lay along this proposed 
route that will be divided or demolished.” 

A comprehensive historic resources survey 
would normally be conducted as part of the 
[future] environmental study should the 
relief route advance beyond the current 
study phase; however, because of the 
number of potentially-historic properties in 
the study area and the level of public 
interest in those properties, TxDOT has 
decided to conduct an historic resources 
survey in conjunction with the current Relief 
Route Study.  The historic resources survey 
will focus on the five remaining Primary 
Route Options.   

“it lies along and cross over the floodplain” 
If constructed, the Relief Route would 
comply with applicable floodplain 
regulations. 

“The impacts to wildlife along the 
Pedernales is disturbing to us.  We have a 
family of foxes, turkey, deer, rabbit, 
ringtails, road runners, racoon that use our 
property and need their river; not trucks.” 

If the current study leads to identification of 
a preferred route option, TxDOT will work 
with the city and county to decide when and 
if the project would advance to future 
phases of project development.  Future 
phases would include opportunities to 
further refine and adjust the route, detailed 
environmental studies to assess potential 
environmental consequences (including 
potential impacts to rivers, creeks, and water 
quality and wildlife), and identification of 
actions to avoid, minimize and mitigate 
environmental impacts. 
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“This entire project would be on Friendship 
Lane and put back on the table.” 

Prior to initiation of the current 
Fredericksburg Relief Route Study, TxDOT, 
the City of Fredericksburg and Gillespie 
County agreed upon a set of design 
parameters to guide relief route planning 
efforts. Those parameters include planning 
for a higher speed, controlled access facility. 
The roadway would consist of four main 
lanes (two in each direction) with frontage 
roads, where needed, to maintain local 
access. Applying that vision to Friendship 
Lane would require total reconstruction of 
the roadway, construction of frontage roads, 
and the need to acquire a significant amount 
of additional ROW. In fact, the existing 100-
foot ROW could quadruple in width which 
would result in a large number of residential 
and commercial displacements. Although 
Friendship Lane is not considered a viable 
location for the Fredericksburg Relief Route, 
it is an important element of the local 
transportation system. Improvements to 
Friendship Lane may be undertaken in the 
future as part of the city’s transportation 
improvement plan. Future improvements to 
Friendship Lane would be separate and 
distinct from the Fredericksburg Relief 
Route. 

“This project is to solve a problem of the 
city and therefore the city should bear the 
sacrifices that have to be made.”     

Comment noted. 

290 Spengler, Brittany 8/6/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Build the relief route” Comment noted. 
Ranked routes, in order of preference, as: 
D (“favorite”) and G, E, F and H (tied) as 
“least favorite” 

Comment noted. 
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291 Stanley, Sharon 8/4/2019 Email 

“I don’t think that TxDOT has demonstrated 
why we need an interstate style highway 
with a large footprint that scars our 
beautiful hill country.” 

 
The capacity of the potential relief route is 
the same as the capacity of existing US 290 
– east and west of Fredericksburg. US 290 
(east and west) approaching Fredericksburg 
is a four-lane undivided roadway. The relief 
route, as currently envisioned, would consist 
of four main lanes for through traffic. Thus, 
the existing and proposed roadways provide 
the same through traffic capacity. Frontage 
roads would be optional and dependent 
upon input from the community, except 
where required to maintain existing access 
or prevent landlocking adjacent 
properties. In those areas where frontage 
roads are neither required nor desired, it 
may be possible to reduce the amount of 
right-of-way required.   

“The ranking criteria used to eliminate 
routes was not weighted to take into 
account that some criteria are more 
important than other.”  

Because weighting can be very subjective (as 
it is often reflective of personal preferences 
and priorities), the various criteria used to 
evaluate the Primary Route Options were not 
weighted.  Instead raw data was calculated 
and options were ranked from best to worst 
based on the potential for impacts.   

“I have heard that the demographic 
information on the volume of truck traffic is 
old and much of the truck traffic now is 
destination traffic which would use such a 
route.”  

Traffic counts and data were obtained 
specifically for use during the Relief Route 
Study; thus, none of the data is considered 
“old.” As indicated above, detailed counts 
were collected three times over the course of 
the Relief Route Study. Commercially 
available (truck) origin/destination data from 
2017 was used to supplement traffic count 
data.   

“The estimated costs are clearly low and 
don’t include acquisition of properties.” 

The preliminary cost estimates, as presented 
at the Open House, are for construction only.  
The commenter is correct that they do not 
include the cost of right of way. 

“The tax burden will be huge if a bond is 
passed, which is frankly doubtful.”  Comment noted. 
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“All in all, this process is lacking good 
information and fairness.”  Comment noted. 

“I have attended the TxDOT meetings and 
I’m not satisfied that we need a relief route 
at all.”  

Comment noted. 

“I believe the process needs to slow down 
and include more people as many are 
unaware of what is happening unless they 
are directly affected.”  

The Study Team is committed to engaging all 
interested stakeholders in a meaningful way.  
To that end, in addition to publishing display 
ads (announcing the Open House) in the 
local newspaper, email notices were 
distributed to those on the Study mailing list,  
flyers were placed (for distribution) at several 
local businesses known to be frequented by 
local residents, notice was posted on the 
City, County and TxDOT websites, and 
notices were distributed via social media.   In 
addition, postcards announcing the Open 
House were mailed to the owners of property 
along the five remaining route options. 

“I believe we should have a referendum on 
whether the people of the City and County 
want this before the project moves 
forward.”  

Comment noted. 

“I also believe that people should be made 
aware of an alternative solution.  The City 
has a plan to extend local roads to help 
alleviate truck traffic but this isn’t getting 
any coverage.  It is less invasive and 
cheaper.  This needs to be communicated 
as an alternative to the TxDOT plan.” 

Comment noted. 

“…there should be no route until we get a 
better process with better information and 
a vote by the people of the City and County 
on whether this is wanted.  No vote, no 
route.” 

Comment noted. 

292 Stehling, Jeff 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“As a family member of a very large 
historical properties, I would like to thank 
you for taking A B Routes out of the 
equation.” 

Comment noted. 
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“It is a hard task to try to please everyone, 
our community is growing and I feel there 
is a need for a relief route.” 

Comment noted. 

“I hope more consideration is done in other 
areas concerning historic properties, and I 
know all involved are working to achieve 
success in this project.” 

A comprehensive historic resources survey 
would normally be conducted as part of the 
[future] environmental study should the 
relief route advance beyond the current 
study phase; however, because of the 
number of potentially-historic properties in 
the study area and the level of public 
interest in those properties, TxDOT has 
decided to conduct an historic resources 
survey in conjunction with the current Relief 
Route Study.  The historic resources survey 
will focus on the five remaining Primary 
Route Options.   

293 Stehling, Michele 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Use route F or H then merge into route G 
or H.” Comment noted. 

294 Stehling, Randy 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Please continue to recognize the 
importance of preserving historical 
properties and minimizing negative impact 
on heritage family properties.” 

A comprehensive historic resources survey 
would normally be conducted as part of the 
[future] environmental study should the 
relief route advance beyond the current 
study phase; however, because of the 
number of potentially-historic properties in 
the study area and the level of public 
interest in those properties, TxDOT has 
decided to conduct an historic resources 
survey in conjunction with the current Relief 
Route Study.  The historic resources survey 
will focus on the five remaining Primary 
Route Options.   

“Of the routes currently proposed my 
suggestion is to go with routes F, H & G.” Comment noted. 



Fredericksburg Relief Route Study 
Open House #1 
July 23, 2019  

 
Comment 
Number Commenter Name Date Source Comment  Response 

295 Stehling, Randy 8/5/2019 Letter 

“I am writing to you on behalf of the living 
descendants of the Amandus Stehling 
family.  We are very relieved and grateful 
that none of the five remaining Primary 
Route Options shown at the July 23rd Open 
House will adversely affect our family’s 
historic homestead and that the Stehling 
family’s objections to the earlier proposed 
routes A & B have been addressed by the 
Task Force and the Texas Department of 
Transportation.” 

Comment noted. 

“The extended Stehling family also has 
asked me to convey to you and the Task 
Force, as well as others involved in this 
process, that we very much appreciate the 
opportunity to provide our input with 
respect to the proposed route options.” 

Comment noted. 

“Please know that, on behalf of myself and 
the approximately 100 other Stehling 
family members whose signatures are 
attached to this letter, we appreciated 
having the chance to share our concerns 
regarding the earlier proposed routes…” 

Comment noted. 

296 Stehling Jr., Richard 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Good maps for display, easy to follow.” Comment noted. 
“The routes closer to town are much better 
for all to use.” Comment noted. 

“I really think F & H are the better choice.” Comment noted. 

297 Stehling, Sharon and 
Ted 7/23/2019 Comment 

Form 

“We are so grateful for the consideration 
given to us please to abandon route AB – 
this route would have gone through our 
family property, which we’ve had since 
1852. Historic buildings and property are 
so much a part of Fredericksburg and 
Gillespie County. It is so important to 
preserve this for future generations. We 
appreciate your consideration of this 
historic property.” 

Comment noted. 
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298 Stein, Edward and 
Sandra 8/3/2019 Email 

“We strongly oppose the relief routes 
proposal of plans F and H.  This would 
affect a great number of residences and 
businesses.  Some of those affected would 
be Heritage Hill Country, the Frieden 
development, the new development west 
of Frieden, and business owners along the 
industrial loop.  The housing developments 
alone have the potential for more than 600 
homes impacted by these bypass routes, 
not the 68 or 83 claimed by TxDOT.” 

For purposes of the route evaluation, only 
those existing homes and businesses 
located (entirely or partially) within the 
anticipated right-of-way of a route option 
were counted as potential displacements. As 
a separate criterion, the number of existing 
residences located with 250 feet of a route 
were also counted (providing an indication of 
the number of homes that could potentially 
be impacted by noise and other conditions 
associated with being close to the roadway).   
 
At the request of the Gillespie County Relief 
Route Task Force, the evaluation of the five 
remaining route options will also consider 
impacts to planned development including  
the Frieden Subdivision and other 
developments mentioned by the commenter. 

“A relief route should be just that and 
bypass the city not be put in the middle of 
it.  Just having these proposals has already 
had an impact on our property values and 
will only do more harm if implemented.” 

Comment noted. 

299 Stewart, Andy 8/4/2019 Email 

“Please do not use Options F or H!”  Stated 
he and his neighbors have “enjoyed this 
peaceful neighborhood for many years.  We 
already hear truck traffic on 87 and can’t 
imagine the noise if it was closer.” 

Comment noted. 

“The route needs to be far away from city 
limits!” Comment noted. 



Fredericksburg Relief Route Study 
Open House #1 
July 23, 2019  

 
Comment 
Number Commenter Name Date Source Comment  Response 

300 Stork, Michael 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Friendship is the least expensive option it 
also saves more land from eminent 
domain. Don’t spend my money on 
something that further hurts the 
environment and ruins the beauty of the 
Hill Country. 

Prior to initiation of the current 
Fredericksburg Relief Route Study, TxDOT, 
the City of Fredericksburg and Gillespie 
County agreed upon a set of design 
parameters to guide relief route planning 
efforts. Those parameters include planning 
for a higher speed, controlled access facility. 
The roadway would consist of four main 
lanes (two in each direction) with frontage 
roads, where needed, to maintain local 
access. Applying that vision to Friendship 
Lane would require total reconstruction of 
the roadway, construction of frontage roads, 
and the need to acquire a significant amount 
of additional ROW. In fact, the existing 100-
foot ROW could quadruple in width which 
would result in a large number of residential 
and commercial displacements. Although 
Friendship Lane is not considered a viable 
location for the Fredericksburg Relief Route, 
it is an important element of the local 
transportation system. Improvements to 
Friendship Lane may be undertaken in the 
future as part of the city’s transportation 
improvement plan. Future improvements to 
Friendship Lane would be separate and 
distinct from the Fredericksburg Relief 
Route. 

301 Straube, Tammy 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
“Too much money & taxes will go up too 
much again!” Comment noted. 

302 Stuart, Patricia 8/7/2019 Comment 
Form “Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 

303 Stuckenschmidt, 
Leon and Pam 7/27/2019 Email 

Stated that they are homeowners in the 
Heritage Hill Country (HHC) subdivision and 
“strongly disagree with the relief routes F 
and H…”  Cited several reasons for their 
opposition. 

Comment noted. 



Fredericksburg Relief Route Study 
Open House #1 
July 23, 2019  

 
Comment 
Number Commenter Name Date Source Comment  Response 

“Routing trucks from interior streets to 
newly constructed interior streets is not 
‘relief’ from truck traffic… Moving the 
noise, pollution and risk of a hazmat event 
from one populated part of Fredericksburg 
to another populated part of 
Fredericksburg will not meet relief route 
objectives…it merely shifts the problems to 
another part of town.” 

Comment noted. 

“The proposed routes F and H would have 
24x7 truck traffic passing next to over a 
dozen HHC homes within 50 feet of the 
roadway.  To make matters worse, the 
trucks will be stopping at a light at the 
intersection with US 290.  The continuous 
noise from large trucks shifting through 
gears as they accelerate to the speed limit 
will make living an enjoyable life in these 
homes impossible.  And, the noise will carry 
well into the subdivision negatively 
affecting the life of other residents.” 

As currently envisioned, the relief route (if 
ultimately constructed) would include 
“flyovers” providing for non-stop travel 
between existing US 290 East and the relief 
route. 

“The proposed relief routes F & H 
terminate at US 290 in a very busy area 
with venues that attract significant traffic…  
Rather than exacerbate the traffic in this 
busy part of US 290, the truck route should 
end at a location well away from these 
venues.” 

Comment noted. 

“The goal of relieving Main Street of truck 
traffic is too narrow.  The goal should be to 
relieve all populated and well-traveled 
areas of Fredericksburg from truck traffic.” 

As adopted by the Gillespie County Relief 
Route Task Force and presented at all three 
public workshops, the Relief Route Study’s 
objectives include: reducing the volume of 
trucks using Main Street to travel through 
downtown; helping to reduce congestion on 
Main Street; accommodating projected 
increases in traffic’.   Although truck traffic is 
a subset of the overall problem, the potential 
relief route would be intended to serve a 
broader need; thus, the route is not intended 
solely as a truck route. 
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“We ask that the relief route committee 
look past the 20-year horizon and imagine 
the thoughts of our city leaders and 
citizens 30, 40 or more years from now.  If 
routes F & H are selected, I suspect they 
will wonder why a truck relief route was 
built well within the city limits rather than 
using a safer, less populated, and less 
traveled exterior route.” 

Comment noted. 

304 Sumners, John 8/5/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 

“Use Friendship.  4 routes use the west 
Friendship route anyway” 

Prior to initiation of the current 
Fredericksburg Relief Route Study, TxDOT, 
the City of Fredericksburg and Gillespie 
County agreed upon a set of design 
parameters to guide relief route planning 
efforts. Those parameters include planning 
for a higher speed, controlled access facility. 
The roadway would consist of four main 
lanes (two in each direction) with frontage 
roads, where needed, to maintain local 
access. Applying that vision to Friendship 
Lane would require total reconstruction of 
the roadway, construction of frontage roads, 
and the need to acquire a significant amount 
of additional ROW. In fact, the existing 100-
foot ROW could quadruple in width which 
would result in a large number of residential 
and commercial displacements. Although 
Friendship Lane is not considered a viable 
location for the Fredericksburg Relief Route, 
it is an important element of the local 
transportation system. Improvements to 
Friendship Lane may be undertaken in the 
future as part of the city’s transportation 
improvement plan. Future improvements to 
Friendship Lane would be separate and 
distinct from the Fredericksburg Relief 
Route. 
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“Please do not build a 4 lane divided 
highway with feeder road & overpass 100 
feet from my bedroom.  Route E/G BAD!” 

Comment noted. 

Ranked routes, in order of preference, as: 
D (“favorite”), H, F, G and E (“least 
favorite”) 

Comment noted. 

305 Taetz, Philip 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“F&H turning off 290 E makes absolutely 
no sense. They would destroy numerous 
structures at and near the intersection and 
is only a stones throw away from 
Friendship Lane.” 

Comment noted. 

“I propose a modified version of Route D 
turning off 290 E at the community college, 
crossing 87S just south of the theater and 
new storage units, crossing Hwy 16 just 
south of the airport and wind around the 
south and west side of the golf course, 
across FM 2093 (Tivydale Rd) and on to 
290 West and 87 W.” 

Comment noted. 

“Plans for 400’ right of way with frontage 
roads on each side will never pass a bond 
issue – guaranteed!! Four lanes with a 
center turning lane similar to 290 E should 
be more than adequate for many years to 
come.” 

Comment noted. 
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306 Taetz, Philip J. 7/23/2019 Letter 

Presented a “proposal for an interim 
bypass before the east part of route is 
constructed reducing time for rerouting 
traffic off main street by approximately one 
half before the final route is completed.”  
Stated, “Once a route is selected, 
regardless of which one, initial construction 
should be concentrated on the links 
between FM 2093 (Tivydale Road) and US 
290 West and between US 290 West and 
US 87 West, in that order. At the same 
time, upgrade FM 2093 from SH 16 South 
to the intersection with the new bypass 
crossing, to the same standard of 
Friendship Lane.  This would permit the 
use of a bypass from US 290 East to US 87 
West, via Friendship Lane, FM 2093 and 
the newly constructed links as an interim 
route, which would about cut in half the 
time it will take to complete the entire 
bypass. The only additional cost incurred 
would be the upgrade of FM 2093 from SH 
16 South to the intersection with the new 
bypass.” 

Comment noted. 

307 Taylor, Jerry W. 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“To me Route ‘D’ is the most logical from 
the standpoint that it is further out, less 
impact & less cost.  The closer in routes 
are already in the middle of development & 
the development is only going to increase.” 

Comment noted. 

“The 2 lanes without frontage roads seems 
more logical since most of the truck traffic  
will go on through & will have not need to 
use the frontage road, thus saving amount 
of acreage needed and cost.” 

Comment noted. 
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“The four close in routes should not be 
considered.  There is no need now or the 
foreseeable future to build a 410 size 
freeway for just this segment of highway.” 

The capacity of the potential relief route is 
the same as the capacity of existing US 290 
– east and west of Fredericksburg. US 290 
(east and west) approaching Fredericksburg 
is a four-lane undivided roadway. The relief 
route, as currently envisioned, would consist 
of four main lanes for through traffic. Thus, 
the existing and proposed roadways provide 
the same through traffic capacity. Frontage 
roads would be optional and dependent 
upon input from the community, except 
where required to maintain existing access 
or prevent landlocking adjacent 
properties. In those areas where frontage 
roads are neither required nor desired, it 
may be possible to reduce the amount of 
right-of-way required.   

308 Taylor, Paul Allen 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“No frontage roads makes more sense if 
access along route is going to be limited or 
non-existent.” 

Comment noted. 

309 Telle, J. Thomas 8/6/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Build the relief route” Comment noted. 
Ranked routes, in order of preference, as: 
D (“favorite”), G, E (tied) and F and H (tied) 
as “least favorite” 

Comment noted. 

310 Thiele, Broc 8/7/2019 Comment 
Form “Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 

311 Thiele, Joyce and 
Bruce 8/7/2019 Comment 

Form “Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 

312 Tolan, Kathy A. 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
“None of these routes are acceptable.” Comment noted. 

“Where is the concrete evidence that a 
relief route will actually keep big vehicles 
off of Main Street?” 

The next step in the study process will 
include an operational analysis of the five 
remaining route options.  The results of the 
operational analysis will be used to compare 
and contrast the effectiveness of the options 
when identifying a preferred route option.   
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“I request an immediate stop be put to 
TxDOT plans.  Money is being wasted.  A 
$60 million dollar bond for no assurance 
that vehicles will use the relief route is a 
waste of money.” 

Comment noted. 

“A relief route proposed by TxDOT will ruin 
a lot of acres of prime hill country property.  
Property values will be negatively affected.  
I feel that TxDOT plans are detrimental to 
our community.  This issue should be 
placed under the jurisdiction of city and 
county government.” 

Comment noted. 

313 Traver, Anne 8/7/2019 Comment 
Form 

“When a relief route around Fredericksburg 
was 1st proposed, I thought it would be a 
good idea.  But now – as I see the routes 
that have been proposed – I am totally 
against all of them!” 

Comment noted. 

“They will negatively impact our historic 
homes, legacy farm lands, & pioneer 
cemeteries.” 

A comprehensive historic resources survey 
would normally be conducted as part of the 
[future] environmental study should the 
relief route advance beyond the current 
study phase; however, because of the 
number of potentially-historic properties in 
the study area and the level of public 
interest in those properties, TxDOT has 
decided to conduct an historic resources 
survey in conjunction with the current Relief 
Route Study.  The historic resources survey 
will focus on the five remaining Primary 
Route Options.   

“The will destroy small & mid-size family 
businesses that won’t be able to recover 
financially – no matter how much is paid to 
them – from forced eminent domain!” 

Comment noted. 
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“Taxes will be higher & at the very least – 
the public/county citizens should be 
allowed to vote on whether or not they wish 
to finance this misguided endeavor!” 

Because the City and/or County would be 
responsible for right-of-way costs (and 
possibly some portion of the construction 
cost), it is anticipated that prior to 
construction local voters would decide 
whether to approve the sale of bonds.  At 
that time, an assessment of property-tax 
ramifications would be made.   It should be 
noted that future construction of the Relief 
Route is contingent upon many actions 
including the completion of environmental 
studies (which have not yet been initiated) 
as well as funding for those studies and 
other phases of the project development 
process.      

“There will also be environmental damage 
to Baron’s Creek, Live Oak Creek & all 
watershed drainage areas.  Wildlife habitat 
& farm/ranchland vegetation will be 
destroyed!” 

If the current study leads to identification of 
a preferred route option, TxDOT will work 
with the city and county to decide when and 
if the project would advance to future 
phases of project development.  Future 
phases would include opportunities to 
further refine and adjust the route, detailed 
environmental studies to assess potential 
environmental consequences (including 
potential impacts to rivers, creeks, and water 
quality; wildlife; farmlands; and vegetation), 
and identification of actions to avoid, 
minimize and mitigate environmental 
impacts. 

“An interstate system is too large for routes 
D – H going so close to town & limits 
economic growth due to limited access on 
the route.” 

If the relief route is constructed in the future, 
it would be subject to design criteria and 
safety guidelines applicable to U.S. 
Highways.  An Interstate Highway is not 
proposed.   

“Unless you can come up with better routes 
& solutions to all items mentioned above, I 
am totally against this ‘relief route’ 
debacle!” 

Comment noted. 
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314 Turbeville, Mary Ann 8/7/2019 Email 

“Can you explain why only one traffic study 
was taken (in December when Main Street 
traffic is higher due to holiday shoppers)?  
Should a second or third study be taken 
during other times of the year for better 
accuracy? 

Initial vehicle counts were collected in 
December 2017. Detailed vehicle counts 
were conducted in August 2018, December 
2018, and April 2019.  

“If the task force, TxDOT and others want 
community input, why is it so many 
Gillespie County residents feel as though 
we are not being heard?” 

Comment noted. 

315 Valdez, Zek 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form “Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 

316 Vick, Jeri 8/5/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 

“All 5 routes negatively impact an historic 
home’s legacy farm lands and pioneer 
cemeteries; this heritage is what makes an 
area unique.” 

A comprehensive historic resources survey 
would normally be conducted as part of the 
[future] environmental study should the 
relief route advance beyond the current 
study phase; however, because of the 
number of potentially-historic properties in 
the study area and the level of public 
interest in those properties, TxDOT has 
decided to conduct an historic resources 
survey in conjunction with the current Relief 
Route Study.  The historic resources survey 
will focus on the five remaining Primary 
Route Options.   

“Also I do not want to pay higher taxes. We 
are already struggling to have even 
teachers living here due to cost of living 
and taxes.” 

Comment noted. 

317 Vogelsang, Frank E. 8/5/2019 Email 

“This is to register my total opposition to 
the industrial loop relief routes F and H 
which are immediately adjacent to the 
northern boundary of Heritage Hill Country 
(HHC) subdivision.  These proposed routes 
should have been ruled out in earlier 
studies as they will definitely reduce 
residential property values of HHC and 
Frieden subdivisions.” 

Comment noted. 
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“The data presented by the task force for 
residential displacements and the number 
of residences within TxDOT 250-foot zone 
are grossly understated.” 

Comment noted. 

“Loops F and H would reduce the quality of 
life for many HHC residents because of 
excess noise, odor and light pollution from 
the trucks.  The intersection of bypass 
routes F & H with Highway 290 would 
create more traffic congestion and more 
traffic delays in a area of Hwy 290 with 
many intersections and business access 
roads.” 

Comment noted. 

“Relief route ‘D’ is my recommendation if 
the objective is to effectively reduce truck 
traffic on city streets.” 

Comment noted. 
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“The most logical and best economical 
approach would be to utilize Friendship 
Lane for the bypass route to reduce the 
truck traffic on Main Street thru town.” 

Prior to initiation of the current 
Fredericksburg Relief Route Study, TxDOT, 
the City of Fredericksburg and Gillespie 
County agreed upon a set of design 
parameters to guide relief route planning 
efforts. Those parameters include planning 
for a higher speed, controlled access facility. 
The roadway would consist of four main 
lanes (two in each direction) with frontage 
roads, where needed, to maintain local 
access. Applying that vision to Friendship 
Lane would require total reconstruction of 
the roadway, construction of frontage roads, 
and the need to acquire a significant amount 
of additional ROW. In fact, the existing 100-
foot ROW could quadruple in width which 
would result in a large number of residential 
and commercial displacements. Although 
Friendship Lane is not considered a viable 
location for the Fredericksburg Relief Route, 
it is an important element of the local 
transportation system. Improvements to 
Friendship Lane may be undertaken in the 
future as part of the city’s transportation 
improvement plan. Future improvements to 
Friendship Lane would be separate and 
distinct from the Fredericksburg Relief 
Route. 

318 Vordenbaum, Judy 8/6/2019 Email 

“First I want to thank TxDOT for educating 
the public and getting public concerns and 
opinions heard and thus proposing some 
solutions.” 

Comment noted. 

“I have been hearing about a relief route 
since 1960’s and yes we do need relief.” Comment noted. 
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“I have stated before and still feel that 
Friendship Lane is the obvious path…If 
TxDOT refuses to use Friendship, the I feel 
the City/County…should purchase and 
complete extension plan to US 87 North.  
This is taking care of our future at lower 
cost to citizens.” 

Prior to initiation of the current 
Fredericksburg Relief Route Study, TxDOT, 
the City of Fredericksburg and Gillespie 
County agreed upon a set of design 
parameters to guide relief route planning 
efforts. Those parameters include planning 
for a higher speed, controlled access facility. 
The roadway would consist of four main 
lanes (two in each direction) with frontage 
roads, where needed, to maintain local 
access. Applying that vision to Friendship 
Lane would require total reconstruction of 
the roadway, construction of frontage roads, 
and the need to acquire a significant amount 
of additional ROW. In fact, the existing 100-
foot ROW could quadruple in width which 
would result in a large number of residential 
and commercial displacements. Although 
Friendship Lane is not considered a viable 
location for the Fredericksburg Relief Route, 
it is an important element of the local 
transportation system. Improvements to 
Friendship Lane may be undertaken in the 
future as part of the city’s transportation 
improvement plan. Future improvements to 
Friendship Lane would be separate and 
distinct from the Fredericksburg Relief 
Route. 
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“A major concern proposed relief route has 
to me is a 400 foot right-of-way.  Why 
should a relief route be better than roads 
coming into Fredericksburg?  We need a 
smaller format road which would have 
lower impact on land?  The footprint should 
be small and thus the cost would be lower.  
This could also perhaps make frontage 
roads not necessary.  An 85 foot medium is 
also not necessary.  A medium barrier is 
less land.” 

The capacity of the potential relief route is 
the same as the capacity of existing US 290 
– east and west of Fredericksburg. US 290 
(east and west) approaching Fredericksburg 
is a four-lane undivided roadway. The relief 
route, as currently envisioned, would consist 
of four main lanes for through traffic. Thus, 
the existing and proposed roadways provide 
the same through traffic capacity. Frontage 
roads would be optional and dependent 
upon input from the community, except 
where required to maintain existing access 
or prevent landlocking adjacent 
properties. In those areas where frontage 
roads are neither required nor desired, it 
may be possible to reduce the amount of 
right-of-way required.  If constructed, the 
relief route must comply with design criteria 
and safety guidelines applicable to U.S. 
Highways. These criteria/guidelines include 
a wide center median.  The center median is 
a safety feature intended to minimize the 
potential for and severity of accidents 
involving traffic traveling in opposite 
directions. 

“An urban road format is more in line with 
our needs than a rural road.  Does TxDOT 
have other alternative road designs that 
would better serve our community which 
really wants a relief route but not cost so 
much because of their present proposal.” 

See above response. 

“TxDOT has many different names for 
routes and relief route may be the problem.  
Perhaps should be called Hazardous Waste 
Route or another name.” 

Referring to the roadway as a Hazardous 
Materials Route (or any other “label”) would 
not change the design standards.  The 
design standards cited above would still 
apply. 

319 Wall, Sandra 8/2/2019 Email “I strongly disagree with the 2 relief routes: 
Route F & Route H” Comment noted. 

320 Wareing, William 8/5/2019 Comment 
Form “Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
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321 Weber, Doug 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route.” Comment noted. 
Ranked routes, in order of preference, as: 
D (“favorite”) and G, E, F and H (tied) as 
least favorite” 

Comment noted. 

322 Weeden, Pat 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“When the city has money to purchase land 
at market value then we can talk about it.  I 
know that will never happen.” 

Comment noted. 

“A 4 or 6 lane highway is enough.  Do not 
need a big freeway.” 

The capacity of the potential relief route is 
the same as the capacity of existing US 290 
– east and west of Fredericksburg. US 290 
(east and west) approaching Fredericksburg 
is a four-lane undivided roadway. The relief 
route, as currently envisioned, would consist 
of four main lanes for through traffic. Thus, 
the existing and proposed roadways provide 
the same through traffic capacity. Frontage 
roads would be optional and dependent 
upon input from the community, except 
where required to maintain existing access 
or prevent landlocking adjacent 
properties. In those areas where frontage 
roads are neither required nor desired, it 
may be possible to reduce the amount of 
right-of-way required.   

“Route D is out, outrageous.” Comment noted. 
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“Friendship is best route.” 

Prior to initiation of the current 
Fredericksburg Relief Route Study, TxDOT, 
the City of Fredericksburg and Gillespie 
County agreed upon a set of design 
parameters to guide relief route planning 
efforts. Those parameters include planning 
for a higher speed, controlled access facility. 
The roadway would consist of four main 
lanes (two in each direction) with frontage 
roads, where needed, to maintain local 
access. Applying that vision to Friendship 
Lane would require total reconstruction of 
the roadway, construction of frontage roads, 
and the need to acquire a significant amount 
of additional ROW. In fact, the existing 100-
foot ROW could quadruple in width which 
would result in a large number of residential 
and commercial displacements. Although 
Friendship Lane is not considered a viable 
location for the Fredericksburg Relief Route, 
it is an important element of the local 
transportation system. Improvements to 
Friendship Lane may be undertaken in the 
future as part of the city’s transportation 
improvement plan. Future improvements to 
Friendship Lane would be separate and 
distinct from the Fredericksburg Relief 
Route. 

323 Wehmeyer, Nolan 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
Ranked routes, in order of preference, as: 
D (“favorite”) and G, E, F and H (tied) as 
“least favorite” 

Comment noted. 

324 Weinheimer, Mr. and 
Mrs. Steven 7/23/2019 Comment 

Form “Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 

325 Weinheimer, Timothy 
P. 7/23/2019 Comment 

Form “Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 

326 Weinheimer, Tracey 8/5/2019 Comment 
Form “Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 

327 Weirich, Tom 8/2/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
Identified Route D as “least favorite” Comment noted. 
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“I know which route I don’t want because it 
directly affects my property and refuse to 
pick other routes because it affects friends 
and neighbors.” 

Comment noted. 

“I believe TxDOT could remedy some of the 
problem by not permitting oversized and 
hazardous loads thru the City, using IH 10, 
183, or 71 instead.” 

When establishing routes for 
oversize/overweight loads, TxDOT uses the 
most efficient route available that can 
accommodate the load; thus, these loads 
may be routed through Fredericksburg en 
route to other destinations.   

“I also believe the city should acquire 
property off of main street to be used as 
parking and as developments are annexed 
acquire r of w to build own routes such as 
Friendship Lane.” 

Comment noted. 

328 Weisinger, John 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“I am only interested in keeping 290 
through Fredericksburg as it is because:  
(1) it will keep FBG small town feel and 
slow growth. (2) as resident do not want 
the city (residents) to be responsible for the 
expense of 290 if bypass were built.” 

 
Comment noted. 

“What if the bypass was a toll road?” 

Development of the relief route as a toll road 
is not consistent with current Texas policy as 
established by State leadership; thus, tolling 
is not an option at this time.   

329 Welgehausen, James 8/5/2019 Comment 
Form 

Ranked routes, in order of preference, as: 
G and E (tied) as “favorites and D, F, and H 
(tied) as “least favorite” 

Comment noted. 
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330 Wilcox, Gary 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“FBG does not need a I-10 like highway for 
a bypass – a 450’ right of way is not 
necessary – all roads into FBG are 1 or 2 
lanes each way with a turning lane in some 
places. We need 2 lanes each way and a 
turning lane in the middle (5 lanes total). 
This would not require even 250’ 
easement.” 

The capacity of the potential relief route is 
the same as the capacity of existing US 290 
– east and west of Fredericksburg. US 290 
(east and west) approaching Fredericksburg 
is a four-lane undivided roadway. The relief 
route, as currently envisioned, would consist 
of four main lanes for through traffic. Thus, 
the existing and proposed roadways provide 
the same through traffic capacity. Frontage 
roads would be optional and dependent 
upon input from the community, except 
where required to maintain existing access 
or prevent landlocking adjacent 
properties. In those areas where frontage 
roads are neither required nor desired, it 
may be possible to reduce the amount of 
right-of-way required.   If constructed, the 
relief route must comply with design criteria 
and safety guidelines applicable to U.S. 
Highways. These criteria/guidelines include 
a wide center median.  The center median is 
a safety feature intended to minimize the 
potential for and severity of accidents 
involving traffic traveling in opposite 
directions. 

“At one time in the past you (TxDOT) 
proposed a route and a 200’ easement. It 
was defeated in a bond election – this will 
fail also if you require a 400’ plus 
easement.” 

Comment noted. 

331 Williams, Alan 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form “D is my 1st choice.” Comment noted. 

332 Williams, Jan 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“The closer routes are better.  The closer 
routes are more likely to be used.  If people 
feel like they are driving way out of their 
way, they will not take the route.” 

Comment noted. 
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333 Williams, Mike 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“The idea for a bypass seems OK, but why 
do we need an ‘interstate highway’ type 
road?  Hwy 290 & 16 & 87 coming into 
F’brg are not interstate type highways – 
only 2 or 4 lane undivided roads.” 

The capacity of the potential relief route is 
the same as the capacity of existing US 290 
– east and west of Fredericksburg. US 290 
(east and west) approaching Fredericksburg 
is a four-lane undivided roadway. The relief 
route, as currently envisioned, would consist 
of four main lanes for through traffic. Thus, 
the existing and proposed roadways provide 
the same through traffic capacity. Frontage 
roads would be optional and dependent 
upon input from the community, except 
where required to maintain existing access 
or prevent landlocking adjacent 
properties. In those areas where frontage 
roads are neither required nor desired, it 
may be possible to reduce the amount of 
right-of-way required.   

“As I understand it, the amount of money 
that will be required from Gillespie County 
taxpayer for the ROW will be several tens of 
millions of $.  On a ‘per taxpayer’ basis, 
this will be a huge burden.” 

Comment noted. 

“We need to back off of the ‘interstate’ 
type road and go to a more cost-effective 4 
lane, similar to the existing Hwy 290 East 
and West of Fbrg.” 

Comment noted. 

334 Williams, Tim 8/6/2019 Comment 
Form “Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 

335 Witteman, John C. 8/5/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 
“This would come very close to our 
Heritage Hills Country Subdivision and 
make it dangerous for senior citizens, 
create traffic hazard at our entrance and 
much noise.” 

Comment noted. 

“We cannot afford a bond issue to support 
this.” Comment noted. 

“This would disrupt a lot of lives 
unnecessarily.” Comment noted. 

Identified Routes F and H as “least 
favorite” Comment noted. 
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336 Witteman, Kelly 8/1/2019 Email 

“Our preference is that there should not be 
a relief route built.” Comment noted. 

“Option F and Option H would come very 
close to our Heritage Hill Country 
subdivision and make it dangerous for our 
senior citizens, create a traffic hazard at 
our entrance and much noise.” 

Comment noted. 

“We cannot afford a bond issue to support 
this.” Comment noted. 

“This route would disrupt a lot of lives 
unnecessarily.” Comment noted. 

337 Woetshohl, Keith 8/6/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route.” Comment noted. 
Ranked routes, in order of preference, as: 
D, G and E  (tied) as “favorite”) H, and the  
F (“least favorite”) 

Comment noted. 

338 Worrell, Joe 8/6/2019 Comment 
Form “Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 

339 Wunderlich, Randall 8/2/2019 Email “Still not convinced that this project is 
logical, practical, or economical.” Comment noted. 

340 Wyatt, William 8/2/2019 Email 

“We are asking you not to consider plan F 
and G as a relief route. In addition to 
affecting our property values, we think that 
heavy traffic would be a hazard to the 
community of over age 55 residents. Thank 
you.” 

Comment noted. 

341 Wyatt, W. 8/5/2019 Email 
“We oppose route f and h. They will also 
interfere with the historic fort Martin Scott 
as well as the ranger center.” 

A comprehensive historic resources survey 
would normally be conducted as part of the 
[future] environmental study should the 
relief route advance beyond the current 
study phase; however, because of the 
number of potentially-historic properties in 
the study area and the level of public 
interest in those properties, TxDOT has 
decided to conduct an historic resources 
survey in conjunction with the current Relief 
Route Study.  The historic resources survey 
will focus on the five remaining Primary 
Route Options.   



Fredericksburg Relief Route Study 
Open House #1 
July 23, 2019  

 
Comment 
Number Commenter Name Date Source Comment  Response 

342 Local Main Street 
Business Owner 7/23/2019 Comment 

Form 

“I prefer to have the City of Fredericksburg 
and Gillespie Co. solve our local problems 
w/o TxDOT input.” 

Comment noted. 

“Would appreciate financial assistance 
from TX after FBG & Gillespie Co. settle 
upon the best place for our citizens, esp. 
since I pay taxes to the state too and many 
(10,000 tourists every weekend) visit our 
city who are from other locales in TX.” 

Comment noted. 

343 Anonymous 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form “No for rt G.” Comment noted. 

344 Anonymous 7/23/2019 Comment 
Form 

“Do not build the relief route” Comment noted. 

“I don’t believe a ‘super hwy’ is necessary.  
We need a hwy (small) similar to incoming 
Hwy 16 to relieve truck traffic.  Not a super 
hwy.  This big superhighway goes thru 
beautiful hill country (historic and scenic).” 

The capacity of the potential relief route is 
the same as the capacity of existing US 290 
– east and west of Fredericksburg. US 290 
(east and west) approaching Fredericksburg 
is a four-lane undivided roadway. The relief 
route, as currently envisioned, would consist 
of four main lanes for through traffic. Thus, 
the existing and proposed roadways provide 
the same through traffic capacity. Frontage 
roads would be optional and dependent 
upon input from the community, except 
where required to maintain existing access 
or prevent landlocking adjacent 
properties. In those areas where frontage 
roads are neither required nor desired, it 
may be possible to reduce the amount of 
right-of-way required.   

“This will completely destroy tourist traffic.” Comment noted. 
“Use Tivydale Highway!!” Comment noted.     
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Online Survey Summary 

Introduction: 
The Texas Department of Transportation utilized an online engagement survey from July 23, 
2019 to August 7, 2019, to gather public input for Fredericksburg Relief Route Study 
Open House 1. To encourage survey participation, computers were set up at the open 
house on July 23 to allow members of the public the opportunity to take the survey while at the 
meeting. Members of the public also had the option of completing the survey any time within the 
15-day public comment period. A link to the online survey remained active on the TxDOT 
project webpage throughout the duration of the survey period. 

The survey had a total of 2,154 visits over the 15-day active period. Out of those visits, 
1,358 visitors participated in the survey (63%), and 796 of the visitors (37%) viewed the 
survey web page without interacting. Figure 1 shows the total results of the survey visits. 
Questions included in the survey can be found on the online survey screen shots 
(Attachment A). Responses to each question are summarized in the following sections.  

Figure 1: Survey Visits 

Primary Route Options 
The survey began with a question asking the respondents to rank the Primary Route Options in 
order from most (1) to least (5) preferred. The following, in no particular order, are the routes 
participants were asked to rank: Route Option D (Purple), Route Option E (Grey), Route Option 
F (Orange), Route Option G (Pink), and Route Option H (Maroon). 

Table 1 depicts the average ranking for each of the five routes. 

63% 37%

Survey Visits

Participants Viewers

Total Visitors: 2,154



Table 1: Metro Quest Potential Route Rankings 
Topic Ranking 

Average 
# 

Inputs 
Comments 

Route Option H (Maroon) 2.3 958 139 
Route Option F (Orange) 2.66 942 98 
Route Option G (Pink) 3 957 114 
Route Option E (Grey) 3.27 953 87 
Route Option D (Purple) 3.51 966 121 
General N/A N/A 236 

As indicated in Table 1, Route Option H (Maroon) received the best average ranking of the 
topics. It was ranked as a first choice 347 times. The following are the routes in order of ranking: 

1. Route Option H (Maroon)
2. Route Option F (Orange)
3. Route Option G (Pink)
4. Route Option E (Grey)
5. Route Option D (Purple)

Mark it on the Map 
An interactive map page was provided on which the participants were asked to drop markers 
identifying any historic or other important community sites within the study area that could be 
affected by the potential relief routes. The two markers were termed “Historic Site” and “Other 
Site.” Figures 2 and 3 show all the markers entered by survey respondents.   

Figure 2: Historic Site Markers 



Table 2 shows the number of times each type of constraint was identified on the 
interactive map, as well as if a comment about the marking was left. Many of these 
markers were duplicates (identified by multiple survey participants).  

Table 2: Summary of Constraints 
Constraint Times 

Identified 
Comments 

Left 
Historic Sites 675 293 
Other Sites 204 118 
Total 879 411 

Survey participants also had the opportunity to comment on map markings. Some of the historic 
sites identified include Buffalo Wallow, the Boos Farm, the Wrede Schoolhouse, Meusebach 
Creek School, Guenther Live Oak Mill Historical Marker, and Fort Martin Scott. Some comments 
attached to “Other Sites” markers included flood plains, family homes, Indian artifact area, and 
underground springs.  

Another interactive map page was provided on which the participants were asked to identify any 
access points that they would like to be considered along the relief routes. The four markers 
were “Entrances,” “Exits,” “Overpasses,” and “Other.” Figures 4 through 7 show where survey 
participants dropped markers. 

Figure 3: Other Site Markers 



Figure 4: Entrance Markers 

Figure 5: Exit Markers 



Figure 6: Overpass Markers 

Figure 7: Other Markers 



Table 3: Summary of Markers 

In addition to marking a location the map, the survey provided participants the opportunity to 
comment on their markings. Most of the comments gave further information about which road 
they were referring to, such as Highway 87, Friendship Lane, etc. Some of the comments for 
“Other” markers included no-build, stoplights, and general comments about certain spots of 
roads (i.e. “traffic is bad here”, “this will go through my work/home”, etc.). 

Demographic Data 
Survey participants were asked two optional demographic questions at the end of the survey. 
The purpose of the questions was to give the project team a better understanding of the 
survey participants. The first question asked for zip codes, and the second asked whether or 
not they own a business in Fredericksburg. Figure 8 shows the data received for the first 
question.   

Constraint Times 
Identified 

Comments 
Left 

Route Entrance 588 92 
Route Exit 542 73 
Overpass 962 79 
Other 81 61 
Total 2173 305 

15

883

18 194
62

Zip Code

78618 78624 78631 78671 78675 Other

Figure 8: Zip Code Demographic 

Table 3 shows a summary of the markers that were placed. The total number of access points 
identified was 2,173, with 305 comments.  



The majority of respondents reported living within the zip code 78624, followed by the “other” 
group, followed by 78671, 78631, 78618, and 78675. Table 4 gives number values for each 
zip code below. 

Table 4: Summary of Demographics 

The zip code 78624, which is in Fredericksburg, contains the vast majority of the respondents. 

Below, Figure 9 contains the results of the question that asked whether or not the respondent 
owns a business in Fredericksburg.  

Conclusion: 
Within the 15-day survey period from July 23, 2019 to August 7, 2019, the Fredericksburg Relief 
Route Project Study Team received a total of 2,154 visits, with 1,358 visitors participating in the 

189

409

Do you own a business in Fredericksburg?

Yes No

Figure 9: Business Owner Demographic 



survey. The demographic data indicated that 88% of survey respondents lived within the zip 
code 78624, which indicates that most participants live in or around Fredericksburg.  

The most highly ranked route according to the survey results was Route H (Maroon). 
Participants marked 879 historic and other sites, as well as 2,173 access points. The 
Fredericksburg Relief Route study team will incorporate this data into their ongoing analyses for 
the study.  

  



 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

Attachment A 
Online Engagement Survey Screen Shots 
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For more information, visit txdot.gov and search keyword “Fredericksburg,” email the Fredericksburg Relief Route Study Team 
at fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com or contact Joe Muck at Joe.Muck@txdot.gov or 512.715.5702.

FREDERICKSBURG RELIEF ROUTE STUDY
We Want To Hear From You

ABOUT THE STUDY

The Fredericksburg Relief Route Study is exploring the feasibility of constructing a US 290 Relief Route which 
would give people the option to travel around, rather than directly through, Fredericksburg. The purpose of the 
Study is to determine if there is a viable and publicly-supported route option that addresses Main Street traffic 
concerns. To date, three public workshops have been held (May 2018, September 2018, and January 2019). 
Public input received in response to the workshops was used, along with engineering criteria and environmental 
considerations, to identify, refine, and evaluate route options. Over the last several months, the number of route 
options has been reduced. The five remaining Primary Route Options will be shown at the July 23rd Open House.  

The Fredericksburg Relief Route Study is overseen by the Gillespie County Relief Route Task Force. Support for 
the Study is provided by the City of Fredericksburg, Gillespie County and the Texas Department of Transportation.

WHEN:

July 23, 2019
2 p.m. to 7 p.m.

JOIN US FOR A PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE 
We are making progress. The field of route 
options has been narrowed to five. At this Open 
House these five options, the “Primary Route 
Options,” will be presented along with the results 
of the evaluation process that led to narrowing 
down to the five. You will be able to speak with the 
Study Team, ask questions, and provide input. 
An historian will also be available to discuss the 
upcoming historic resources survey. Please come 
and go at your convenience. 

The Open House will be conducted in English. Persons interested 
in attending the Open House who have special communication or 
accommodation needs, such as the need for an interpreter, are 
encouraged to call 512.517.7251. Requests should be made at 
least two days prior to the public Open House. Every reasonable 
effort will be made to accommodate these needs. Official written 
comments will also be received and accepted by the project team 
via email at fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com or by mail to:

CP&Y Attn: Fredericksburg Relief Route Study 
13809 Research Blvd., Suite 300

Austin, TX 78750

Comments must be received by August 7, 2019, to be included in 
the official record of this public Open House.

WHERE:

Gillespie County Farm Bureau
Pape Event Center
237 Equestrian Dr.
Fredericksburg, TX 

78624

Newspaper Advertisement



D1  
July 17, 2019 

Fredericksburg Standard

Town
& ’Burg

Commentary
Columns, editorials,

letters and more  D2,D3

Obituaries
Memoriams and service
information  D5,D8

INSIDE
Gillespie County Soil & Water 

Conservation District newsletter 

LIBRARY  ▶ D6

WHEN:
July 23, 2019

2pm 
to 

7pm

WHERE:
Gillespie County 

Farm Bureau
Pape Event Center
237 Equestrian Dr.
Fredericksburg, TX

78624

The Open House will be conducted in English. Persons interested in attending the Open House who 
have special communication or accomodation needs, such as the need for an interpreter, are encour-
aged to call 512.517.7251. Requests should be made at least two days prior to the public Open House. 
Every reasonable effort will be made to accomodate these needs. Official written comments will also 
be received and accepted by the project team via email at fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com or by 
mail to:

Comments must be received by August 7, 2019, to be included in the official record of the open house.

CP&Y Attn: Fredericksburg Relief Route Study
13809 Research Blvd., Suite 300

Austin, TX 78750

70974.06-07

By Samuel Sutton
Standard-Radio Post reporter

Brian MacWithey and Maria Ale-
man were surprised and excited 
when their very own workplace, Pio-
neer Memorial Library, was featured 
as No. 11 on “The Top 25 Most Beau-
tiful Libraries in America” on Bob-
Vila.com.

MacWithey, library director, said 
it reminded him of the history and 
beauty the building has.

“We obviously hold the building in 
high esteem, but after a while, it’s like 
I’m just going to work,” MacWithey 
said.

Aleman, the library’s assistant di-
rector, said people have frequently 
marveled at the building and compli-
mented on it since it was featured.

“A lot of our patrons think it’s just a 
wonderful thing,” Aleman said. “They 
come in and tell me, ‘It’s national!’”

MacWithey said it’s the primary 
reason he and Aleman never want to 
move the library out of the building. 
It’s also one of the reasons they chose 
to feature the building on their new 
library cards.

History
The building’s history goes back to 

the 19th century, designed in 1882 by 
architect Alfred Giles.

At that time, it was being used as 
Gillespie County’s second court-
house. In fact, it is the earliest and 
most intact courthouse Giles had 
designed, according to the Gillespie 
County Master Plan for the Texas 
Courthouse Preservation Program.

“As county growth took place, most 
counties wanted a good, solid build-
ing for their courthouse,” said archi-
tect Barry Wagner, who worked on 
the building’s second restoration in 
1984.

Most Texas counties, including Gil-
lespie, started out with small court-
houses and as they grew bigger, they 
felt it was necessary to build a bigger 

one.
“That’s why Texas has so many 

good courthouses, which is why the 
Courthouse Preservation Program 
got started (in Texas in 1999).”

The building served as the county 
courthouse until a third was con-
structed in 1939. That building still 
serves as the courthouse today.

During its courthouse days, it 
hosted a few big events like President 
Lyndon Johnson’s parents’ marriage 
in 1907. The library still has photos 
and that marriage record hanging on 
one of its walls.

After its time as a courthouse, the 
building took a turn for the worse, 
falling into disuse and disrepair.

Wagner said at one time, the build-

ing was being used as a depository for 
junk. Another poor use of the build-
ing during this time was that “indi-
gent transients” often used it as a 
place to sleep.

“Like a lot of county structures at 
that time, they weren’t taking care of 
things like they should and thought, 
let’s go build a new one,” Wagner said. 
He assured that the county is better 
at preserving things now.

New life
Along came Dallas philanthropists 

Eugene and Margaret McDermott in 
the 1960s who, as stated in a previous 
Fredericksburg Standard-Radio Post 
article, “gave Gillespie County a gift 
that kept on giving.”

-
toration, funded by the McDermotts, 
in 1966.

“The McDermott family, who came 
to Fredericksburg a lot, saw the 
building and decided, ‘You know, we 
really ought to try to preserve this’ 
because it really was not being used 
very well,” Wagner said.

Money wasn’t an issue for the Mc-
Dermotts, as Wagner said Eugene 
McDermott earned a more than fair 
wage in being one of the founders of 
Texas Instruments.

“They had money and they had a 
foundation,” Wagner said. “And they 
approached the county and said, 
‘We’d like to purchase this building, 
and turn it into something.’ And it 

The old Gillespie County Courthouse, now the Pioneer Memorial Library since 1966, sits where it has always been at 115 W. 
Main Street. — Standard-Radio Post/Samuel Sutton

“Have a Ball!”  will be the theme 
of the next meeting of the Fred-
ericksburg Chapter of the Native 
Plant Society meeting on Tuesday, 
July 23. 

The free program, to be held at 
Memorial Presbyterian Church, 
begins with a social at 6:30 p.m., 
followed by the meeting at 7 p.m.

Znobia Wootan, from the Native 
American Seed Company, will in-
struct the class. 

Attendees can make seed balls 

seeds. 
All supplies, including gloves, 

will be provided. 
“Seed balls are an effective way 

to successfully propagate wild-

drought/deluge environment of 
the Hill Country,” a spokesman 
said. “Wrapped in a protective 
nutrient-rich blanket of clay and 
compost, the seeds wait for the 
right conditions to germinate.” 

Wootan is the prior president of 
the South Llano River Watershed 
Alliance and specializes in propa-

For more about the presentation, 
visit npsot.org/wp/fredericks-
burg or email Diana Armbrust at 
npsotfbgpres@gmail.com.

 Memorial Presbyterian Church 
is located at 601 North Milam 
Street. 

Plant society 
meeting to focus 
on seed balls

Library tells its own story
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Fredericksburg Relief Route Study

WE WANT TO HEAR FROM YOU 

The Open House will be conducted in English. Persons interested in 
attending the Open House who have special communication or 
accommodation needs, such as the need for an interpreter, are 
encouraged to call 512.517.7251. Requests should be made at 
least two days prior to the public Open House. Every reasonable 
effort will be made to accommodate these needs. Official written 
comments will also be received and accepted by the project team 
via email at fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com or by mail to:

CP&Y Attn: Fredericksburg Relief Route Study 
13809 Research Blvd., Suite 300 

Austin, TX 78750 

Comments must be received by August 7, 2019, to be included in 
the official record of this public Open House. 

ABOUT THE STUDY 
The Fredericksburg Relief Route Study is exploring 
the feasibility of constructing a US 290 Relief 
Route which would give people the option to travel 
around, rather than directly through, 
Fredericksburg.  The purpose of the Study is to 
determine if there is a viable and publicly-
supported route option that addresses Main Street 
traffic concerns.  To date, three public workshops 
have been held (May 2018, September 2018, and 
January 2019).  Public input received in response 
to the workshops was used, along with engineering 
criteria and environmental considerations, to 
identify, refine, and evaluate route options.  Over 
the last several months, the number of route 
options has been reduced.  The five remaining 
Primary Route Options will be shown at the July 
23rd Open House. 

The Fredericksburg Relief Route Study is overseen 
by the Gillespie County Relief Route Task Force.  
Support for the Study is provided by the City of 
Fredericksburg, Gillespie County and the Texas 
Department of Transportation. 

WHEN: 
July 23, 2019 

2 p.m. to 7 p.m. 

WHERE: 
Gillespie County Farm Bureau 

Pape Event Center
 237 Equestrian Drive 

Fredericksburg, TX 
78624 

YOU ARE INVITED TO A 
PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE FOR 
THE FREDERICKSBURG 
RELIEF ROUTE STUDY 
This public Open House will be held to discuss latest developments 
related to the study, present the five "Primary Route Options" and to 
gather additional feedback  from the community. The Study Team will 
be available to discuss and answer questions. An historian will also 
be available to discuss the upcoming historic resources survey. You 
are encouraged to attend the Open House and to participate in the 
planning process. 

For more information, visit www.txdot.gov and search keyword "Fredericksburg,"  email the Fredericksburg Relief Route Study Team at 
fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com or contact Joe Muck at  Joe.Muck@txdot.gov or 512.715.5702. 

Invitation Flyer

mailto:FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com


YOU ARE INVITED TO ATTEND A PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE 
FOR THE FREDERICKSBURG RELIEF ROUTE STUDY

Attendees will have the opportunity to learn about the latest Fredericksburg Relief Route Study 
developments. You will see how public input, along with engineering criteria and environmental 
considerations, have been used to reduce the number of route options to five (the "Primary Route 
Options"). The Study Team will be available to discuss and answer questions. An historian will also 
be available to discuss the upcoming historic resources survey. Input from this open house will be 
considered as the five Primary Route Options are evaluated further and a Locally-Preferred Route Option is 
identified. Please come and go at your convenience.

WHEN:
July 23, 2019

2 p.m. to 7 p.m.

WHERE:
Gillespie County Farm Bureau 

Pape Event Center
237 Equestrian Dr. 

Fredericksburg, TX 78624

Postcard



CP&Y
Attn: Fredericksburg Relief Route Study  
13809 Research Blvd., Suite 300
Austin, TX 78750

The Open House will be conducted in English. Persons  
interested in attending the Open House who have special  

communication or accommodation needs, such as the 
need for an interpreter, are encouraged to call  

512.517.7251. Requests should be made at least two  
days prior to the public Open House. Every reasonable 

effort will be made to accommodate these needs. Official 
written comments will also be received and accepted by 

the project team via email at 
fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com or by mail to: 

CP&Y Attn: Fredericksburg Relief Route Study  
13809 Research Blvd., Suite 300

Austin, TX 78750

Comments must be  received by August 7, 2019,to be  
included in  the official  record  of  this public Open House.

FOR MORE INFORMATION:
Visit www.txdot.gov and search

keyword “Fredericksburg,”
email the Fredericksburg Relief Route Study 
Team at fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com  

or contact Joe Muck at  Joe.Muck@txdot.gov or
512.715.5702. 



On Tuesd3)' • .hll>f 2. 2019, 02:10-..53 PM COT. Fred:ricksburg Relief Rou:e Study Team <FredericksbtlrgRelis-fRo�@gma1tcom> wro:e: 

Gree-tings. 

Join us for a public Open House to share information and receive community 

input about the Fredericksburg Relief Route StudY.. The potential relief route 

would relieve traffic and improve mobility in downtown Fredericksburg by giving 

people the option lo travel around, rather than direcUy through, the city. The 

Fredericksburg Relief Route Study is overseen by the GilJespie County Relief 

Route Task Force. SUpport for the Study is provided by the City of 

Fredericksburg, Gill espie County and the Texas Department of Transportation. 

Attendees will have the opportunity to learn more about the Fredericksburg 

Relief Route Study and latest developments, view the current route options, 

and provide input. You will see how public input, along with engineering criteria 

and environmental considerations, have been used to reduce the number of 

route options to five {the "Primary Route Options;. An historian will also be 

available lo discuss the upooming historic resources survey. The goal of the 

Study is to identify a locally preferred option driven by community input. All 

interested parties are enoouraged to attend the Open House and provide 

leedbaek. 

WHEN: July 23, 2019 

TIME: 2 p .m .  lo 7 p.m. {Come and go at your convenience.) 

VVHERE: Gillespie County Farm Bureau Pape Event Center 

237 E�ueslrian Or. 

Fredericksburg TX 78624 

For more information visit WW\V.txdot gov and search keyword "Fredericksburg," 

email the Fredericksburg Relief Route Study Team at 

fredericksburgreliefroule@gmail.com or contact Joe Muck at 

Joe.Muclc@txdot.gov or 512.715.5702. 

The Open House will be conducted in English. Persons interested i n  attending 

the Open House wflo have special communication or accommodation needs, 

such as the need for an interpreter, are encouraged to call 512.517.7251. 

Requests should be made at least two days prior to the public Open House. 

Every reasonable effort will be made to accommodate these needs. Official 

written comments will also be received and accepted by the project team via 

email at fredericksburgreliefrout�mail.com or by mail to: 

CP&Y Attn: Fredericksburg Relief Route Study 

13809 Researcll Bllld., Suite 300 

Austin, TX 78750 

Comments must be received by August 7, 2019, to be included in the official 

record of this public Open House. 

Sincerely, 

Email Blast



Reminder Email Blast



CP&Y Attn: Fredericksburg Relief Route Study 
13809 Research Blvd., Suite 300 

Austin, TX 78750 

Comments must be received by August 7, 2019, to be included in the official record of this public Open House. 

City and County Website Announcements

City/County Website Announcements: 
FREDERICKSBURG RELIEF ROUTE STUDY 
A PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE SCHEDULED FOR JULY 23, 2019 

We want to hear from you! 

Join us for a public Open House to share information and receive community input about the Fredericksburg Relief 
Route Study. The potential relief route would relieve traffic and improve mobility in downtown Fredericksburg by 
giving people the option to travel around, rather than directly through, the city. The Fredericksburg Relief Route Study 
is overseen by the Gillespie County Relief Route Task Force. Support for the Study is provided by the City of 
Fredericksburg, Gillespie County and the Texas Department of Transportation. 

Attendees will have the opportunity to learn more about the Fredericksburg Relief Route Study and latest 
developments, view the current route options, and provide input. You will see how public input, along with 
engineering criteria and environmental considerations, have been used to reduce the number of route options to five 
(the “Primary Route Options”). An historian will also be available to discuss the upcoming historic resources survey. 
The goal of the Study is to identify a locally preferred option driven by community input. All interested parties are 
encouraged to attend the Open House and provide feedback. 

WHEN: July 23, 2019 

TIME: 2 p.m. to 7 p.m. (Come and go at your convenience.) 

WHERE: Gillespie County Farm Bureau Pape Event Center 
237 Equestrian Dr. 
Fredericksburg, TX 78624 

For more information visit www.txdot.gov and search keyword "Fredericksburg," email the Fredericksburg Relief 
Route Study Team at fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com or contact Joe Muck at Joe.Muck@txdot.gov or 
512.715.5702. 

The Open House will be conducted in English. Persons interested in attending the Open House who have special 
communication or accommodation needs, such as the need for an interpreter, are encouraged to call 512.517.7251. 
Requests should be made at least two days prior to the public Open House. Every reasonable effort will be made to 
accommodate these needs. Official written comments will also be received and accepted by the project team via 
email at fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com or by mail to: 

https://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/projects/studies/austin/fredericksburg-relief-route-study.html
https://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/projects/studies/austin/fredericksburg-relief-route-study.html
https://gillespiefarmbureau.com/
https://gillespiefarmbureau.com/
https://www.txdot.gov/
mailto:fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com
mailto:Joe.Muck@txdot.gov
mailto:fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com


NEWS RELEASE 
AUSTIN DISTRICT 

Diann Hodges 
O: (512) 832-7027 
C: (512) 284-1425 

Diann.Hodges@txdot.gov 

OPEN HOUSE TO BE HELD FOR FREDERICKSBURG 
RELIEF ROUTE STUDY 
Potential relief route to be discussed for popular tourist destination 

Share This 
Tweet This 

July 2019 

GILLESPIE COUNTY — The public is getting another opportunity to weigh in on a proposal that could 
provide an alternative to US 290 through Fredericksburg. An open house for the Fredericksburg Relief 
Route Study will be held from 2 to 7 p.m. on Tuesday, July 23, 2019, at the Gillespie County Farm Bureau 
Pape Event Center, 237 Equestrian Drive in Fredericksburg. 

The goal of the Fredericksburg Relief Route Study is to identify a locally preferred option driven by 
community input. The study, which was initiated in early 2018, is overseen by the Gillespie County Relief 
Route Task Force. Support for the Study is provided by the City of Fredericksburg, Gillespie County and the 
Texas Department of Transportation. To date, three public workshops have been held (May 2018, 
September 2018 and January 2019). 

Public input received in response to the workshops was used, along with engineering criteria and 
environmental considerations, to identify, refine, and evaluate route options. Over the last several months, 
the number of route options has been reduced. The five remaining Primary Route Options will be shown at 
the July 23 Open House. 

Attendees will have the opportunity to view the five Primary Route Options and provide feedback. 
Participants can come and go at their own convenience. For more information, or to take a survey on or 
before Aug. 7, visit txdot.gov and search keyword “Fredericksburg,” email the Fredericksburg Relief Route 
Study Team at fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com or contact Joe Muck at Joe.Muck@txdot.gov or 
512.715.5702. 

The survey is available from July 23 through Aug. 7, 2019. 

The open house will be conducted in English. Persons interested in attending the open house who have 
special communication or accommodation needs, such as the need for an interpreter, are encouraged to call 
512.517.7251. 

Official written comments will also be accepted via email at FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com, or by 
mail to: 

CP&Y 
Attn: Fredericksburg Relief Route Study 
13809 Research Blvd., Suite 300 
Austin, TX 78750 
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Comments must be received on or before Aug. 7, 2019, to be included in the official record of this open 
house. 

For media inquiries, contact Diann.Hodges@txdot.gov or (512) 832-7027. 

### 

The Texas Department of Transportation is responsible for maintaining 80,000 miles of road and for supporting aviation, rail, and public transportation across the state. Through 
collaboration and leadership, we deliver a safe, reliable, and integrated transportation system that enables the movement of people and goods. Find out more at txdot.gov. “Like” us on 

Facebook and follow us on Twitter. 

Our Values: People • Accountability • Trust • Honesty 

An Equal Opportunity Employer  

www.txdot.gov  |  TxDOT on Facebook  |  TxDOT on Twitter 
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Join us for a public Open House to share 
information and receive community input 
about the Fredericksburg Relief Route Study 
on July 23, 2019 at the Gillespie County Farm 
Bureau building. More information can be 
found at fbgtx.org/CivicAlerts.as ... 
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Greetings,

This is a reminder to join us for a public Open House to share information and
receive community input about the Fredericksburg Relief Route Study. The
potential relief route would relieve traffic and improve mobility in downtown
Fredericksburg by giving people the option to travel around, rather than directly
through, the city. The Fredericksburg Relief Route Study is overseen by the
Gillespie County Relief Route Task Force. Support for the Study is provided by
the City of Fredericksburg, Gillespie County and the Texas Department of
Transportation.

Attendees will have the opportunity to learn more about the Fredericksburg
Relief Route Study and latest developments, view the current route options,
and provide input. You will see how public input, along with engineering criteria
and environmental considerations, have been used to reduce the number of
route options to five (the “Primary Route Options”). An historian will also be
available to discuss the upcoming historic resources survey. The goal of the
Study is to identify a locally preferred option driven by community input. All
interested parties are encouraged to attend the Open House and provide
feedback.

WHEN: July 23, 2019

TIME: 2 p.m. to 7 p.m. (Come and go at your convenience.)

Fredericksburg Relief Route <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com>

Re: Fredericksburg Relief Route Study - Public Open House Invitation Reminder
1 message

Deborah Agnew Tue, Jul 23, 2019 at 7:45 AM
To: FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com

I have some health issues which have slowed my activities considerably, but have been interested in this issue for years.
 I have friends in Switzerland who live in a small town with traffic issues.  They are finally building their bypass.  Janine
sent a picture of the activity next to their home, which is farmland.  They are building underground.  The project will take
two years.  When finished the scene above ground will again be farmland.  They will not deal with any traffic right outside
their home.  No productive land is lost.  Although we are much larger than Switzerland, our land is also finite.  I know cost
of building would be greater, but couldn’t that be offset in not having to buy the land and in the quality of life resulting?

- Deborah

On Jul 22, 2019, at 10:06 AM, Fredericksburg Relief Route Study Team <FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com> wrote:
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WHERE: Gillespie County Farm Bureau Pape Event Center
237 Equestrian Dr.
Fredericksburg, TX 78624

For more information visit www.txdot.gov and search keyword "Fredericksburg,"
email the Fredericksburg Relief Route Study Team at
fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com or contact Joe Muck at
Joe.Muck@txdot.gov or 512.715.5702.

The Open House will be conducted in English. Persons interested in attending
the Open House who have special communication or accommodation needs,
such as the need for an interpreter, are encouraged to call 512.517.7251.
Requests should be made at least two days prior to the public Open House.
Every reasonable effort will be made to accommodate these needs. Official
written comments will also be received and accepted by the project team via
email at fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com or by mail to:

CP&Y Attn: Fredericksburg Relief Route Study
13809 Research Blvd., Suite 300

Austin, TX 78750
 

Comments must be received by August 7, 2019, to be included in the official
record of this public Open House.

Sincerely,

Fredericksburg Relief Route Study Team
Email: fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com 
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Greetings,

Thank you for participating in the open house for the Fredericksburg Relief Route Study on July 23. We value your input, as it will help to guide the planning for this important transportation improvement project.
 
The project team will collect public input for two weeks. If you were unable to participate in all of the activities offered at the open house, or if someone you know is interested in providing input, you may send written
comments on or before August 7, 2019, to the project team at:
 
Email: FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com
Postal mail: CP&Y Attention:         Fredericksburg Relief Route Study
                                                       13809 Research Blvd., Suite 300
                                                       Austin, TX, 78750
 

For more information, or to take a survey on or before August 7, visit txdot.gov and search
keyword “Fredericksburg,” email the Fredericksburg Relief Route Study Team at

fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com or contact Joe Muck at Joe.Muck@txdot.gov or
512.715.5702.

 
Over the next few months, we will be performing traffic modeling and operational analysis of the five Primary Route Options. An historic resources survey of the five options will also be conducted. The results of these
efforts, along with additional land use information, will then be factored into the “second screening” of the evaluation matrix. Our intent is to complete the second screening and identify a recommended locally-preferred route
option sometime this fall. We will schedule an Open House to present the recommendation and solicit feedback and will notify you via email once that date has been set.
 
In the meantime, we are planning a workshop to discuss access needs. Although a date has not been set, we anticipate having it in late-August or early-September. Please let us know if you are interested in participating in
the Access Workshop and we will notify you of the date, time and location.
 
Again, thank you for attending the Open House. Community input is an invaluable part of our decision-making process.  
 
Please see the map below of the five Primary Route Options that were shown at the open house on July 23.
 
 
Sincerely,
Fredericksburg Relief Route Study Project Team
 

Fredericksburg Relief Route <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com>

Re: Fredericksburg Relief Route Study Public Open House - Comment Period Reminder
1 message

Sam Aldrich Tue, Jul 30, 2019 at 5:11 AM
To: "FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com" <FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com>

If the Relief Route is to go through for the reason of safety to the masses, then, the further from town the be�er.  If the Relief Route is to go through for the reason of traffic relief, the further from town is s�ll be�er, except for going from 290E to 87N.

From: Fredericksburg Relief Route Study Team <FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, July 29, 2019 5:50 PM
To: 
Subject: Fredericksburg Relief Route Study Public Open House - Comment Period Reminder
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Fredericksburg Relief Route <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com>

UPPER LIVEOAK
1 message

Adrien Behrens Tue, Aug 6, 2019 at 1:47 PM
To: FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com

I  did not see if upper liveoak road was in the final 5 but

the old Liveoak school house is on that road.

My father purchased the school house in the 1950's-  it is a

rock bldg and has a historic plaque designating that the

school was started in the 1860's to 1948.

Thank you

Adrien  Stehling Behrens
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Fredericksburg Relief Route <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com>

Opinion
1 message

Bonn Surveying Mon, Jul 29, 2019 at 6:17 PM
To: fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com

I believe the southerly & southwesterly portions of routes F & H are too close to the city of Fredericksburg.

Thanks,
Carey Bonn
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Fredericksburg Relief Route <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com>

Public Comment - July 23, 2019 Workshop
1 message

Garret Bonn Tue, Jul 30, 2019 at 11:09 AM
To: "FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com" <FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com>

To Whom It May Concern:

I want to commend the project team for all of the detailed information presented at the most recent public workshop.  I feel the ranking criteria, although complex, was
presented in a clear and concise format.  

After reviewing the route options, as both an affected property owner and a civil engineer, I feel the best option of the five remaining routes is Route G.  The southern portion of
this route avoids impacts to existing and proposed developments and is far enough north of the Pedernales River to minimize environmental impacts.  It also follows Kerr Rd.
along the western portion of the route so ROW acquisition costs should be reduced.  On the northern end, between US 290 West and US 87 North, this alignment avoids any
major topographic issues and passes through an existing industrial area, thereby minimizing impacts to virgin Hill Country landscapes.

Thanks again for all the hard work on this project.

-Garret Bonn
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Fredericksburg Relief Route <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com>

Fredericksburg Relief Route Study Comments - Public Workshop #4
1 message

Valerie Bonn Mon, Jul 29, 2019 at 9:52 PM
To: fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com

I really appreciate all the hard work the project team has put in to try to answer questions and concerns relating to the
relief route.  Based on my review of the five options that are presented, I feel very strongly that Option G represents the
best options by far as it seems to represent the best compromise in all the studied criteria.  I am hopeful it ends up being
the preferred option.

Valerie Bonn
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Fredericksburg Relief Route <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com>

Where do you draw the line?
1 message

Libby Boos Wed, Jul 31, 2019 at 3:33 PM
To: FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com

To members of the relief route committee: At what cost do we draw the line on where the relief route should be built?
Current route option D will cut through 3 working farms. One that has been part of the Fbg community for over 150 years.
The Boos family purchased the land in 1852 and later founded Boos Dairy where it operated from 1927 until 2008 when
Rick Boos sold his milk cows. He now raises and sells high quality marbled angus beef  and utilizes this farm land on a daily
basis. Two other property owners that will be affected by this route have had farms for at least 100 years, as well. Is it fair to
rip up and destroy such deep German roots in a town that prides itself on its heritage and farm culture?
Build a route closer to town that will cost less and preserve history.
Sincerely,
Libby Boos
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Fredericksburg Relief Route <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com>

Relief Route
1 message

Gary Brunner Wed, Jul 24, 2019 at 1:08 PM
To: FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com

I think that a 400' wide, 70 mph relief route makes no sense at all for Fredericksburg/Gillespie County. 
However, given that this study is constrained to those criteria, presumably a TxDOT requirement, the only
route that makes any sense is D.

The majority of trucking and other traffic is to/from Fredericksburg as a destination -- due primarily to
tourism.  Therefore, only a minority of trucking/other traffic will use a relief route.  Consequently, a
smaller, lower speed inner relief route, such as Friendship, makes much more sense.  If such a route
existed around the city, I have no doubt that through truckers would use it -- regardless of the speed limit
-- in order to avoid the increasing downtown congestion.

If the task force continues to insist on the 400'/70 mph option, then the route will certainly be more
effective the farther out it is, hence route D.  Speed limits feeding the proposed routes have already been
decreased to 60 mph on east 290, and 55 mph on north 87.  Those limits will only be reduced as
congestion increases, making it inefficient to transition from a slower speed to a higher speed, then back
down again to a lower speed on the other end.

Finally, route D is preferable because it creates less of a barrier for local traffic, since there is less dense
housing and fewer roads than exist closer into the city.

Respectfully,

Gary Brunner
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Greetings,

Thank you for participating in the open house for the Fredericksburg Relief
Route Study on July 23. We value your input, as it will help to guide the
planning for this important transportation improvement project.
 
The project team will collect public input for two weeks. If you were unable to
participate in all of the activities offered at the open house, or if someone you
know is interested in providing input, you may send written comments on or
before August 7, 2019, to the project team at:
 
Email: FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com
Postal mail: CP&Y Attention:         Fredericksburg Relief Route Study
                                                       13809 Research Blvd., Suite 300
                                                       Austin, TX, 78750
 
For more information, or to take a survey on or before August 7, visit txdot.gov

and search
keyword “Fredericksburg,” email the Fredericksburg Relief Route Study Team

at
fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com or contact Joe Muck at

Joe.Muck@txdot.gov or
512.715.5702.

 
Over the next few months, we will be performing traffic modeling and
operational analysis of the five Primary Route Options. An historic resources
survey of the five options will also be conducted. The results of these efforts,
along with additional land use information, will then be factored into the “second
screening” of the evaluation matrix. Our intent is to complete the second
screening and identify a recommended locally-preferred route option sometime
this fall. We will schedule an Open House to present the recommendation and
solicit feedback and will notify you via email once that date has been set.
 
In the meantime, we are planning a workshop to discuss access
needs. Although a date has not been set, we anticipate having it in late-August
or early-September. Please let us know if you are interested in participating in
the Access Workshop and we will notify you of the date, time and location.
 
Again, thank you for attending the Open House. Community input is an
invaluable part of our decision-making process.  
 

Fredericksburg Relief Route <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com>

Reply: Route D for Fredericksburg Relief Route Study
1 message

Sharon Brunner Tue, Jul 30, 2019 at 1:36 PM
To: Fredericksburg Relief Route Study Team <FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com>

Thank you very much.  My husband and I attended the last public meeting and have completed your on-line survey.  There wasn't much space on it for general comments, so I
am sending this e-mail message to you.  Please seriously consider our concerns.

I was disheartened to learn that the only type of relief route that is being considered would be a 70 mph highway with as wide as a 400' span.  Even though this may be
TxDOT's preferred type of relief route, it is truly overkill for Fredericksburg and the surrounding community!  We hope someone there will seriously consider this.  Since so
much of our traffic consists of tourists (wanting to visit downtown) and delivery trucks (needing to service downtown businesses), a high percentage of the traffic will NOT be
taking the relief route because the downtown area is their destination.  Thus, a relief route will work for some traffic, but not a high percentage of it... thus, a high-speed bypass
is not needed.  And, it doesn't even make sense when both its entrance and exit on Hwys 290E and 87N have lower posted speed limits... that's almost a "DUH"!

But, if this still goes forward, then only a relief route as far out as possible makes sense.  The farthest route out that remains is Route D.  All of the others, especially G
and H, are just too close in and will create a division/barrier to our community.  You must realize that our sense of community does not stop at our city limits.  We have
many close-in neighborhoods where folks regularly come/go downtown and do not want a barrier to our access... especially one with loud traffic going by our neighborhoods at
high speeds. That will destroy our sense of community and quiet countryside.  I hope someone there is considering this very important piece of the puzzle.

So, my preference (and that of our neighbors) would be for a smaller, slower relief route that's more in keeping with our community.  But, whether it's smaller or bigger, Route
D is the only remaining route that will serve the purpose.  We'll be doing some travelling in September, so hope that your next meeting won't be scheduled until October.

Regards, Sharon Joy Brunner

On Monday, July 29, 2019, 05:51:00 PM CDT, Fredericksburg Relief Route Study Team <FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com> wrote:
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Please see the map below of the five Primary Route Options that were shown
at the open house on July 23.

Sincerely,
Fredericksburg Relief Route Study Project Team
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Fredericksburg Relief Route <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com>

RE: Fredericksburg relief route access meeting
1 message

Joseph Muck <Joe.Muck@txdot.gov> Wed, Aug 7, 2019 at 4:30 PM
To: Arah Duecker 
Cc: "Fredericksburg Relief Route (fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com)" <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com>

Thank you for your comments, we will add you to the list for the access management workshop.

Thanks
Joe

Joe Muck, P.E. | Assistant Area Engineer
Burnet Area Office
3029 SH 29  Burnet, TX  78611
Phone: (512) 715-5702 | Email: Joe.Muck@txdot.gov

-----Original Message-----
From: Arah Duecker 
Sent: Wednesday, August 07, 2019 4:28 PM
To: Joseph Muck
Subject: Fredericksburg relief route access meeting

This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Joe-
Please add me to the list of people who will need access off of the proposed routes.

3 of the 5 routes go directly on top of my neighbors home. All 3 will cut my home property.

Thank you,
Arah Duecker Campbell

Sent from my iPhone

[A Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) message]<https://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/media-center/featured.html>
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Fredericksburg Relief Route <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com>

my comments
1 message

Maryneil Dance Wed, Jul 31, 2019 at 11:44 AM
To: FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com

I just want to impress my feelings that we don’t need a major Highway like IH10.  None of the other highways coming into our city are that large.  We need
a 4 lane highway with shortest �me to go around our downtown or the trucks will choose to go through the town s�ll.  It is my understanding they have a
choice.  Really??? That just doesn’t sound right. Surely the towns can determine that.  Maryneil Dance
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Fredericksburg Relief Route <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com>

Relief Route comments
1 message

Jane A Drynan Tue, Aug 6, 2019 at 2:09 PM
To: FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com

Thank you for allowing comments on the proposed relief routes for Fredericksburg.

I am opposed to routes F and H for several reasons.

1. It will dramatically affect land values in the forthcoming Frieden Lakes project and in the Heritage Hill County housing area where I presently live.  

2. The routes F & H will cause more congestion and danger to the businesses located in the Industrial Park area if not causing them to close.

3. It probably will take years of planning , route access (eminent domain rules) before construction starts during which time the city will undoubtedly expand beyond it’s current
borders.

4. By the time of completion routes F & H will not help that much as traffic along east 290 has become more congested during the past few years and will probably become
more so in the future due to the popularity of the town of Fredericksburg and the opening of more businesses (Alstadt Brewery, Yeehaw store, more winery tasting venues, and
more developments to come, many already started.  If anything perhaps the route should be moved further East.

Thank you for your time.

Ronald D. Drynan, Sr.
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Fredericksburg Relief Route <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com>

Relief Route
2 messages

Diana Fishel Sun, Aug 4, 2019 at 7:44 AM
To: FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com

Please never consider routes F&H. I live in Heritage Hills and these routes are totally unacceptable. You might as well use Friendship Lane at no extra cost. I suggest you first
connect S 87 to N87 through #16 via Tivy Dale Rd. Cast my vote for this plan. Sincerely Diana Fishel.  

Sent from my iPhone

Fredericksburg Relief Route <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com> Mon, Aug 5, 2019 at 10:46 AM
To: Diana Fishel 

Dear Ms. Fishel,

We appreciate your input and le�ng us know your thoughts.  Your comments will be added to the public record and Open House Report. This report will be posted
online once it is complete.

 

Sincerely,

The Fredericksburg Relief Route Study Project Team

[Quoted text hidden]
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Fredericksburg Relief Route <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com>

Concerned land owner on proposed routes
Glenda Fritz Sun, Aug 4, 2019 at 4:15 PM
To: fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com

Dear Kory Keller, I am Glenda Summers Fritz and I think I remember you as my fourth grade student. I also was your sister, Stephanie's, fourth grade teacher and your mom
was my room mom!!! It was a long time ago, right?
As the person in charge of the task force gathering information, I want to share with you my upmost concern about property my husband, Gerald Fritz and I own on 290 west
just 3 plus miles out of town. We own property on both sides of 290. On the north side, we own a house that was built circa 1856 which sits on out town lots dating to the
1800s. I have shared the town lot numbers with a TXDT member at the historical gathering information table at the last meeting. We inherited that property from Heinrich Dietz,
so the original deed would be under his name; now Gerald Fritz. Three of the 5 final routes, Routes D, E, and F, go through that house and property and wipe out our last 
FISD superintendent, Dr. Marc Williamson's house. I know aerial photos do not reflect details like this that the task force needs to know. I think Fredericksburg has a rich
history of those pioneers who settled here long ago so we can enjoy the tourist industry today. Little did they know that their hard work and fortitude could be destroyed with
truck routes. I understand the traffic situation in Main Street, but I do think that city planners are wise enough to value historical sites like our place on 290 and can locate
alternative routes, so please do whatever you can to preserve Gillespie County history.  I've been told by community members that so many historical places have already
been destroyed, so we can't keep all of them. Really??Surely the city managers, council members, and our mayor value Fredericksburg history. I know Linda Langerhans
values history. I have gotten information to apply for a historical marker in that place.  I taught school for 39 years, and took care of ailing parents and we were going to restore
this house when we retired, never thinking that a truck route would go through there. There is another historical home on those same three routes owned by Linda Luxinger
which does have a historical marker already.  So, Kory, please encourage and recommend that the city find alternative routes rather than those listed in the current maps.
Thank you for your heartfelt consideration.  I know it is a monumental task.
Glenda Anderegg Summers Fritz
( I'm including Summers bc I think I was Mrs. Summers when you were in my class!#!!)





















































August 5, 2019 

Mr. Kory Keller 

Chairman of the Gillespie County Relief Route Task force 
 
Dear Mr. Keller: 
 
I am a citizen of Gillespie county.  I am writing in regards to concerns I have if the route labeled “FH” 
(orange and maroon) is chosen.  My mother’s property is located at .  I have been 
told to give concerns based on issues that could arise for our community if the truck relief route is 
placed on “FH” so I will start with those concerns.   
 
This route is too close to the city limits on 87 south. There are businesses that would be impacted 
negatively if this route is chosen.  It appears that the Fredericksburg Theatre and Cranky Franks would 
be taken out.  Both businesses are popular places citizens in Fredericksburg frequent, and the worry is if 
taken away, they may not rebuild.  Fredericksburg Theatre is also a popular tourist attraction that would 
be up routed at the very least.  
 
A subdivision is being developed between 87 South and 290 East.  If route “FH” is chosen, property will 
be taken away from this land development when there are so few opportunities to purchase land for 
housing in Fredericksburg as it stands. 
 
TxDot is proposing a 400 foot easement through the middle of my mother’s property.  This will literally 
split her property in two and would take approximately 4 acres of mom’s land. Why is TxDot proposing 
to take such a wide strip of land for this route?  The proposed relief route would be way to close to 
mom’s house, the road noise would be unbearable.   
 
 There would be no access to mom’s remaining property. There would be no water to the second half, as 
it is currently piped down to where the cattle are located. The bottom half of mom’s property also 
contains a telephone tower, T-Mobile would not have access to maintain the tower with the land being 
divided.  
 
There are no other roads coming into Fredericksburg of the magnitude that TxDot proposes to build. 
What constitutes the need for a road taking up that much land?   
 
On a personal prospective, this property is my homeplace, it’s where I grew up. If this relief route cuts 
through this small 19+ acre tract, it will totally destroy my childhood homeplace.  DO NOT BUILD THE 
RELIEF ROUTE. 
 
Concerned, 
 
 
Laurie Hartmann 

 

 
 
 























8/5/2019 Gmail - Purple Route

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=448da3edea&view=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-f%3A1641066386805170201&simpl=msg-f%3A1641066386805170201 1/1

Fredericksburg Relief Route <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com>

Purple Route
1 message

Mike Hodges Mon, Aug 5, 2019 at 5:07 PM
To: FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com

Take the route that is further out from the center of the city.
The city is going to continue to grow and the land would be less expensive at this time.
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Fredericksburg Relief Route <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com>

Routes F and H
1 message

Rita Horne Fri, Aug 2, 2019 at 1:55 PM
To: FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com

Please remove these routes (F and H) from consideration as they will adversely affect the property values of the entire Heritage Hill Country Subdivision as well as other
residences in the area. Also safety is a strong concern! Thank you for your time and consideration. Rita Horne  

Sent from my iPhoneRH
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Fredericksburg Relief Route <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com>

relief route
1 message

Janell Itz Thu, Jul 25, 2019 at 2:34 PM
To: FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com

To Whom It May Concern:

 

Unfortunately we were not able to make it to the meeting on July 23, 2019.  We have looked at the 5 proposed routes and
we are against routes D, E, and F.  If you come thru any of these routes, you will be taking out at least 3 businesses on W
US Hwy 290.  There may be other businesses along the way, we just know of this location since one of those 3
businesses is ours.  With these 3 locations there would be quite a few people looking for jobs.  We truly believe there can
be other routes where it would not effect so many peoples lives.  Therefore, we would like to see routes G & H utilized. 
Thanks!

 

Clayton and Janell Itz
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Fredericksburg Relief Route <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com>

opinion
1 message

Don Jacoby Tue, Aug 6, 2019 at 2:55 PM
To: "FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com" <FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com>
Cc: Mary Jacoby 

We are residents of Fredericksburg and have studied your proposed relief routes .  It is our opinion the best one to consider would be the grey route for many reasons.

!. It has second to least residential displacements.

2.Has the least commercial displacements

3.It only divides a few more parcels of land—7 more at most

4. places # four of 5 for least amount of additional right of way and residence within 250 feet

5.% of undeveloped land at intersections-very little difference in 4 of the 5

6. Second on creek crossings but that is not big resident or commercial inconvenience

7.Wet land impact low again 4 of 5 as well as flood plain

8. NDD all same

9. Length in miles almost equal to lowest

10. Length within EJ areas  lowest except for longest route.

11. park/historic impact 0

12. Travel time savings equal to the best

13.Cost 4th of 5 again but by only $1.4M

Least residents and commercial affected along with almost least cost this would affect the least amount of people—keep the route far enough out for noise and drive time is
equal to other routes so not an inconvenience to use.

Thank you for all you do--- All data points to GREY being the best solution for the majority of residents and business’s in Fredericksburg.

This is 2 vote for GREY

Don & Mary Jacoby     

Sent from Mail for Windows 10
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Fredericksburg Relief Route <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com>

Fw: Relief route comments
1 message

Donnie Schuch Thu, Aug 1, 2019 at 10:39 AM
To: Fredericksburg Relief Route <FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com>

Please add these comments to the feasibility study documentation.  Thanks.

Donnie Schuch

Gillespie County Commissioner - Pct. 4

From: Dan Jenkins 
Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2019 5:40 PM
To: Donnie Schuch 
Subject: Relief route comments

Mr. Schuch, see my comments attached. Thank you for your concern for
the entire county and for interest in public input on this matter.

-- 
Dan A. Jenkins

DAJ comments county commissioners.pdf
157K



July 23,2019 Fredericksburg Relief Route Study Comments 

To:  Gillespie County Commissioners 

Name:  Dan A. Jenkins,  

Address:  

Email:   

• No to All 5 routes!

• All 5 routes negatively impact our historic home and property. The Christian Kraus Homestead.

We are pursuing the “Permission for right-of-entry to conduct Historical Survey Investigations in

Gillespie County, Texas”. And the National Register of Historic Places.

• Hwy 87N and Hwy 290 W section all 5 routes destroy historic homes, pioneer cemetery, legacy

farm land, part of the original German settlements.

• All 5 relief routes destroy small and mid-size family businesses who will not be able to

financially recover from forced eminent domain!

• I do not want to pay higher taxes and this places a higher tax burden on all citizens in the

county.

• Environmental damage to Baron’s Creek, and Live Oak Creek and all water shed drainage areas will be

damaged.  Wildlife and farm/ranch lands vegetation will be destroyed.

• An interstate system is too large for the routes D-H going so close to town and limits economic

growth due to the limited access on the route.

I invite you to personally visit our historic home & property located at the end of Shorty 

Crenwelge Rd. Our locked gate is at the end of Shorty Crenwelge Rd. We would be happy to 

show you what will be destroyed by the routes.  
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Fredericksburg Relief Route <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com>

Fw: Relief Route
1 message

Donnie Schuch Wed, Aug 7, 2019 at 9:30 AM
To: Fredericksburg Relief Route <FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com>

Please add to public comments section.

Donnie Schuch

Gillespie County Commissioner - Pct. 4

From: Sheila Kale 
Sent: Tuesday, August 6, 2019 10:08 PM
To: Donnie Schuch 
Subject: Relief Route
 
Hi Donnie, 

I don't want the proposed highway that is being discussed. It will destroy our tourist industry and Main Street businesses. The cost is
outrageous. 

I've heard the arguments for not using Friendship Lane, but it doesn't add up. There are four lanes --just not divided. We would not have more
than that with the proposed route. 

I filled out the survey and it is attached. 
  

Sincerely, 

Sheila Sattler Kale

scanr.pdf
856K
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My wife and I are very concerned about the TxDot plans- all of them- and would like to request that the study be halted now before the route options are
narrowed down. As we can presume from the recent bond vote regarding the sports park, a vote for a $60M+ bond has next to no chance of passing. Property
values would be permanently altered along any proposed route that stays on TxDot's books (as we personally have already found out). It is better to stop this
selection process now. If there is only one route left "on the books", developers and investors would influence the future of our town, often contrary to public
desires.

Attached is our survey response to TxDot that we felt we should send a copy directly to you. We are not sure TxDot communicates back to you everything
they hear from the community.

We would very much like to stop this process and instead give back the control of this relief route to local government. If the county could aid the city in
creating alternate routes out of existing roadways, that would be less expensive, less disruptive, and could be accomplished much more quickly. 

Thank you for serving,
Steve and Nicole Kroeger

<WSK survey.pdf>

Kory Keller Tue, Aug 6, 2019 at 8:24 AM
To: "fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com" <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com>, Kent Myers 

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Kroegers 
Date: August 6, 2019 at 8:17:25 AM CDT
To: Kory Keller 
Subject: Re: A new direction is needed for the relief route
Reply-To: 

Dear Kory,

Thank you for your kind and understanding words.
Although we would be personally hit very very hard by 3 of these routes, I think our whole Hill Country will be hit hard by any one of them.
Such a road will irreparably change the course and makeup of our community. 
What TxDot is planning is not what the community was hoping for.

We think this is really really serious. Thank you for all you are doing.

Steve and Nicole
[Quoted text hidden]





8/2/2019 Gmail - object to Route F and Route H

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=448da3edea&view=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-f%3A1640786596450815731&simpl=msg-f%3A1640786596450815731 1/1

Fredericksburg Relief Route <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com>

object to Route F and Route H
1 message

lanellkunz@aol.com Fri, Aug 2, 2019 at 3:00 PM
To: FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com

The construction of Fredericksburg Route F and Route H will affect the value of existing housing around it.  Noise from a busy highway has a seriously negative impact on
property values.  The subdivision of Heritage Hills would be greatly affected by these routes. This is a subdivision with only senior citizens with a quiet peaceful
atmosphere.  I strongly object to Routes F and H.

LaNell Kunz





7/24/2019 Gmail - Route Selection Comments
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Fredericksburg Relief Route <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com>

Route Selection Comments
1 message

Ryan Kutzbach Wed, Jul 24, 2019 at 12:20 PM
To: FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com

We were unable to attend the open house, but wanted to voice our concerns with the proposed route options. With the
exception of route D, the current proposed routes have a tremendous impact on existing local businesses and housing.

The southern connection point of routes F and H literally run right through the middle of a housing development of 100+
houses. I don't understand how this is even an option? You can't possibly think its reasonable to eminent domain that
number of houses and run a highway right in the middle of the remaining development? Continuing on, these routes cut
directly through numerous businesses at the intersection of Hwy16 and Tivydale/Friendship Ln, which inevitably will put
them out. Even if you go around the housing and businesses the impact of noise and traffic flow will be detrimental. What
would the bypass achieve at that point?

On the northern connection point routes GH would have detrimental impact on the business in this area. Also, there is no
room for further development of town with the highway connection being so close to existing development. This
connection point seems really short sighted

The only reasonable route option is route D as it has minimal impact on current residents and businesses. It allows for
future development, and it keeps traffic noise well out of the city. Second choice would be route E, but you still have the
negative impact on the businesses and houses at Hwy16 and Tivydale/Friendship Ln. 

I think it's important to consider this route's goal is to help the community, not hurt it. There is plenty of undeveloped land
south and west of town that this highway can run through. At the rate in which Fredericksburg is growing, routing a
highway through existing development is short sighted. Planning for future growth of town in all directions is essential. 

Regards,
Ryan Kutzbach



































July 23,2019 Fredericksburg Relief Route Study Comments 

Name:  Linda N. Lucksinger 

Address:  

Email  

• No to All 5 routes!  

• All 5 routes negatively impact our historic home and property. The Christian Kraus Homestead. 

We are pursuing the “Permission for right-of-entry to conduct Historical Survey Investigations in 

Gillespie County, Texas”. And the National Register of Historic Places.  

• At the Hwy 87 N – Hwy 290W section of all 5 options destroys/negatively impact historic homes, 

pioneer cemetery, and farm lands that are part of the original German settlers to Fredericksburg 

& Gillespie County. These 5 routes are destroying the Historical Heart of this County. Hwy 290 W 

– Hwy 290E sections may also have historic structures, homes, farm land, ranch lands, historic 

homesites with current agricultural endeavors (vineyards, etc.) that will be negatively impacted 

or destroyed by these 5 routes. Save our Heritage! Let’s keep Gillespie County Great! 

• Cost to County & City Tax Payers is too high for what we get out of this.  

• Cost in lost businesses, jobs, farming, and industry due to the building of these 5 routes is not 

worth it. Many acres of farmland are within the path of all routes. These farmers and others 

who lease fields to make a living farming will be financially hurt. Some will be unable to sustain 

farming in Gillespie County. We lease acreage to the Jacoby Brothers from Stonewall who farm 

several plots from various owners in the Hwy 87N – Hwy 290W section of county. Businesses 

destroyed or forced to relocate along these 5 routes may never recover from this displacement 

and destruction.  

• These 5 routes do long term Environmental damage to Baron’s Creek, Town Creek, and Live Oak 

Creek. We have a beautiful natural environment, do not endanger and destroy it with this monster 

because a few believe they know what is best. Hill Country Alliance and land owners have 

worked for several years to improve the Barons Creek flow through the county and town. 

• No to this huge interstate going so close to town and ruining our way of life with noise and high 

speeds (litter, trash, road debris---look at the interstates and highways as you travel!!). 

• NO to all relief routes because they will destroy our pioneer homesites, farms, ranches, and 

destroy what makes Fredericksburg and Gillespie County great and a unique Texas Treasure! 

• NO to all relief routes because they will destroy small and mid-size family businesses who will 

not be able to financially recover from forced eminent domain just so that others can reap the 

benefits!! 

 

 

For concerned for Gillespie County residents & business owners. Website to find maps and information make 

Public Comment by August 7, 2019.    www.txdot.gov   search key word “Fredericksburg”. 

 

Or mail the Comment Sheet to:  CP&Y Attn: Fredericksburg Relief Route Study 

    13809 Research Blvd.,  Suite 300 

    Austin, TX 78750 
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Greetings,

Thank you for participating in the open house for the Fredericksburg Relief Route Study on July 23. We value your input, as it will help to guide the planning for this important transportation improvement project.
 
The project team will collect public input for two weeks. If you were unable to participate in all of the activities offered at the open house, or if someone you know is interested in providing input, you may send written
comments on or before August 7, 2019, to the project team at:
 
Email: FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com
Postal mail: CP&Y Attention:         Fredericksburg Relief Route Study
                                                       13809 Research Blvd., Suite 300
                                                       Austin, TX, 78750
 

For more information, or to take a survey on or before August 7, visit txdot.gov and search
keyword “Fredericksburg,” email the Fredericksburg Relief Route Study Team at

fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com or contact Joe Muck at Joe.Muck@txdot.gov or
512.715.5702.

 
Over the next few months, we will be performing traffic modeling and operational analysis of the five Primary Route Options. An historic resources survey of the five options will also be conducted. The results of thes
efforts, along with additional land use information, will then be factored into the “second screening” of the evaluation matrix. Our intent is to complete the second screening and identify a recommended locally-prefer
option sometime this fall. We will schedule an Open House to present the recommendation and solicit feedback and will notify you via email once that date has been set.
 
In the meantime, we are planning a workshop to discuss access needs. Although a date has not been set, we anticipate having it in late-August or early-September. Please let us know if you are interested in particip
the Access Workshop and we will notify you of the date, time and location.
 
Again, thank you for attending the Open House. Community input is an invaluable part of our decision-making process.  
 
Please see the map below of the five Primary Route Options that were shown at the open house on July 23.
 
 
Sincerely,
Fredericksburg Relief Route Study Project Team
 

Fredericksburg Relief Route <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com>

Re: Fredericksburg Relief Route Study Public Open House - Comment Period Reminder
2 messages

Larry Wed, Jul 31
To: fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com

Get BlueMail for Android
On Jul 29, 2019, at 5:50 PM, Fredericksburg Relief Route Study Team <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com> wrote:
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Copyright © 2019 Rifeline, All rights reserved.

You are receiving this email because you have expressed an interest in the Fredericksburg Relief Route Study activities. Please let us know if you would like to unsubscribe and we will remove you from our list.

Our mailing address is:

Rifeline

3724 Jefferson St Ste 114

Austin, TX 78731-6219

Add us to your address book

Want to change how you receive these emails?

You can update your preferences or unsubscribe from this list.

Larry Sat, Aug 3, 2019 at 9:33 AM
To: fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com

Build a relief around town with access so businesses can locate on the loop and leave the town for the tourist otherwise we don't need a loop

Get BlueMail for Android
[Quoted text hidden]
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Fredericksburg Relief Route <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com>

Comment to by-pass
1 message

Jerry Martino Tue, Aug 6, 2019 at 9:28 AM
To: FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com

In review of the considered options, and being in the possible direct path I am compelled to note that with the exception of the longer route shown too many homes and
businesses will be impacted on 4 of the 5 routes choices.
I also am of the opinion that a route in ANY of the choices is not really needed when and where it affects a town and quality of life where commercial convenience should take
precedence over public and private quality of life.
Which any and all of of these proposals do.
Traffic and safety is of course of all our concerns, however the heavy vehicles and equipment traversing a speedway as these proposals represent is NOT a solution to those
issues. Rather the opposite could be true.
Really, so what if the traffic is that slowed presently down continues! Except for minor inconvenience it disturbs little in peoples and the area quality of life way of life...
A by-pass will, a bad idea overall..

Sent from my iPhone





7/24/2019 Gmail - Comment
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Fredericksburg Relief Route <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com>

Comment
1 message

Sherrie Maurer Wed, Jul 24, 2019 at 8:14 AM
To: FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com

I don’t believe we need a freeway like I-10 around Fredericksburg. You just need a loop with 2 lanes in each direction.
Please don’t build a freeway. Don’t change our way of life around here!

Thanks,

Sherrie Maurer
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Fredericksburg Relief Route <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com>

Fredericksburg Relief Route
1 message

Gail McCulloch Wed, Aug 7, 2019 at 9:38 AM
To: fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com
Cc: Jennie Mcculloch 

To Relief Route:

The most common sense approach to this relief route is to use the current Friendship lane in Fredericksburg.

This route is already wide enough for trucks.  
If it needed to be widened out it could be done with only effecting a minimal amount of folks on the south side of the road.  Most of that road is open pasture.

From 290 to Hwy 16 there are only four buildings in the path.  The city of Fredericksburg building being the largest.  You can easily shave off 75’ without effecting their
property.

Shouldn’t you send a letter to everyone that is effected by these 5 paths?
Instead of finding out by chance?  Someone just happened to let us know.

It is not enough to put a small ad in the paper, hidden under Special Notices section.  I do not know that many folks that get the paper.  That is a dying or close to dead medium
for communication.

I feel very strongly that it really doesn’t matter what our input is, you all will do whatever you want.

Gail McCulloch

Sent from my iPhone
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Fredericksburg Relief Route <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com>

Relief Route
1 message

Mark McPhail Wed, Aug 7, 2019 at 5:01 PM
To: "fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com" <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com>

Gentlemen:

 

Thank you for the opportunity to respond to the proposed routes.  I have also completed the survey and was disappointed that it did not give me the option of indicating that I
was against any route.

 

The two routes closest to the city, would go down East Industrial Loop and displace The Good Sam Center, the proposed site for The Grace Center and numerous other
charitable and for profit businesses. 

 

The middle route affects the Boos dairy, whose family, among other many generational families, helped make this such a unique city and community.  The outer route may also
affect some of those same families.  My wife’s family has been farming the same land for now over 160 years and it would be such a travesty to take away the land families
such as these continue to farm or ranch.

 

Any of the proposed routes will not affect those trucks taking 16N, nor those trucks coming into the city to conduct business.

 

I appreciate your time and work you have performed on the route, but as a citizen, I would have to vote against a bond issue for any of these routes.

 

Mark McPhail

 

 

 

Sent from Mail for Windows 10
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Lane.

Reverse your thinking if you are coming into Fredericksburg
from US 290W or US 87N onto Main.

A quick mention of TX16 North of Main.  There are future plans for
the extension of Friendship Lane from the US 290 intersection to
TX16 at Frederick Road, but for this discussion, we will assume
that the Friendship Lane to TX16 plan is still on the drawing board.

So, traffic coming into town on TX16, and wanting to continue
on TX 16 to the North, would continue North on Adams at
Main and turn right onto East Austin St, then a left at Llano
St. (TX 16) to the North.  If you are coming from the West,
US 290W or US 87W, and need to continue to TX16 to
the North, you would turn left onto Adams, and turn right
 onto East Austin St then a left at Llano St. (TX16) to the North.

Now I would like to digress and pose the following questions
to The Team:

1) Has a detailed vehicle count been done by percentage...
i.e. big rigs, busses, RVs, light trucks, SUVs, automobiles,
motorcycles?

2) If a detailed count has been done, how many were done
and what were the time periods involved?

3) Has a survey been taken, especially of the big rig operators,
as to what percentage of drivers will opt to continue through
Main, as opposed to taking the longer Relief Route?

FYI:  The Relief Route would be an OPTION not a MUST.
In other words:  Is an operator willing to spend more $$
for the additional fuel needed to traverse the Relief Route,
and for the log time added (for the big rigs)?

4) If such a survey has been taken, do the results show that
future loading predictions on Main would be reduced because
of a Relief Route?

Finally...  A few comments on the main concern...  the Relief
Route.  I prefer the use of Friendship Lane to TX16 as compared
to the construction of a new road to the South.  I am against
the 400 foot right-of-way that has been proposed.  This would
be a road that would be needed in Houston, not in Fredericksburg.
Larger right-of-way demands more land acquisition, more road bed
to be constructed, more paving...   in other words more $$$. So
the 400 foot right-of-way is a lose-lose situation from my point of
view.  Also, there is the visual impact that such a "roadway"
would create.  Not Hill Country Beautiful but Hill Country Ugly.

To be more in tune with Hill Country Beautiful, the Relief Route
should mimic Friendship Lane, with the addition of a center
"chicken" lane and carefully designed on and off ramps.  Access to
"cut" streets and roads is a must!
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As far as the routing is concerned, I have no opinion other than
the one regarding Friendship Lane.  There are difficult decisions
that will have to be made.  What ever the choice, families and
businesses will be impacted.

What about fair value pricing, not based on some number
which is derived from some average, which is not a realistic
representation of the Fredericksburg area?

I have a fear that many displaced victims of the eminent
domain process, will not have adequate funds to buy back
into the Fredericksburg market, and therefore will be forced
to leave the area.  A loss to the community.

As the eminent domain process moves forward, there will
be an artificial jump in housing prices as the hunt for
replacement housing is made by those who have been
bought out.  But, how many will be successful in finding
new housing in this market at affordable pricing?

Thank you for posting my thoughts in the meeting
summation.

Don Murray
Fredericksburg
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Specifically the possible problems caused by big rigs

in the 100 200 and 300 blocks of East Main.

 

The suggestion was to "bypass" those rigs utilizing

Friendship Lane.

 

The scenario:  Big rigs coming into Fredericksburg

would be sent to Friendship Lane.

 

From the East, on US 290, taking the left at Friendship

Lane, continuing to TX16, taking a right onto TX16

and continuing to Main.  At Main a left turn would

send the big rig to either US 290W or US 87N.

 

From the West, on US 290 / US 87, taking a right

at Adams, continuing on to Friendship Lane, taking

a left onto Friendship and continuing to either

US 87S or US 290E.

 

Obviously traffic coming into Fredericksburg from

US 87S, would take the appropriate turn at Friendship

Lane to continue their route thru town.

 

Has this temporary scenario been discussed by

TXdot?  I realize that restrictions would have to be

made to both a state and two US highways, but

could this not be done?

 

Again...  this would be a stop gap measure while

the Relief Project discussions are ongoing.

 

Thank you for your time Mr. Muck.

 

 

Don Murray

Fredericksburg
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Fredericksburg Relief Route <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com>

Friendship Ln
2 messages

Jan Nebgen Wed, Aug 7, 2019 at 12:47 PM
To: FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com

Everyone keeps saying Friendship Ln can not be used as a relief route. I travel between 16S & 87S on Friendship Ln 4 times a day. 

On my 2 mile drive at 12:35 today, I counted 8 semi trucks headed E on Friendship & 2 headed W. None were Ingram Ready Mix trucks, 1 was Keller Equipment. So, the truck
drivers ARE using Friendship Ln. 

Friendship Ln needs to be considered! 

Jan Nebgen

Jan Nebgen Wed, Aug 7, 2019 at 3:20 PM
To: FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com

From: Jan Nebgen < >
Date: August 7, 2019 at 12:47:39 PM CDT
To: FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com
Subject: Friendship Ln

Everyone keeps saying Friendship Ln can not be used as a relief route. I travel between 16S & 87S on Friendship Ln 4 times a day. 

On my 2 mile drive at 12:35 today, I counted 8 semi trucks headed E on Friendship & 2 headed W. None were Ingram Ready Mix trucks, 1 was Keller
Equipment. So, the truck drivers ARE using Friendship Ln. 

Friendship Ln needs to be considered! 

Jan Nebgen
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Fredericksburg Relief Route <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com>

Some Concerns
1 message

Raymond Nolin Mon, Jul 29, 2019 at 8:57 PM
To: "FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com" <FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com>

As a resident of Fredericksburg two concerns I want to raise are the width of the road being oversized
beyond what is necessary and the second is the crossing of 87 and 16.  If the decide route crosses 87 and 16
although it would cost more I think it would benefit the traffic flow for all three roads if an overpass was
used to crossover 87 and 16 instead of applying a stoplight.

Concerned ci�zen,
R. Tim Nolin
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Fredericksburg Relief Route <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com>

Relief route
1 message

Dennis O'Brien Thu, Jul 25, 2019 at 10:09 AM
To: FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com

While I agree that we need some truck alternates for Main Street, a limited access 70-75 MPH highway through
Fredericksburg makes no logical sense.I suggest TXDOT pull out, since this appears the only option they will accept, and
we handle this locally.
Dennis O'Brien
Frederickburg
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Fredericksburg Relief Route <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com>

Relief route
1 message

Moneca Osbon Tue, Aug 6, 2019 at 10:44 AM
To: FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com

Definitely oppose routes F & H.

Thanks, Moneca Osbon
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Fredericksburg Relief Route <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com>

RE: Fredericksburg Relief Route Survey
1 message

Mon, Aug 5, 2019 at 12:24 PM
To: FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com

My vote is for using Ranch Road 2093 (Tivydale Road) to the west of Highway 16 South, building a slow curve to intersect with Kerr Road, and extending Kerr Road
northwards to intersect with Highway 290 West and Highway 87 North.

This will minimize impact to property owners outside of the City of Fredericksburg and also will bring the cost of the project to within the affordability of Gillespie County
residents.

Any relief route farther out will impact many property owners outside the City limits and will cost taxpayers, both within Gillespie County and at the State level, a degree of
magnitude higher than that for the Tivydale / Kerr Road option.

Graham Pearson
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Fredericksburg Relief Route <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com>

Comments post 7-23-19 workshop
1 message

Dru Pipkin Tue, Aug 6, 2019 at 5:32 PM
To: FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com

Thank you for all the deliberative study you put into the route decisions presented at the workshop and for the efforts made to explain the criteria used to select the more
feasible routes.

Sincerely,

Dru Pipkin

Relief Route Comments 8-6-19.pdf
460K
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Fredericksburg Relief Route <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com>

Relief Route Study vote
1 message

Hugo Preciado Wed, Aug 7, 2019 at 7:38 PM
To: FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com

To whomever it may concern,

As a citizen of Fredericksburg and landowner, I'd like to put my vote and opinion on the relief route study options. 
The two options containing the use of Friendship Lane in my opinion would be the best options. Reasons why:
1. Cost. You have already in place about 2/3rds of the suggested relief rout options already constructed as well as newly remodeled asphalt on the road. Construction of the
rest of Friendship Lane route options would be more cost efficient and for taxpayers as well. Speed isnt an issue on Friendship. If you go out to survey, you will see that lane
takes truck traffic just as much as main street. 
2. Materials. Supplies and equipment will increase the further out you go. More resources equals more money. 
3. You still will have heavy big truck traffic going to Main street in order to get on Hwy 16 N to travel north, vice versa coming from 16 N to get on main and find the truck route
to head out. 
The only real issue with traffic is the congestion of tourists this town brings.. due to the limited parking in this town people who have lived here long enough like myself have to
avoid main street from this congestion and tourists jumping out in traffic j walking. 
Tourism does bring income to this town but it also brings headaches with the congestion of their traffic. Trucks have always rolled right through town. But tourism with the
proliferation of wineries has brought more headaches. 
One section that has to be brought up to attention as well is the area on main street where Natural Grocers, McDonalds and the bank beside it. That area is prone to have a
car accident one day due to the increased traffic passing through there along with the speed limit increased to 40 mph. Either that limit must come down to 30mph for that area
or fix an intersection with a light. Its sad to say these things aren't considered until the day something does happen and starts occurring frequently. 

Sincerely and respectfully,
Citizen of Fredericksburg, TX.
Hugo
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Fredericksburg Relief Route <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com>

No to relief route in Fredericksburg,tx.
1 message

David Ramirez Sun, Aug 4, 2019 at 8:46 PM
To: Fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com

 Writing about my concerns about this relief route, which will impact my humanity. First I want to say NO, to all the 5 routes, no to the huge interstate that will be going to close
to where I live and to close to town, litter, road debris.                Cost to tax payers is too high for what we get out of this.     At the hwy 87 n - hwy 290 west section of all5
options destroy/negatively impact historic homes and historic land sites.                                                                                                     Businesses destroyed or forced to
relocate.                         : These five routes do long term environmental damage to barons Creek, Town Creek, and live oak Creek.                              : No to any relief routes
that destroy our pioneer Homesites, farms, ranches and what keeps this town in tx a great place to live.



                                                                               Relief Route 

August 7, 2019 

 

To Whom It May Concern: 

 

My name is Marcella Ramirez and I have lived in Fredericksburg TX for 29 years. I was born and raised in 

the small town of Fredericksburg and I have always loved it so much! I have seen all the changes that 

this town has gone through, but this relief route that everyone is talking about is way too much it will 

destroy the German beauty that this town holds, this town is so charming and quite and cute and it 

doesn’t need a noisy route going through it or so close to town. It will affect so many businesses and 

families that have been in the town for ever. People that depend on their properties depend on their 

properties for their futures. People should not have to change their lives or have to give up their 

properties that have been in their families for generations. The Relief Route would cause the price for 

living to go up even more. People should not have to suffer even more! Those who pay rent pay enough 

already people should not have to starve themselves just to live in this town. Cost to tax payers is too 

high for what we get out of this we do not want to foot the bill for the down town businesses that get all 

the benefit my parents property is located on Hwy 87 North and our address is  

this is why I say no to this relief route  
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Fredericksburg Relief Route <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com>

Fredericksburg Truck Route
1 message

Michael Reavis Mon, Aug 5, 2019 at 12:37 PM
To: FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com

To whom it may concern,

I do not see any of the proposed routes being a benefit to Gillespie County as a whole. All of the proposed routes put undue burden on the tax payers of Gillespie County, as
well as the land owners whose land will be cut up, divided and made very undesirable. It seems that whoever is pushing for the development of the route must have personal
gain at stake. I know many of the property owners along the routes, and have not heard one say they can see a benefit. As a tax payer in the county and city, I can only see
increased tax burdens and a scaring of the land, while basically taking a Main Street problem and dumping it onto others. There are other alternatives available that will not be
so destructive to our community or costly. We should be looking at a means to move more traffic off main, like cars and pickups, not just tractor trailers. No one needs a 70
mph highway to bypass Main. The most common sense idea is to complete Friendship Lane/Tivydale Road around to Hwy 290 west and possibly Hwy 87 north with a
reasonable and safe speed limit, say 45 mph. I for one do not like driving on main street, but to drive out of town to bypass Main street is crazy. Give me something close in
and I will choose it over main.

 

Michael H. Reavis, P.A.S.

Gillespie Nutritional Service

 

 

 

 www.avast.com
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Fredericksburg Relief Route <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com>

Fredericksburg Relief Route
1 message

Susan Rees Wed, Aug 7, 2019 at 3:19 PM
To: Fredericksburg Relief Route Study Team <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com>

Gentlemen:

I have lived in Fredericksburg for most of my life and I agree that a heavy truck/traffic relief route is needed.  

Please, however, do not endorse or proceed with Route E or Route G.  These routes will ruin the future of one of Texas' finest rural hospitals
and medical health system.  

Hill Country Memorial owns property that would be divided and ultimately of little use to our rural healthcare future.  Land on those routes
constitute the FUTURE of our healthcare long term when we outgrow the confines of the Hill Country Memorial hospital property presently at
the intersection of State Highway #16South and Windcrest Street in the city limits of Fredericksburg.

Please do not proceed considering Route E or Route G.  Please, the future of our rural healthcare is at risk.

Sincerely,

Forest J. Rees, Jr.
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Fredericksburg Relief Route <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com>

Comments
1 message

Valarie Smith Tue, Jul 30, 2019 at 5:36 PM
To: fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com

I’ve been to all 4 meetings and learned more talking to one TxDot rep for 5 minutes than in all the meetings combined.
This is the information I was told that I don’t think is common knowledge:
1. The relief route will become Hwy 290 and Main Street will not be any longer; 2. Ability for trucks to travel at 70 miles per hour is required by the state for any new highway
built; 3. Frontage roads are required by the state for access to driveways which accounts for the width of the road and amount of land needed; 4. All or most of the construction
costs will come from TxDot budget, but land acquisitions will be up to residents to pay for, including how long that process will be stretched out.

If this is all correct information then it should be made available to the residents in simple terms.
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August 5, 2019 
 
 
 
Mr. Kory Keller 
Chairman 
Gillespie County Relief Route Task Force 
Fredericksburg, Texas 78624 
 
 Re:  Fredericksburg Relief Route Study 
 
Dear Chairman Keller: 
 

I am writing to you on behalf of the living descendants of the Amandus Stehling 
family.  We are very relieved and grateful that none of the five remaining Primary Route 
Options shown at the July 23rd Open House will adversely affect our family’s historic 
homestead and that the Stehling family’s objections to the earlier proposed routes A & B 
have been addressed by the Task Force and the Texas Department of Transportation. 
 

The extended Stehling family also has asked me to convey to you and the Task 
Force, as well as others involved in this process, that we very much appreciate the 
opportunity to provide our input with respect to the proposed route options.  We want to 
compliment you on the open and productive dialogue to date concerning the potential relief 
route and, again, express our gratitude that our thoughts and comments were considered in 
arriving at the five remaining Primary Route Options. 
 

Please know that, on behalf of myself and the approximately 100 other Stehling 
family members whose signatures are attached to this letter, we appreciated having the 
chance to share our concerns regarding the earlier proposed routes, which would have 
significantly impacted a number of Stehling family historic properties, including the 
original Amandus Stehling home, the original George Franz Stehling home, and others.  
Thank you for being mindful of these legitimate concerns. 
 

Sincerely yours, 

 
Randy Stehling 

 
 
Copy:  Mr. Joe Muck (via e-mail at joe.muck@txdot.gov) 
 Mr. Andy Atlas (via e-mail at aatlas@cpyi.com) 
 Ms. Stacey Benningfield (via e-mail at sbenningfield@cpyi.com) 
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Jonathan Reinke 
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Fredericksburg Relief Route <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com>

RE: TxDOT Internet E-Mail
1 message

Joseph Muck <Joe.Muck@txdot.gov> Mon, Aug 5, 2019 at 8:36 AM
To: 
Cc: "Fredericksburg Relief Route (fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com)" <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com>

Thank you for your comments Mr Stewart, we will make sure your comments are added and considered.  I would also recommend taking the survey at the below address
if you have not already done so:

 

https://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/projects/studies/austin/fredericksburg-relief-route-study.html

 

Thanks

Joe

 

 

Joe Muck, P.E. | Assistant Area Engineer

Burnet Area Office

3029 SH 29  Burnet, TX  78611

Phone: (512) 715-5702 | Email: Joe.Muck@txdot.gov

 

 

 

From: Cathy Kratz 
Sent: Monday, August 05, 2019 7:25 AM
To: Joseph Muck
Subject: Fwd: TxDOT Internet E-Mail

 

 

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: 
Date: August 4, 2019 at 12:00:08 PM CDT
To: <JOE.MUCK@txdot.gov>, <CATHY.KRATZ@txdot.gov>
Subject: TxDOT Internet E-Mail

Name: Mr. Andy Stewar
Address: 

Phone: 

Requested Contact Method: Phone

Reason for Contact: Customer Service
Complaint: No

Comment: Please do not use Options F or H!  I live on  along with a dozen neighbors and we hav enjoyed this peaceful neighborhood for many
years.  We already hear truck traffic on 87 and can't imagine the noise if it was closer.  Also, a new neighborhood is going in soon right across Holmig Ln.  The
route needs to be far away from city limits!
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Fredericksburg Relief Route <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com>

Feedback on relief routes
1 message

Leon Stuckenschmidt Sat, Jul 27, 2019 at 10:58 AM
To: FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com

We are homeowners in Heritage Hill Country (HHC) subdivision.  We strongly disagree with
the relief routes F & H that terminate on Hwy 290 at Ft. Mar�n Sco�/Texas Rangers Heritage
Center.  Here are the reasons this route should not be selected:

1.      Rou�ng trucks from interior streets to newly constructed interior streets is not
“relief” from truck traffic.  It just shi�s the problems to a different place within our
city.  Moving the noise, pollu�on and risk of a hazmat event from one populated part
of Fredericksburg to another populated part of Fredericksburg will not meet relief
route objec�ves…..it merely shi�s the problems to another part of town. 
 
2.     The proposed routes F & H would have 24x7 truck traffic passing next to over a
dozen HHC homes within 50 feet of the roadway.  To make ma�ers worse, the trucks
will be stopping at a light at the intersec�on with US 290.  The con�nuous noise from
large trucks shi�ing through gears as they accelerate to the speed limit will make
living an enjoyable life in these homes impossible.  And, the noise will carry well into
the subdivision nega�vely affec�ng the life of other residents.  Again, shi�ing truck
traffic to a route within built-up, populated areas doesn’t solve the problems of truck
traffic through town.   It keeps the problems and hazards of truck traffic inside the
city.
 
3.     The proposed relief routes F & H terminate at US 290 in very busy area with
venues that a�ract significant traffic, e.g. the Law Enforcement Center, Fort Mar�n
Sco�, the Texas Ranger’s Heritage Museum, Heritage Hill Country residen�al area, the
residences on Mariposa, the eastern outlet for the Friedan subdivision, and the Hill
Country University Center.   Rather than exacerbate the traffic in this busy part of US
290, the truck route should end at a loca�on well away from these venues.  
 
4.     The goal of relieving Main Street of truck traffic is too narrow.  The goal should be
to relieve all populated and well-traveled areas of Fredericksburg from truck traffic. 
 
5.     We ask that the relief route commi�ee look past the 20-year horizon and imagine
the thoughts of our city leaders and ci�zens 30, 40, or more years from now.   If
routes F & H are selected, I suspect they will wonder why a truck relief route was built
well within the city limits rather than using a safer, less populated, and less traveled
exterior route.
 

Leon & Pam Stuckenschmidt
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Fredericksburg Relief Route Study Meeting--7/23/2019
1 message

Frank Vogelsang Mon, Aug 5, 2019 at 1:47 PM
To: "fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com" <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com>

Indudtrial Loop Bypass Routes F & H
 
This is to register my total opposition to the industrial loop relief routes F and H which are
immediately adjacent to the northern boundary of Heritage Hill Country (HHC) subdivision. These
proposed routes should have been ruled out in earlier studies as they will definitely reduce
residential property values of HHC and Frieden subdivisions.
The data presented by the task force for residential displacements and the number of residences
within TxDOT’s 250- foot zone are grossly understated. Loops F and H would reduce the quality of
life for many HHC residents because of excess noise, odor and light pollution from the trucks. The
intersection of bypass routes F & H with Highway 290 would create more traffic congestion and
more traffic delays in a area of Hwy 290 with many intersections and business access roads.
 
Relief route “D” is  my recommendation if the objective is to effectively reduce truck traffic on city
streets.
 
The most logical and best economical approach would be to utilize Friendship Lane for the Bypass
Route to reduce the truck traffic on Main Street thru town.
 
Regards,
Frank E. Vogelsang

 
 

Sent from Mail for Windows 10
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relief routes
1 message

Sandra Fri, Aug 2, 2019 at 3:22 PM
To: "FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com" <FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com>

I strongly disagree with the 2 relief routes: Route F & Route H

 

Sandra Wall

 

Sent from Mail for Windows 10

 



































8/1/2019 Gmail - Fredericksburg Relief Route Study

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=448da3edea&view=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-f%3A1640698042799526656&simpl=msg-f%3A1640698042799526656&simpl=msg-f%3A1640698366468893650 1/1

Fredericksburg Relief Route <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com>

Fredericksburg Relief Route Study
2 messages

Kelly Witteman Thu, Aug 1, 2019 at 3:33 PM
To: FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com

Our preference is that there should not be a relief route built.  Option F and Option H would come very close to our Heritage Hill Country subdivision and make it dangerous for
our senior citizens, create a traffic hazard at our entrance and much noise.  We cannot afford a bond issue to support this.  This route would disrupt a lot of lives unnecessarily.

Thank you,
Kelly Witteman

Kelly Witteman Thu, Aug 1, 2019 at 3:38 PM
To: FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com

Our address is 
[Quoted text hidden]
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Comment
1 message

Randall Wunderlich Fri, Aug 2, 2019 at 1:38 PM
To: Fredericksburg Relief Route <fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com>

Still not convinced that this project is logical, practical, or economical.
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Objection
1 message

WILLIAM WYATT Fri, Aug 2, 2019 at 1:42 PM
To: FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com

This is from Joanie and Bill Wyatt at 

We are asking you not to consider plan F and G as a relief route. In addition to affecting our property values, we think that heavy traffic would be a hazard to the community of
over age 55 residents. Thank you.

Sent from my iPhone
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Opposition 
1 message

w wyatt Mon, Aug 5, 2019 at 3:35 PM
To: "FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com" <FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com>

We oppose route f and h. They will also interfere with the historic fort Martin Scott as well as the ranger center.
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Fredericksburg Relief Route Study 
Letter from Kory Keller, Task Force Chair 

July 23, 2019 
Dear Neighbors, 

The Gillespie County Relief Route Task Force has been charged by the City of Fredericksburg 
and Gillespie County with exploring the need for, identifying, and developing a viable solution 
for the potential Fredericksburg Relief Route. To be successful, the ultimate solution must 
reflect the desires and values of our community while addressing the safety, mobility and 
quality of life issues that we now experience because of traffic and congestion. To that end, 
the Gillespie County Relief Route Task Force is working hard to engage the community in a 
productive dialogue about the potential relief route. 

To date, we have received more than 500 written comments, more than 1,600 online survey 
responses and many, many route suggestions. The input and feedback we have received has 
been used by the Task Force and the study team to mold the study and drive the process. 
Today, you will see how public input received in response to the workshops was used, along 
with engineering criteria and environmental considerations, to identify, refine, and evaluate 
route options. Over the last several months, the number of route options has been reduced. 

The five remaining Primary Route Options will be shown at today’s Open House. Staff will be 
available to provide information and answer questions. As always, your suggestions and 
comments are needed, so please take a few minutes to complete the online survey and fill out 
a comment form. 

On behalf of the Gillespie County Relief Route Task Force, thank you for being here today to 
share your comments and ideas. We look forward to hearing from you, and we very much 
value your time and input. 

Sincerely, 

Kory Keller 
Chairman of the Gillespie County Relief Route Task Force 

For more information, visit www.txdot.gov and search keyword  
"Fredericksburg," scan this QR code, email the Fredericksburg  
Relief Route Study Team at fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com 
or contact Joe Muck at Joe.Muck@txdot.gov or 512.715.5702. 

Letter from Task Force Chairman



NEXT STEPS 

Summer 2019:
o Traffic modeling and operational analysis of the five Primary Route Options
o
o Access Workshop
o Historic Resources Survey
o Second Screening

Fall 2019:
o The Locally-Preferred Route Option will be presented at the second Open House

TYPICAL PROJECT DEVELOPMENT PROCESS 

*Advancement from step to step is contingent upon the outcome of the previous step and the availability of funding. 

Feasibility Study 

1-2 Years

Environmental 
Study and 
Schematic 
Design 

2+ Years 

Final Design, 
Obtain Right  
Way, and Adjust 
Utilities 

3+ Years 

Construction 

3+ Years 

FREDERICKSBURG RELIEF ROUTE STUDY
The Fredericksburg Relief Route Study explor  a potential US 290 Relief Route which would give people 

the option to travel around, rather than directly through, Fredericksburg. The Study is overseen by the Gillespie 
County Relief Route Task Force. Support for the Study is provided by the City of Fredericksburg, Gillespie County 

and the Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT).  

Project History 

The goal of the Fredericksburg Relief Route Study is to identify a locally-preferred option that is consistent with the 
minimum requirements agreed to by TxDOT, the City of Fredericksburg and Gillespie County.  The purpose of the 
Study is to determine if there is a viable and publicly-supported route option that addresses Main Street traffic 
concerns.  

The Study, which was initiated in early 2018, is relying heavily on public input to steer the process. To date, three
public workshops have been held (May 2018, September 2018 and January 2019).
Suggestions and input received during the May 2018 workshop were used by the project team to develop
“ onceptual oute ptions.” In addition,  used to refine the goals and objectives of the Study.
The onceptual oute ptions, along with the refined goals and objectives, were presented for public review
and comment at the September 2018 workshop.
Using the input received at the September workshop, the study team worked to refine the routes and
reduce the number of options being considered. That effort led to the identification of the eight “Preliminary
Route Options” presented at the January  workshop for review and comment.
Public input received the third workshop was used, along with engineering criteria and environmental
considerations to refine and evaluate route options. Over the last several months, the number of route options
has been reduced to five. These five route options (the “Primary Route Options”) are presented here
tonight.

option would be the starting point for any future phases of project development, 
including a detailed environmental study, should the project advance. 

Evaluation Process 

The goals and objectives, which were refined  public input, directed the Evaluation Criteria used to identify 
the five remaining Primary Route Options (see insert).  

Raw data was collected (raw data is shown in black in the example ).
Based on the raw data, each route was ranked from 1-8, with 1 being the best and 8 being the worst. For
example, Route A (Blue) had fewest residential displacements and was ranked #1, whereas Route H (Maroon)
had the most esidential isplacements and was ranked #8.

CRITERIA ROUTE A 
(BLUE) 

ROUTE B 
(GREEN) 

ROUTE C 
(YELLOW) 

ROUTE D 
(PURPLE) 

ROUTE E 
(GREY) 

ROUTE F 
(ORANGE) 

ROUTE G 
(PINK) 

ROUTE H 
(MAROON) 

RESIDENTIAL 
DISPLACEMENTS #1    8 #2    10 #3    13 #4    15 #5     19 #6    28 #7     39 #8      48 

In the event of a tie, both routes received the same ranking. For example, Routes A (Blue) and B (Green) tied
with 0 commercial displacements, and Routes C (Yellow) and D (Purple) tied with 2.

CRITERIA ROUTE A 
(BLUE) 

ROUTE B 
(GREEN) 

ROUTE C 
(YELLOW) 

ROUTE D 
(PURPLE) 

ROUTE E 
(GREY) 

ROUTE F 
(ORANGE) 

ROUTE G 
(PINK) 

ROUTE H 
(MAROON) 

COMMERICAL 
DISPLACEMENTS #1    0 #1    0 #3    2 #3    2 #5      #   2  #    #8       

Brochure



*Traffic modeling is required to effectively evaluate this objective. Traffic modeling/operational analysis of the five Primary Route Options will occur during the Summer of 2019 and
the results considered, during the next stage of the evaluation process as the Primary Route Options are evaluated further.
**All route options satisfied this “pass/fail” criteria. Since all options passed (resulting in an eight-way tie), this criteria were not ranked.

GOALS AND OBJECTIVES 
The chart below shows each goal for the potential Relief Route and the objectives associated with each goal.  Paired with each objective are the criteria 
used to gauge potential impacts associated with the objective.  The goals and objectives were adopted by the Gillespie County Relief Route Task Force 
after considering public input received at the May 2018 public workshop.   

GOALS & OBJECTIVES EVALUATION CRITERIA 

PROTECT AND PRESERVE PROPERTY 
Minimize potential displacements 
(residential and commercial)  

Number of homes within the anticipated right of way 

Number of commercial properties within the anticipated right of way 

Minimize number of divided parcels Number of properties that would be divided by the route (leaving a property owner with property on both sides 
of the road) 

Minimize right of way required Acres of right of way required 

Minimize potential for noise and 
neighborhood impacts 

Number of residences within 250 feet of route option (does not include residences located within the 
anticipated right of way) 

ENHANCE ACCESSIBILITY AND MOBILITY  
Facilitate local (intercity) trips* Not Yet Evaluated 

Accommodate bicyclists** Compliance with TxDOT bike/pedestrian policy (Pass/Fail) 

ACCOMMODATE EXISTING AND PROJECTED TRAFFIC VOLUMES 
Reduce the number of trucks Main 
Street* 

Not Yet Evaluated 

Help reduce congestion on Main 
Street* 

Not Yet Evaluated 

Accommodate projected increases in 
traffic* 

Not Yet Evaluated 

ENHANCE SAFETY 
Reduce large truck traffic on Main 
Street* 

Not Yet Evaluated 

Reduce potential for 
vehicle/pedestrian conflicts on Main 
Street*  

Not Yet Evaluated 



*Traffic modeling is required to effectively evaluate this objective. Traffic modeling/operational analysis of the five Primary Route Options will occur during the Summer of 2019 and
the results considered, during the next stage of the evaluation process as the Primary Route Options are evaluated further.
**All route options satisfied this “pass/fail” criteria. Since all options passed (resulting in an eight-way tie), this criteria were not ranked.

SUPPORTS ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 
Minimizes negative impacts to 
existing businesses 

Number of commercial properties within the anticipated right of way 

Maintain accessibility for deliveries to 
businesses** 

Maintains access to existing businesses (Pass/Fail) 

Support “new growth” opportunities Percentage of length where route encompasses existing roadways (requiring frontage roads) 

Percentage of currently undeveloped land at US and State highway intersections (assumes a 1-mile diameter 
development node around these intersections) 

PRESERVE UNIQUE CHARACTER OF DOWNTOWN 
Maintain Main Street as a tourist 
destination and business center** 

Maintains Main Street as a tourist destination and business center (Pass/Fail) 

Reduce Traffic Noise* Not Yet Evaluated 

Protect Historic resources from 
residual effects of traffic* 

Not Yet Evaluated 

PROTECT AND PRESERVE ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES 

Minimize potential impacts to 
Environmental Justice (low income 
and minority) populations 

Percentage of length within Environmental Justice (EJ) areas as identified by United States Census data 

Minimize potential impacts to natural 
environmental features (floodplains, 
wetlands, and waterways) 

Number of river/creek crossings 

Acres of potential wetland impacts 

Acres of potential floodplain impacts 
Minimize potential impacts to 
protected species 

Acres of potential impacts to protected or rare habitat or vegetation communities as identified on
Natural Diversity Database 

Minimize impacts to parks and other 
known Section 4(f) facilities including 
historic properties 

Acres of public parkland and recreational areas impacted by anticipated right of way 

Number of historic properties impacted by anticipated right of way.  (Includes properties that are listed on the 
National Register of Historic Places as well as properties known to be eligible for listing.) 

OTHER EVALUATION FACTORS 

Length Length of route 

Facilitates utilization Preliminary (round trip) travel time savings (in minutes) when compared to traveling on existing US 290 

Provides a cost-effective solution Preliminary cost estimate (in millions) 

Public support Rankings based on survey results and comments received from 



EVALUATION SUMMARY 

Numbers in black represent the raw data in each evaluation criteria category. (e.g. Primary Route Option A (Blue) has 8 Residential Displacements)
Numbers in orange represent the ranking of each route for each evaluation criteria, with 1 being the highest  and 8 being the lowest . (e.g. Primary Route Option A (Blue) includes the fewest Residential Displacements and
therefore is ranked 1)

The bottom line labeled “TOTAL” represents the sum score for each route. Lower numbers indicate higher ranked routes.
.

Evaluations were based on publicly available data; no field work has been conducted.

ROUTE A 

(Blue) 

ROUTE B 

(Green) 

ROUTE C 

(Yellow) 

ROUTE D 

(Purple) 

ROUTE E 

(Grey) 

ROUTE F 

(Orange) 

ROUTE G 

(Pink) 

ROUTE H 

(Maroon) 

Residential Displacements 1 8 2 10 3 13 4 15 5 19 6 28 7 39 8 48 

Commercial Displacements 1 0 1 0 3 2 3 2 5 3 7 22 6 10 8 29 

Divided Parcels 7 57 5 49 7 57 6 54 3 41 2 36 3 41 1 34 

Additional Right of Way Required (acres) 8 537 6 417 7 478 5 358 2 294 1 292 4 311 3 309 

Residences Within 250  1 29 2 35   3 45 4 51 5 58 7 83 8 92 6 68 

Percent of Existing Roadways Utilized 8 1 6 2 6 2 4 3 1 4 4 3 1 4 1 4 

Percent Undeveloped Land at Intersections 1 92.4 2 90.3 3 82.7 4 80.6 5 75.5 7 72.5 6 75.3 8 72.4 

Creek Crossings 8 25 7 21 6 18 5 14 4 9 2 5 3 7 1 3 

Wetland Impacts (acres) 6 2.4 2 1.5 4 1.9 1 1 5 2 8 5.7 2 1.5 7 5.2 

Floodplain Impacts (acres) 7 25.8 8 26.7 5 22.1 6 23 2 10.5 1 8.8 4 20 3 18.3 

Natural Diversity Database (NDD) Impacts (acres) 7 .9 1 0 7 .9 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 

Length (miles) 8 17.3 6 13.8 7 14.9 5 11.4 4 8.6 2 7 3 8.3 1 6.7 

Percent of Length Within Environmental Justice Areas 3 1.4 4 1.8 1 0 1 0 5 9.7 6 15.7 7 28.7  8 39.7 

Park Impacts (acres) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Known National Register of Historic Places (NHRP)-Eligible Property Impacts 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Preliminary Travel Time Savings (minutes) 7 11 8 10 5 12 5 12 1 16 1 16 1 16 1 16 

Preliminary Cost (millions) 8 334.6 6 288.3 7 313.8 5 266.8 2 226.3 1 224.9 4 250.9 3 249.9 

Public Input 6  14 6 14 6 14 5 10 3 7 3  7 1 2 2 4 

 TOTAL 87 72 80 64 53 59 61 62 
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1 Fredericksburg Relief Route Study 
For more information, contact Joe Muck at Joe.Muck@txdot.gov or 512.715.5702 or visit

txdot.gov and search keyword “Fredericksburg.” 

Fredericksburg Relief Route 
Study 

Frequently Asked 

Questions 

NOTE: The Primary Route Options, shown above, are not final. These options are subject to 
modification and refinement as the Relief Route Study progresses. 

The Fredericksburg Relief Route Study, overseen by the Gillespie County Relief Route Task Force, is 
exploring the feasibility of a potential US 290 relief route around Fredericksburg. Support for the study is 
provided by the City of Fredericksburg, Gillespie County and the Texas Department of Transportation. The 
relief route would give people the option to travel around, rather than directly through, the City. 

US 290 is an east-west highway that passes through downtown Fredericksburg and its Main Street tourist 
area. Discussions about a possible relief route have been ongoing in the Gillespie County area for many 
years. As traffic volumes and congestion continue to increase, the need for a relief route has become an 
important safety and quality-of-life issue for the community. 

FAQs
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2 Fredericksburg Relief Route Study 
For more information, contact Joe Muck at Joe.Muck@txdot.gov or 512.715.5702 or visit

txdot.gov and search keyword “Fredericksburg.” 

To date, three public workshops have been held (May 2018, September 2018, and January 2019). Public 
input received in response to the workshops was used, along with engineering criteria and environmental 
considerations, to identify, refine, and evaluate route options. Over the last several months, the number of 
route options was reduced. The five remaining options (the “Primary Route Options”) will be presented at the 
July 23 Open House for public review and comment. 

Throughout the extensive public involvement process, the study team has received many questions from 
the public. With the goal of keeping the community up to date and informed, these Frequently Asked 
Questions answer some of those questions and will be updated as the study progresses. For more 
information on the study visit ttxdot.gov and search keyword “FFredericksburg.” 

1. What is the purpose of the Fredericksburg Relief Route Study (Relief Route Study)?

The City of Fredericksburg and Gillespie County requested assistance from TxDOT to address
congestion problems on US 290 (Main Street) in Fredericksburg. The Fredericksburg Relief Route
Study was initiated in response to the community’s request. The purpose of the study is to
determine if there is a viable and publicly-supported route option that addresses Main Street traffic
concerns.

It should be noted that if the study indicates that the relief route is supported by the community
and a locally-preferred option is identified, that option would become the starting point for future
phases of project development. Future phases would include detailed environmental studies
(conducted in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969), schematic
development and final design. The diagram, below, depicts the typical project development
process.

During each phase, the relief route would continue to evolve and be refined. The exact location 
and right-of-way footprint would not be established until after environmental studies are 
conducted and the design is complete. 
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For more information, contact Joe Muck at Joe.Muck@txdot.gov or 512.715.5702 or visit

txdot.gov and search keyword “Fredericksburg.” 

2. WWhy does the study area go south of Fredericksburg?

A preliminary computer-based traffic analysis conducted in early 2018 showed that twice as many
vehicles would use a relief route connecting US 87 north of Fredericksburg to US 290 east of
Fredericksburg if the route is located south (rather than north) of town; thus, a southern route
would provide the most relief for Main Street traffic.

3. Why do we need to relieve Main Street?

Main Street through the City of Fredericksburg is plagued by congestion. Some of this congestion
is made up of cars and trucks that are just trying to get through Fredericksburg. Preliminary traffic
analysis conducted last year showed that approximately 6,500 vehicles per day would use a
southern relief route, rather than Main Street, if a relief route was available. One-thousand of
those vehicles would be trucks. This accounts for approximately 60% of the existing truck traffic.
If we don’t do anything, the number of cars and trucks using Main Street will continue to
increase.

4. Why are we studying routes so far outside the City limits?

The Fredericksburg Relief Route Study is evaluating multiple routes at a high-level for viability,
mobility benefit, and impact avoidance. Lady Bird Johnson Municipal Park, the Gillespie County
Fairgrounds, and the airport are major constraints that need to be avoided.

A large study area was developed to allow flexibility to consider routes on either side of these
important community landmarks. The southern limit of the study area reflects the approximate
point at which it would become less efficient (due to longer drive time) to travel on the relief route
than remain on existing US 290 and contend with the traffic, lights, and congestion on Main Street.
In other words, routes outside the study area would be so long that they would no longer be an
effective alternative to Main Street and the benefit is lost. Before a locally-preferred route option is
identified, a more detailed traffic analysis will be conducted to assess and compare mobility
benefits of the final route options.
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For more information, contact Joe Muck at Joe.Muck@txdot.gov or 512.715.5702 or visit

txdot.gov and search keyword “Fredericksburg.” 

5. SShouldn't TxDOT first determine where the trucks on Main Street are headed before determining
a relief route?

At the beginning of the Fredericksburg Relief Route Study, a preliminary traffic analysis was
conducted using Bluetooth technology. The data shows where vehicles come into the City and
where they leave the City. The data also showed how long they stayed in the City.

A southern study area was established because the traffic data indicated that twice as many
vehicles would use a relief route connecting US 87 north of Fredericksburg to US 290 east of
Fredericksburg if it was located to the south (rather than to the north) side of the City. The traffic
analysis showed that a relief route would divert approximately 6,500 vehicles away from Main
Street per day. Of the 6,500 vehicles, 1,000 are trucks which accounts for about 60% of existing
truck traffic.

6. Can TxDOT require trucks to detour around Fredericksburg?

No. TxDOT does not have the legal authority to prohibit the use of any highway by any class of
vehicle (such as trucks), provided the vehicle complies with weight and size limits, and other
provisions established by law.

7. Who will pay for the construction of the relief route?

Prior to initiating the current Relief Route Study, TxDOT, the City of Fredericksburg and Gillespie
County agreed upon a set of conditions to guide the planning effort (assuming the project
advances beyond the current study and ultimately comes to fruition). One of the agreed upon
conditions is that the City and County will provide 100% of any needed right-of-way. In addition, the
City and County will contribute toward the cost of construction. Preliminary construction cost
estimates were developed.  Cost was one of the factors considered when identifying the Primary
Route Options.  The cost of the relief route will be refined, over time, as more detail about the
design and construction is developed. In the future, when a more final construction estimate is
developed, TxDOT, the City and the County will develop a plan for funding the project and
establishing the local (City and County) contributions.

8. Why do we need 400 foot of Right-of-Way?

The relief route must meet federally required criteria for a multi-lane, rural highway. A rural four-
lane divided highway should include 12-foot wide travel lanes, 4-foot wide inside shoulders and
10-foot wide outside shoulders for a total pavement width of 38 feet in each direction of travel. A
desirable design also includes a wide grassy median for increased safety and to accommodate
slopes for elevation differences between the directions of travel. Studies indicate that wider
medians between directions of travel reduce the occurrence of head-on crashes and the severity
of such crashes. Wider medians also reduce the effect that headlights have on the vision of
drivers in the opposing direction. TxDOT design criteria call for a desirable median width of 76 feet
for divided rural highways.

In addition, the highway would require frontage roads where needed for local access. Each frontage 
road would typically consist of two 12-foot lanes, a 4-foot inside shoulder and an 8-foot outside 
shoulder. Separation of 50 feet or more between the main lanes and frontage roads would be 
provided for increased safety and to accommodate access ramps to connect the main lanes to the 
frontage roads. Additional width of 30 to 40 feet would accommodate drainage ditches and slopes 
for elevation differences between the pavement and adjacent existing ground. The combination of 
these various components of the proposed highway facility results in a right-of-way planning width 
of about 400 feet. 
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Although a 400-foot right-of-way was initially assumed for planning purposes, it is always TxDOT’s 
goal to minimize project-related impacts. To that end, the study team recently completed an initial 
assessment of frontage road and access needs for each of the route options.  The goal of that 
assessment was to identify those locations where frontage roads would be anticipated due for 
access and connectivity with the local roadway network.    Right-of-way assumptions for each route 
option were then adjusted accordingly.  In areas where frontage roads are anticipated on both 
sides of the roadway, a 400-foot right-of-way is assumed.  In areas were frontage roads are only 
required on one side, a 325-foot right of way is assumed.  In areas were frontage roads are not 
anticipated, the right-of-way was reduced to 250-feet.    

9. WWill there be access off the relief route?

It is anticipated that portions of the route would have frontage roads with access ramps from
the frontage roads to the main lanes. In areas without frontage roads, connections would be
provided from some cross streets to the relief route. In some cases, access may be provided to
individual properties.
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It is important to note that if a frontage road is required to maintain or provide access to adjacent 
properties, the amount of right-of-way required is affected. In areas that do not require frontage 
roads, less right-of-way would be required.  

Toward the end of the Relief Route Study process, a project layout (called a “preliminary 
schematic”) will be developed.  The preliminary schematic will reflect access needs as (tentatively) 
identified during the Relief Route Study.  Final decisions regarding access would be made during 
development of the final schematic and the environmental process (which are not part of the 
current study). 

10. WWhy is cost not a consideration for the relief route at this juncture?

Since the January 2019 Public Workshop, preliminary construction estimates were developed for
each of the eight Preliminary Route Options presented at the workshop.  The preliminary cost
estimates are one of the factors considered as the Preliminary Route Options were evaluated and
the Primary Route Options were identified.

The alternatives evaluation process is being conducted in two steps. The first step is now
complete.  During the first step, a wide range of factors was considered and the impacts of each of
the Preliminary Route Options were compared. Factors considered during the initial evaluation
included cost, environmental impacts, the amount of right-of-way required, the number of
creek/river crossings, and the number of anticipated displacements. This initial evaluation led to
identification of the five Primary Route Options.

The second step of the evaluation process will focus on the five Primary Route Options and will
include detailed traffic and operational analyses of each of the remaining options and historic
survey results. With this additional information, the five remaining routes will once again be
compared and the results used to identify the locally-preferred route option.

11. Will the cost of constructing over hills and building bridges over streams be a factor in selecting
the locally-preferred route option?

Yes. When developing the initial route options, efforts were made to avoid the most difficult terrain,
but in the hill country, hills and streams cannot be entirely avoided. The preliminary construction
cost estimates prepared for the Preliminary Route Options reflect the need for bridges and other
terrain-related costs. The cost estimates, which were considered during the recently-completed
evaluation of the Preliminary Route Options, will be presented at the July 23 Open House.

12. Will you consider noise and light pollution in the feasibility study?

No. Noise studies and consideration of light impacts are not within the scope of the current Relief
Route Study. The purpose of the current study is to identify a locally-preferred route option that will
address the traffic and safety issues on Main Street. If the community and TxDOT decide to take
the locally-preferred route option to the next phase of project development, then noise and light
issues will be reviewed and addressed as part of the federal environmental study. Although noise
and lighting issues will not be evaluated in the current study, the number of residences located
within 250 feet of a route is one of the criteria that was used to evaluate the Preliminary Route
Options and identify the five Primary Route Options that will be shown at the July Open House for
public review and comment.  The number of residences located within 250 feet of a route provides
an indication of the number of homes that could potentially be impacted by noise, light and other
conditions associated with being close to the roadway.
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For more information, contact Joe Muck at Joe.Muck@txdot.gov or 512.715.5702 or visit

txdot.gov and search keyword “Fredericksburg.” 

13. WWhy must the relief route be built to accommodate 60 mph?

US 290 is part of the United States highway network and therefore must meet federally required
criteria for a multi-lane, rural highway. These criteria require a minimum 60 mph design speed, but
establish 70 mph as the desirable design speed for this roadway type. During the planning
process, the study team uses the higher desirable design speed to allow for flexibility to provide for
the best design possible later in the detailed environmental study and schematic design phase.
The design speed for the Fredericksburg Relief Route Study is 70 mph.

14. Who are the members of the Gillespie County Relief Route Task Force (Task Force)?

The Task Force is comprised of individuals representing the following entities: City of
Fredericksburg, Gillespie County, Fredericksburg Chamber of Commerce, Gillespie County
Economic Development Commission, and the general public. The members include:

Farm Bureau Appointee:
Peggy Matli 

County Appointees: 
County Commissioner Donnie 
Schuch County Commissioner 
Charles Olfers Cord Switzer 

City Appointees: 
Kory Keller, Chairman 
Linda Langerhans, Fredericksburg 
Mayor Kent Myers, City Manager 
Clinton Bailey, Assistant City 
Manager Bobby Watson 

Chamber Appointee: 
Jim Jarreau 

Gillespie County Economic 
Development Commission Appointee
Tim Lehmberg

Fredericksburg Convention and
Visitor Bureau Appointee: 
Larry Jackson 

15. What constitutes a historic property?

“Historic property” means any prehistoric or historic district, site, building, structure, or object
included in or eligible for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places maintained by the
Secretary of the Interior (National Park Service).

To date, efforts to identify potentially-historic properties in the study area have included reviewing
records maintained by the Texas Historical Commission to identify study area properties currently
listed on the National Register of Historic Places. In addition, information from TxDOT’s files (collected
through previous historic resources surveys conducted in or near Fredericksburg) has been reviewed
to identify properties within the study area that have been determined eligible for listing on the
National Register, but which are not currently listed. A comprehensive Historic Resource Survey would
normally be conducted as part of the future environmental study should the relief route advance
beyond the current study phase; however, because of the number of potentially-historic properties in
the study area and the level of public interest in those properties, TxDOT decided to conduct an
historic resource survey in conjunction with the current study. The historic resource survey is now
underway.
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txdot.gov and search keyword “Fredericksburg.” 

For more information, visit txdot.gov and search keyword “Fredericksburg.” 

To receive emailed updates about the the Fredericksburg Relief Route Study, email requests to: 
fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com. 

16. UUnder what circumstances will TxDOT use eminent domain?

First and foremost, the City and County are years away from talking to property owners about
purchasing their property for a relief route. Generally, right-of-way acquisition does not occur
until after required environmental studies are complete and “environmental clearance” is
secured.

At this time, the study team anticipates identification of a locally-preferred route option and
completion of the Relief Route Study in late 2019 or early 2020. Upon completion of the study,
TxDOT and the community will determine if and when to initiate the required environmental study.
Once started, it is expected that the environmental process (which will include additional
opportunities for the public to provide input) will take two to three years to complete. During the
environmental study, the route may be further refined and modified. Not until the environmental
study is complete will the City and County know what property will be needed to construct the
relief route.

The goal would be to reach an agreement with affected landowners. Acquisition of right-of-way
through the eminent domain process would be a last resort when an agreement cannot be
reached. The City and County would be responsible for providing the needed right-of-way.
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Open House Ju  23, 2019 Gillespie County Farm Bureau Pape Event Center 
Comment Form 

Name (Please Print): 
Address: 
Email:  

Comment: 

Comments must be received on or before August 7, 2019, to be included in the official record of this open house. 

For more information, or to take a survey on 
or before August 7, visit txdot.gov and search 
keyword “Fredericksburg,” 
email the Fredericksburg Relief Route Study 

Team at fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com 
or contact Joe Muck at Joe.Muck@txdot.gov 

or 512.715.5702. 

Written comments will be received and accepted by the project 
team via email at FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com  

or by mail at: 
CP&Y Attn: Fredericksburg Relief Route Study  

13809 Research Blvd., Suite 300  
Austin, TX, 78750 

(Texas Transportation Code, §201.811(a)(5)): 
Check each of the following boxes that apply to you: 
� I am employed by TxDOT
� I do business with TxDOT
�

or other item about which I am commenting

Comment Form



Fredericksburg Relief Route Study

WELCOME
OPEN HOUSE

 
Sign in  so we can keep you updated on the study.
Share

 
your comments by August 7, 2019.

Take the survey by August 7, 2019. 

Boards



HOW CAN I 
STAY INFORMED?

Visit the project website at www.fbgtx.org, search “Relief Route Task Force”

Call Joe Muck at 512-715-5702 

Send email  to Joe Muck at joe.muck@txdot.gov 

For questions or comments, please...

Fredericksburg Relief Route Study



Purpose of the Study
Identify a Locally Preferred Relief Route Option

 

Fredericksburg Relief Route Study

As traffic volumes on US 290 and congestion in downtown Fredericksburg 
continue to increase, the need for a relief route has become a critical safety 
and quality-of-life issue for the community.

The task force and project team will engage the public throughout the process
in order to help identify a transportation solution that preserves Main Street
as the heart of Fredericksburg, minimizes community impacts and reflects
community values.

Fredericksburg Relief Route Study
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Gillespie County Relief Route Task Force

Bring a solution to the people.

Vision

Purpose
To identify need, develop and propose a viable solution for a Fredericksburg 
relief route in order that Fredericksburg citizens may discern true information.

Values
Be honest. 
Be candid. 
Respect others as oneself. 
Unity in community.



Gillespie County Relief Route Task Force

MEMBERSHIP
City of Fredericksburg
Gillespie County
Fredericksburg Chamber of Commerce
Gillespie County Economic Development Commission
Fredericksburg Convention and Visitor Bureau
Gillespie County Farm Bureau
General Public Representatives

Fredericksburg Relief Route Study



TYPICAL PROJECT DEVELOPMENT PROCESS

Feasibility
 Study

1-2 Years

Environmental 
Study and 
Schematic 
Design

2+ Years

Final Design, 
Obtain Right 
of Way, and 
Adjust 
Utilities

3+ Years

Construction

3+ Years

* Advancement from step to step is contingent upon the outcome of the previous step and the availability of funding.

Fredericksburg Relief Route Study

The Feasibility Study 
includes opportunities 
for the public to provide 
input, including public 
workshops and open 
houses.



Goals and Objectives

Enhance Accessibility and Mobility
• Facilitate local (intracity) trips
• Accommodate bicyclists

 Accommodate Existing and Projected Traffic Volumes
• Reduce the volume of trucks using Main Street to travel through downtown
• Help reduce congestion on Main Street

• Reduce number of large trucks on Main Street
Enhance Safety

• Accommodate projected increases in traffic

• Reduce potential for vehicular/pedestrian conflicts on Main Street

Fredericksburg Relief Route Study

• Minimize potential displacements (residential and commerical)
• Minimize number of divided parcels
• Minimize right of way required
• Minimize potential for noise and neighborhood impacts

Protect and Preserve Property



Protect and Preserve Environmental Resources

Preserve Unique Character of Downtown

• Reduce traffic noise
• Maintain Main Street as a tourist destination and business center

• Protect historic resources from residual effects of traffic

• Minimize potential impacts to Environmental Justice (low income and minority) populations
• Minimize potential impacts to natural environmental features (floodplains, wetlands and waterways)
• Minimize potential impacts to protected species
• Minimize impacts to parks and other known Section 4(f) facilities including historic properties

Fredericksburg Relief Route Study

Goals and Objectives

Support Economic Development

• Maintain accessibility for deliveries to businesses
• Minimize negative impacts to existing businesses

• Support “new growth” opportunities
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Fredericksburg Relief Route Study

Existing Main Street Traffic
• Approximately 16,000 vehicles per day (average)

• Approximately 1,600 trucks per day (average)

Projected Main Street Traffic
• If a relief route is not built, it is expected that traffic on Main

Street would continue to increase over the next 20 years,
with a corresponding increase in truck traffic.

• Based on existing traffic volumes, a relief route would divert
approximately 6,500 vehicles away from Main Street per day.

• Of the 6,500 vehicles from Main Street, approximately
1,000 would be trucks (about 60% of existing truck
traffic).

• A more detailed traffic analysis will be conducted as part of
future phases of this study.

Fredericksburg Relief Route Study
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TRUCKS THROUGH FREDERICKSBURG
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Source: Texas A&M Transportation Institute 
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US 290 CRASH SUMMARY
    January 2010 to April 2018

Source: TxDOT 
PLEASE NOTE: The West segment of US 290 is 3.4 miles, the Central segment of US 290 is 1.4 miles, and the East segment of US 290 is 5.3 miles.

West (Loudon to Kay St.) Central (Kay St. to Washington St.) East (Washington St. to FM 1376)
Total Crashes 54 335 475
Crashes Per Mile 16 239 90
Injury Crashes Per Mile 6 57 26
Total Fatal Crashes 1 0 5
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Source: United States Census

Fredericksburg Relief Route Study

ECONOMIC GROWTH

5,
93

9 7,
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1

2010 2015

TOTAL NUMBER OF JOBS IN
FREDERICKSBURG

Total Number of Jobs

Fredericksburg’s economy is growing, with a 28% increase in jobs between 2010 and 2015.
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Preliminary Route Options shown at Public Workshop #3
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Suggested Modifications to Preliminary Route Options
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Evaluation Matrix

A 
(Blue) 

B 
(Green) 

C 
(Yellow) 

D 
(Purple) 

E 
(Grey) 

F 
(Orange) 

G 
(Pink) 

H 
(Maroon) 

Residen al Displacements 1 8 2 10 3 13 4 15 5 19 6 28 7 39 8 48 
Commercial Displacements 1 0 1 0 3 2 3 2 5 3 7 22 6 10 8 29 

Divided Parcels 7 57 5 49 7 57 6 54 3 41 2 36 3 41 1 34 
Addi onal ROW Required (ac) 8 537 6 417 7 478 5 358 2 294 1 292 4 311 3 309 

Residences w/i 250’ 1 29 2 35 3 45 4 51 5 58 7 83 8 92 6 68 
% of exis ng roadways u lized * 8 1 6 2 6 2 4 3 1 4 4 3 1 4 1 4 

% undeveloped land at 
intersec ons * 1 92.4 2 90.3 3 82.7 4 80.6 5 75.5 7 72.5 6 75.3 8 72.4 

Creek Crossings 8 25 7 21 6 18 5 14 4 9 2 5 3 7 1 3 
Wetland Impacts (ac) 6 2.4 2 1.5 4 1.9 1 1 5 2 8 5.7 2 1.5 7 5  

Floodplain Impacts (ac) 7 25.8 8 26.7 5 22.1 6 23 2 10.5 1 8.8 4 20 3 18.3 
NDD Impacts (ac) 7 .9 1 0 7 .9 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 

Length (mi) 8 17.3 6 13.8 7 14.9 5 11.4 4 8.6 2 7 3 8.3 1 6.7 

% of length w/I EJ areas 3 1.4 4 1.8 1 0 1 0 5 9.7 6 15.7 7 28.7 8 39.7 
Park Impacts (ac)         

NRHP-property Impacts         
Preliminary Travel Time Savings 

(minutes) 7 11 8 10 5 12 5 12 1 16 1 16 1 16 1 16 

Preliminary Cost 8 334.6 6 288.3 7 313.8 5 266.8 2 226.3 1 224.9 4 250.9 3 249.9 
Public Input 6 14 6 14 6 14 5 10 3 7 3 7 1 2 2 4 

87 72 80 64 53 59 61 62 

0
0

0
0

0
0

0
0

0
0

0
0

0
0

0
0
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Modified Preliminary Route Options as Evaluated
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COMMUNIT Y SUGGESTIONS HOW WE RESPONDED
Route options received during the May 2018 workshop were 

used by the project team to develop “Conceptual Route 
Options.” 

The Community drew initial route concepts on a blank map at 
the May 2018 workshop. 

Several Conceptual Route Options were eliminated based on 
public input and the remaining options route options were 

refined.  The remaining route options – the eight Preliminary 
Route Options - were presented at the January 2019 workshop.

The Community ranked each of the Conceptual Route Options 
from a high of 5 to a low of 1, provided written comments and 
suggested refinements at the September 2018 workshop. 

The project team separated the two goals.
The Community asked to separate the goal of “Protect and 
Preserve Property” from the goal of “Protect and Preserve 
Environmental Resources.”

Historic surveys were expedited and moved from a later phase 
in the process to the feasibility study.

The Community requested that historic properties be 
highlighted in the study.

The project team moved the “cost” evaluation criteria from the 
second phase of evaluations to the first. 

The Community requested that the project team consider costs 
in the first phase of the evaluation process rather than the 
second.

The project team conducted a preliminary assessment of 
frontage road and access needs.  Right of way planning 
assumptions have been reduced accordingly.  Although 

tentative and still subject to change, 400’ is assumed in areas 
where frontage roads are anticipated on both sides of the 

roadway; 325’ is assumed where frontage roads are anticipated 
only on one side; and 250’ is assumed where no frontage roads 

are anticipated.    

The community requested that the project team re-evaluate the 
width of the right of way.  

Three Route Options were eliminated based on public input, 
engineering constraints and environmental considerations. 

The Community ranked the eight Preliminary Route Options and 
provided feedback at the January 2019 workshop.
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WHY CAN’T WE USE FRIENDSHIP LANE?
The City of Fredericksburg, Gillespie County and TxDOT 
agreed upon a set of design parameters to guide relief route 
planning efforts. Parameters include the following:

high speed facility (~70 mph)
controlled access facility
four main lanes
frontage roads to maintain local access

•
•
•
•

Applying that vision to Friendship Lane would require the 
following:

total roadway reconstruction
expanding r  from 100 ft. to 400 ft.
displacing homes, businesses and community resources

•
•
•
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Appendix G. Post-open house outreach materials 

G 



Greetings, 

Thank you for participating in the open house for the Fredericksburg Relief Route Study on July 23. 
We value your input, as it will help to guide the planning for this important transportation 
improvement project. 

The project team will continue to collect public input for the next two weeks. If you were unable 
to participate in all of the activities offered at the open house, or if someone you know is 
interested in providing input, you may send written comments on or before August 7, 2019, to 
the project team at: 

Email:  FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com 
Postal mail: CP&Y Attention: Fredericksburg Relief Route Study 

13809 Research Blvd., Suite 300 
Austin, TX, 78750 

For more information, or to take a survey on or before August 7, visit txdot.gov and search keyword 
“Fredericksburg,” email the Fredericksburg Relief Route Study Team at 

fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com or contact Joe Muck at Joe.Muck@txdot.gov or 512.715.5702.

Please see the map below of the five Primary Route Options that were shown at the open house on July 23. 

Sincerely, 

Fredericksburg Relief Route Study Project Team 

On Jul 24, 2019, at 7:53 AM, Fredericksburg Relief Route Study Team < fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com> 
wrote:

https://www.txdot.gov/


Greetings, 

Thank you for participating in the open house for the Fredericksburg Relief Route Study on July 23. 
We value your input, as it will help to guide the planning for this important transportation 
improvement project. 

The project team will continue to collect public input for the next two weeks. If you were unable 
to participate in all of the activities offered at the open house, or if someone you know is 
interested in providing input, you may send written comments on or before August 7, 2019, to 
the project team at: 

Email:  FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com 
Postal mail: CP&Y Attention: Fredericksburg Relief Route Study 

13809 Research Blvd., Suite 300 
Austin, TX, 78750 

For more information, or to take a survey on or before August 7, visit txdot.gov and search 
keyword 

“Fredericksburg,” email the Fredericksburg Relief Route Study Team at 
fredericksburgreliefroute@gmail.com or contact Joe Muck at Joe.Muck@txdot.gov or 

512.715.5702.

Over the next few months, we will be performing traffic modeling and operational analysis of 
the five Primary Route Options. An historic resources survey of the five options will also be 
conducted. The results of these efforts, along with additional land use information, will then 
be factored into the “second screening” of the evaluation matrix. Our intent is to complete the 
second screening and identify a recommended locally-preferred route option sometime this 
fall. We will schedule an Open House to present the recommendation and solicit feedback and 
will notify you via email once that date has been set.

In the meantime, we are planning a workshop to discuss access needs. Although a date has 
not been set, we anticipate having it in late-August or early-September. Please let us know if 
you are interested in participating in the Access Workshop and we will notify you of the date, 
time and location.

Again, thank you for attending the Open House. Community input is an invaluable part of our 
decision-making process.

Please see the map below of the five Primary Route Options that were shown at the open 
house on July 23. 

Sincerely, 

Fredericksburg Relief Route Study Project Team 

On Monday, July 29, 2019, 05:50:58 PM CDT, Fredericksburg Relief Route Study Team 
<FredericksburgReliefRoute@gmail.com> wrote:  




	Blank Page
	Blank Page



