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APPENDIX G-4. Public Hearing Transcript and Verbal Statements Received

This section contains the verbatim record of the public hearing held on March 29, 2005. The purpose of

the public hearing was to review information about the DEIS and to receive public comments. Verbal

statements made during the course of the formal hearing begin on page 71 of this appendix. A transcript

of verbal statements made directly to a court reporter, but which were not part of the formal hearing, are

added to the end of the hearing transcript. All verbal statements are in the order they were presented,

either as part of the formal public hearing or given to a court reporter outside of the hearing. The table

below gives the page number in this appendix where the verbal statements may be found, and indicates

the organization the speaker indicated he/she was representing.

Table G-5. Index of Verbal Statements

nswte;tf;t Name (Last, First) - City Ag;éf; Organization Refeé;osﬁ)onrggwsnt &
Trinity River Expeditions and 1-5, 2-1, 2-3, 2-4, 6-9, 8-1,
1 Allen, Charles — Dallas 84 Save Open Space of Dallas 9-1, 12-4, 12-9, 15-1, 17-1
County
18 Dalbey, Tim — Dallas 85 2-1, 2-6, 2-4, 3-4, 3-20, 8-9
20 Davis, Carolyn — Dallas 91 Alliance of the South Dallas Fair |6-4
Park Area
24 Flood, Jim — Dallas 80 2-1, 6-9, 15-1
31 Goldberg, Robert — Dallas 73 2-3, 2-17
33 Gray, David — Dallas 93 1-5, 1-6, 2-1, 6-9, 15-1
39 Johnson, Charles — Dallas 108 2-2, 2-3, 2-21
44 Kutner, Mike — Dallas 106 Friends of the OId Trinity Trail 3-7
51 Meckfessel, Robert - Dallas 83 Trinity Commons Foundation 2-2, 2-3, 2-18
54 Morgan, Rich — Dallas 105 2-2, 2-3, 8-4, 16-2
Neal, Jeffrey — Arlington 80 Note: Read letters into record. See Written Statements 38
' and 55 (Appendix G-5)
57 Norris, Gina — Dallas 87 Crow Holdings 1-7, 2-2, 2-3, 9-3
City of Dallas Mayor and Dallas 2-2, 2-3, 6-7, 10-4
58 Oakley, Ed — Dallas 71 Cit§ Council (Ageyncy)
59 Oznick, Lauren — Dallas 104 2-1, 2-3, 2-8, 6-8
63 Paris, James — Dallas 76 3-8
66 Petrasek, Al — Plano 96 2-2, 2-3, 2-19, 6-7
71 Ragsdale, Diane 98 2-3, 2-17, 3-9, 10-2
72 Read, Campbell — Dallas 77 Texas Committee on Natural 1-6, 2-1, 2-14, 4-5, 5-12,
Resources 6-9, 12-4
77 Rutherford, Warren — Dallas 107 Methodist Health System 2-2, 2-3, 2-7, 3-10
78 Schumacher, Richard — Dallas 76 2-2, 2-3, 2-16, 5-11, 8-15
83 Walz, Karen 74 Trinity Trust 1-7, 2-2, 2-3, 2-18
Dallas Sierra Club 1-9, 2-1, 2-14, 4-5, 6-9,
85 Wells, Joe — Grand Prairie 89 9-4, 9-11, 11-1, 12-4, 17-6,
17-8
90 Wright, S.M. — Dallas 103 | People’s Baptist Church 2-3,2-11
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PROCEEDTINGS

MR. ANDERSON: Ladies and gentlemen, it is
now 6 p.m. If you'll please be seated, we'll begin the
public hearing in just a moment.

THE INTERPRETER: Good evening, I'd like to
make an announcement in Spanish.

I was just making an announcement that we
are here from the school district and we're here to
interpret the meeting to Spanish, and I was asking if
anybody needed translation. Thank you.

MR. ANDERSON: Good evening. It is now 6
p.m., so 1if you'll please be seated, we'll begin this
hearing.

My name is Christopher Anderson, and I'm the
planning director for the North Texas Tollway Authority
or NTTA. I'm here this evening representing our acting
Executive Director, Mr. Allen Rutter. We want to
welcome each of you in attendance tonight. We
appreciate your interest in this roadway matter, and
later in the hearing, we will invite your participation.

This hearing is being conducted in
cooperation with the Texas Department of Transportation
or TxDOT. TxDOT holds the responsibility for ensuring
that for roadway projects throughout the state, all of

the environmental documentation and public involvement

TRINITY PARKWAY

Appendix G-4 / Page 3



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

activities are complete and in order. This hearing is
being conducted in accordance with Texas Department of
Transportation guidelines.

Before proceeding further, I would like to
acknowledge staff members from those agencies who have
participated in the development of this project and who
are present tonight. From the Federal Highway
Administration, we Sal Deocampo and Anita Wilson.

From the Texas Department of Transportation,
Dallas district, we have Stan Hall. From the North
Central Texas Council of Governments, we have Jeff Hall.
From the City of Dallas, we have Rebecca Dugger and Greg
Ajemian. And from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, we
have Jean Rice.

We would also like to thank those of you in
the general audience who attended this afternoon's open
house.

As you arrived, you were given the
opportunity to register your attendance for this
hearing. A yellow speaker request form was offered to
you to indicate whether you would like to make a
statement later in the hearing. 1In the event you did
not register or obtain a yellow speaker request form,
please complete this form during the recess and place it

in the labeled boxes located on the registration tables.
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If you prefer to provide written comment only, you may
deposit the green comment form in the boxes also located
on the registration table.

You may also mail your comments to NTTA.

The green comment form has been pre-addressed for your
convenience and the postmark deadline is April 8, 2005.
I would like to draw your attention to the supplemental
materials, the blue sheets, you were provided attached
to the public hearing program. In particular, please
note in this material an explanation of acronyms which
presenters may use inadvertently during the course of
their presentations.

Secondly, as we proceed to the hearing's
various topics, you will note that a reference to the
agenda topic being presented at that time will appear in
the lower left-hand corner of each slide.

At this time, I would like to explain how
this hearing will be conducted. Many of you may have
attended previous public hearings conducted by the Texas
Department of Transportation. This hearing will be
conducted in a similar fashion. For the benefit of
those of you who have never attended a public hearing, I
would like to explain the hearing process.

My introductory comments will comprise the

following:
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The hearing guidelines; the hearing's
purpose; the project's location and history;
governmental relationships in the decision making
process; and then developmental time lines.

Following my comments, two gentleman with
Halff Associates will speak. Halff Associates is the
engineering firm tasked with developing the
environmental document and schematics.

The first to speak will be Mr. Martin
Molloy. Mr. Molloy will comment on the No-Build Option
and present the location and design features of the six
Build Alternatives under consideration.

Afterward, Mr. David Morgan will highlight
those environmental issues for which the public has
expressed concern during the course of our public
meetings. He will also touch on some of the beneficial
and adverse impacts associated with the alternatives of
the proposed Trinity Parkway. These impacts are more
fully discussed in the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement.

As a point of clarification, you may hear
tonight's presenters refer to the "alternatives," the
"alignments" or the "routes." So there's no confusion
on your part, we use these terms interchangeably.

Following Mr. Morgan's comments, Ms. Sherri
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Turner, NTTA's assistant legal counsel, will explain
right-of-way acquisition procedures and the relocation
assistance program for displaced persons and businesses.

Following Ms. Turner's comments, we will
recess the hearing, and at that time, you will have an
opportunity to view the exhibits on display. During the
recess, you are encouraged to ask questions of the staff
representatives and we will attempt to answer those
questions.

Following the recess, we will reconvene the
hearing. At that time we will ask those persons who
indicated on the speaker request form that they would
like to make a statement to come forward to the floor
microphone. Speakers will be called forward to make
comment using these forms.

Those elected officials in attendance
tonight will be given the opportunity to speak first.
Elected officials, please register your intention to
speak by completing the speaker request form.

Following comments by our elected officials,
comments from the general public will be taken. As we
anticipate a large number of speakers from the general
public, please limit your statement to three minutes.

We ask you to be respectful of those waiting to speak

and to honor this time limit.
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You will note on the floor plan in your
program that a second court reporter is stationed
outside the arena to my left. If you choose to make
your statements in a less public setting, or if you
choose not to wait to be called to come forward, this
stenographer will be able to take your oral statement
beginning with the recess.

When providing your oral comments, please
state your name and address for the record and then make
comments concerning the project. Following the
registered speakers, anyone else that did not register
will be given an opportunity to comment.

Let me begin by explaining the purpose of
the public hearing. A public hearing has four essential
purposes.

1. To inform the community of the status of
the project's planning efforts and present the
recommendations or evaluations based on studies
performed to date.

2. To describe the alternatives so that
those attending can determine the project's potential to
affect their lives and property.

3. To provide the community an opportunity
to present information and their views at a stage in the

planning process when the flexibility to respond to
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comments still exists and before location and design
decisions are finalized.

4. To develop a record of public views and
participation to accompany recommendations for
subsequent decisions.

This hearing is being held in compliance
with both federal and state laws. The NTTA and the
Texas Department of Transportation are required to
certify to the Secretary of Transportation that a public
hearing was held concerning the proposed Trinity
Parkway.

For the official project record, transcripts
of this hearing will be made. For this reason, we ask
that all verbal comments be made from either the floor
microphone or to the court reporter located as shown in
your program.

Following this hearing, and assuming a Build
Alternative is recommended, the North Texas Tollway
Authority will proceed with the preparation of
subsequent environmental documentation. Your statements
and comments will be addressed in this document and will
be given full consideration in the preparation of the
final design.

As previously stated, this public hearing

has been convened to discuss the alternatives considered
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and the environmental effects of the proposed Trinity
Parkway. The project is located in central Dallas
County and extends from the intersection of IH-35E and
State Highway 183 on the north to the intersection of
US-175 and State Highway 310 on the south. It is
located entirely within the City of Dallas and is
approximately nine miles in length.

A Draft Environmental Impact Statement has
been prepared, which analyzed the social, economic, and
environmental effects of the alternatives. The Draft
Environmental Impact Statement, or DEIS, for the
proposed Trinity Parkway was made available to the
general public on February 11, 2005.

The DEIS is available for inspection here at
the hearing, to my right, and at various locations and
civic centers listed in your program as well as in the
February 2005 Project Newsletter. Alternatively, it may
be downloaded from the NTTA website at www.ntta.org or
viewed at the North Texas Tollway Authority's office
located at 5900 West Plano Parkway, Suite 100 in Plano,
75026.

Copies of the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement are available for purchase at a price of $80
for a hard copy and five dollars for a compact disc. If

requested by mail, additional charges will be added for
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postage. Sale of the document will take place this
evening at the DEIS exhibit table.

All written comments and/or questions
presented tonight, and all verbal comments made to the
court reporter, will be included verbatim and addressed
in the project's final environmental impact statement.

Written comments received on or postmarked
by April 8, 2005 will be included verbatim and addressed
in the final Environmental Impact Statement. This
document will then be made available for your review at
the NTTA office and at announced locations.

Project history: In the forty years that
this project has been considered, it has undergone
continuous changes in location and scope. The following
broadly sketch these changes in roughly ten-year
increments.

In 1965, a transportation study was prepared
by local governmental agencies and the State Department
of Highways and Public Transportation, predecessor of
TxDOT. This plan called for a new river freeway, which
would extend from Woodall Rogers westward along the east
levee of the Dallas Floodway.

In 1973, the Texas Turnpike Authority,
predecessor of NTTA, completed the first detailed study

for the facility generally following the Trinity River
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flood plains between Dallas and Fort Worth, having a
length of 27.5 miles.

In 1980, the Dallas County Commissioners
Court published the Dallas County open space plan. One
of the major public works projects described is the
proposed Trinity Valley Parkway. This proposed facility
generally followed the Trinity River floodplain from
IH-45 in Dallas to the western limits of Dallas County.

In 1988, the Texas Turnpike Authority
completed an exploratory investigation of a possible
route for the Trinity Turnpike, connecting the Central
Business Districts of Dallas and Fort Worth.

In 1996, the Texas Department of
Transportation initiated the Trinity Parkway Corridor
major transportation investment study. This study
developed a seven-element, multi-modal plan of action to
address the congestion experienced and projected for the
Stemmons corridor. The Trinity Parkway reliever route
was a key element of this plan.

The 1997 and '98, due to substantial
regional shortfalls and delays in funding of needed
highway projects, the Dallas City Council and the Dallas
County Commissioners Court requested that the North
Texas Tollway Authority, and I quote. "Take such

actions and conduct such studies as may be necessary to
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determine the viability of jointly developing and
financing all or some portion of the Trinity Parkway
with a combination of turnpike revenue bonds, city
bonds, and federal and/or state transportation funds."
End quote.

At the request of local governments, the
North Texas Tollway Authority studied the feasibility of
building the Trinity Parkway as a tolled facility.
Preliminary findings were positive, so that in the fall
of 1999, the formal environmental study, of which this
hearing is a part, we began with a series of public
meetings.

At this time, I would like to discuss the
governmental relationships and the decision making
process.

Project development, highway planning and
construction requires close cooperation on all levels of
government, as well as public involvement. For the
Trinity Parkway, governmental participation was
facilitated through the Trinity Interagency Executive
Team composed of the Federal Highway Administration,
EPA, the U.S. Army Corps, the Texas Commission on
Environmental Quality, TxDOT, the North Central Texas
Council of Governments, Dallas County, and the City of

Dallas.
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During the course of the project's
environmental study, the NTTA has worked to involve the
various communities in the study area and to keep them
informed of the project's status. These efforts have
ranged from forming the Community Advisory Work Group to
over 200 meetings and briefings to the recent release of
the project newsletter and web based information.

Requests made by various neighborhoods to
the City of Dallas, TxDOT, the Federal Highway
Administration, and other agencies are reflected in the
alignments and design features shown here tonight.

To produce an Environmental Impact Statement
takes, on average, sixty months, with a good portion of
this time spent in review by federal and state agencies.
Given the regional significance of the Trinity Parkway,
it was submitted for environmental streamlining in hopes
of saving some time in the federal review process.

The intent of environmental streamlining is
for the federal government to select a number of
regionally significant projects from across the country
and then ask that federal agencies, such as EPA and U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Services, expedite their reviews while
honoring applicable laws relating to safety, public
health, and environmental protection.

In August 2004, the Trinity Parkway was
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selected for environmental streamlining as per
Presidential Executive Order 13274.

This slide depicts the current state of
funding for the Trinity Parkway. 1In its 1998 bond
program, the City of Dallas committed $84 million toward
the planning, design and right-of-way needed for the
Parkway. In 2000, the North Texas Tollway Authority
estimated through a preliminary traffic and revenue
study that it could raise $150 million in bonds for the
project.

Based on current project cost estimates, and
depending on the alternative recommended, this means
that the state and federal share would range between
$434 million and $1.1 billion. Funding would be needed
roughly between 2007 and 2010.

To summarize the governmental relationships,
the proposed Trinity Parkway is being developed
cooperatively by the City of Dallas, Dallas County,
regional authorities such as the North Central Texas
Council of Governments, the Federal Highway
Administration, TxDOT, NTTA and in conjunction with
continuous public participation.

As you review the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement, you will note that it does not recommend or

identify a preferred alternative. The decision not to
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recommend an alternative or alignment is intentional, as
these recommendations are waiting for public comment.

The DEIS's primary function is to provide
the affected communities and their elected officials the
information needed to make an informed choice between
the No-Build and Build Alternatives evaluated. It
compiles beneficial and adverse impacts associated with
each alternative under study.

Within the Trinity Parkway study area are
various community resources ranging from natural
resources, such as wetlands, wildlife, and natural
vegetation to manmade features, such as parks, historic
district residences, and businesses.

Each alternative may affect or impact these
resources differently with noise; changes in traffic
patterns and access; and changes to view sheds, just to
name a few. Based on the studies conducted to date, the
DEIS summarizes possible quantitative or qualitative
impacts. The DEIS also lists potential mitigation
measures that may be taken to avoid or minimize any
adverse impacts.

The DEIS did not presume to quantify or
qualify the community's value systems as they relate to
various resources. We are looking to the communities to

balance these various impacts against how each resource
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is valued. These impacts may be social, environmental,
and/or economic.

Based upon the DEIS's findings, and after
due consideration, we're asking the general public and
the area's elected officials to identify that route
which best meets the community needs.

After a review of the DEIS and of comments
received, NTTA anticipates the Dallas City Council will
formally articulate by resolution or order which
alternative, either the No-Build or one of the Build
Alternatives, best meets the needs of the City.

Assuming a Build Alternative is recommended
by Council, and depending on when Dallas City Council
formalizes its recommendation by resolution, the NTTA
Board of Directors will follow with a formal alternative
recommendation possibly by the second quarter of this
year.

As shown in the current slide, there are
three general choices regarding the alignment
recommendation:

If the Dallas City Council recommends the
No-Build option, studies would cease.

If the recommendation is for an Industrial
route, we anticipate that work on a final Environmental

Impact Statement will be initiated.
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If the Council recommends a river route, we
anticipate that supplemental documentation will be
required to address related hydraulic issues before a
Final Environmental Impact Statement may be composed.

Following this public hearing event,
documentation of the hearing will be forwarded to the
Austin office of TxDOT for approval. Assuming a Build
alternative 1is recommended, additional studies of that
route will be done to more clearly define, quantify, or
qualify its impacts. Final environment clearance is
anticipated by first quarter of 2007 with the issuance
of the Record of Decision.

We will then be in a position to proceed
with detailed construction plans and right-of-way
acquisition sometime between 2007 and 2008. Once the
construction plans have been approved and the
right-of-way and utilities have been cleared, we would
then expect to be ready for construction in late 2007.
Our target opening year is 2011.

Before the technical presentation begins, I
would like to make clear that this is a Draft EIS. By
that I mean that exact, quantified effects will not or
cannot be known until detailed design of the formally
adopted alignment is completed. The purpose of the DEIS

is to provide local governments and the community with
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the possible effects associated with each alternative
considered as well as the mitigation strategies
available.

At this time, I would like to introduce
Mr. Martin Molloy to further discuss the alternatives
considered and their geometric design futures.

MR. MOLLOY: Thank you, Chris. Consistent
with -- I want to discuss the engineering design for the
proposed Trinity Parkway.

Consistent with NEPA, an environmental
document, and that's it in the picture, has been
prepared and that's called Draft Environmental Impact
Statement or EIS. The Draft EIS has been reviewed by
the Federal Highway Administration and TxDOT. It has
received their concurrence that the project can proceed
to this public hearing. The document covers the
anticipated social, economic, and environmental effects
of the Trinity Parkway alternatives.

I will briefly review the findings of the
Draft EIS in regard to the purpose of the project and
the road alternatives under consideration. This
information is primarily covered in Chapters 1 and 2 of
the Draft EIS. David Morgan will follow me in
discussing the environmental aspects of the project,

which is primarily covered in Chapters 3, 4 and 5. If
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you'd like to get further information on these topics,
please refer to the Draft EIS. Chris has previously
reviewed the location of the documents and how to obtain
a copy.

The primary purpose of the Trinity Parkway
Project 1s to provide a safe and efficient
transportation solution to reduce traffic congestion and
improve safety in the general area of the Dallas Central
Business District. The project particularly focuses on
congestion in the I-30 Canyon, the I-30/35 Mixmaster,
and lower Stemmons Freeway.

The slide shows the goals for this project.
They include improving mobility and minimizing
environmental effects. Due to strong interest from City
of Dallas citizens and enhancement of the Trinity
Corridor, there is also a specific goal regarding
compatibility with the local plans, as well as a goal to
act on voter support of the $84 million in funding for
the Trinity Parkway in the May 1998 city bond election.

The severity of congestion in the Trinity
Parkway corridor is evidenced by the designation of the
Mixmaster as one of the top ten most notorious traffic
bottlenecks in the nation by the American Automobile
Association. With continued growth in population and

employment, it is inevitable that there will be

Appendix G-4 / Page 20

TRINITY PARKWAY



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

additional traffic demand on the already overburdened
existing facilities and hence the need for this project.

The Trinity Parkway is part of a plan of
action for the Dallas CBD area developed by TxDOT in
1998 in a planning study called the Trinity Parkway
Corridor Major Transportation Investment Study. This
pie chart shows the recommended plan of action from the
TxDOT study with slices generally sized in proportion to
the amount of transportation improvement provided.

Notably, the large slice at the upper right
titled "New Reliever Route" represents Trinity Parkway.
The large slice at the upper left titled
"Canyon/Mixmaster" improvements represents direct
improvements to the existing freeways, a project
currently being processed by TxDOT under the name
"Project Pegasus."

The remaining slices represent other ongoing
projects, such as bicycle and pedestrian improvements,
enhancements to DART rail transit and the extension of
Woodall Rodgers Freeway across the Dallas Floodway to
Beckley Avenue.

The Trinity Parkway EIS focuses only on the
reliever route. Other parts of the TxDOT plan of action
are being processed separately by the involved agencies.

The North Central Texas Council of
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Governments, known as COG, is the metropolitan planning
organization for the Dallas-Fort Worth region. COG,
along with the Regional Transportation Council, which is
a group of civic leaders, have identified the Trinity
Parkway as a needed corridor and have included the
facility in the Metropolitan Transportation Plan for the
Dallas/Fort Worth region. The facility is also included
in the air quality conformity analysis for the region.

To illustrate this point, this is the first
of three maps provided to us by COG. It shows the
congestion levels in the Dallas-Fort Worth area in 1999,
with the red indicating severe congestion and the pink
indicate moderate congestion. We've also showed the
Trinity Parkway Corridor in blue in the center of the
map.

The next slide shows COG's assumption -- its
projection of the growth of congested areas by year 2025
if we assume that no additional projects other than
currently-committed and funded transportation projects
are completed. This is clearly not the desired level of
congestion in our region.

The final slide shows COG's projection of
the year 2025 congestion assuming the full Regional
Mobility Plan is implemented. There's two points to

make, one, that the Regional Plan totals $45 billion and
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is multi-modal, that is, it includes road, transit,
bicycle, etcetera. This plan also includes Trinity
Parkway as one of the list of projects. Even with this
level of investment, however, the Region does not
completely remove congested areas.

The No-Build Alternative: I'm going to
start the discussion of alternatives, which is basically
Chapter 2 of the Draft EIS. Seven alternatives are
under consideration, the No-Build along with six Build
Alternatives.

The No-Build is identified as Alternative 1
in the Draft EIS. This assumes the Trinity Parkway is
not built. However, Alternative 1 includes
transportation systems management and travel demand
management in the corridor, as well as the other
regionally planned projects, such as Project Pegasus,
the Woodall Rodgers Extension, and the improvements to
DART.

The Build Alternatives, as shown in the
graphic, they are all approximately nine miles long, and
are identified as Alternatives 2A, 2B, 3A, 3B, 4 and 5
in the Draft EIS. They all connect for the interchange
of Stemmons Freeway to John Carpenter Freeway in the
north, to the interchange of 175 and State Highway 310

in the south.
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Two of the alternatives are located along
Industrial Boulevard, shown in red, and four are located
along the Trinity River Floodway shown in green. The
alternatives have been determined to be reasonable for
meeting the purpose and need of the Trinity Parkway.

This is a computer-generated photograph of
the Trinity Parkway Corridor with the northern terminus
at bottom left and the southern terminus at top right.
I'll be using this photograph repeatedly tonight to
describe the Build Alternatives.

First, before we get started, I want to give
you some landmarks. In the foreground you can see the
Stemmons Industrial District and West Dallas. Toward
the center of the slide is the Central Business,
Methodist Hospital, Oak Cliff on the west side, and in
the distance, the Ideal Neighborhood and Cadillac
Heights.

The next slide shows the freeways in our
area shown in yellow. The notable ones for the Parkway
Project are Interstates 30 and 35E as well as the
Woodall Rodgers Freeway and Interstate 45 and SM Wright
Freeway up at the top of the picture in the distance.

We have highlighted, also, the Trinity
Floodway down the center of the photograph in green. We

are showing the proposed future condition of the
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floodway with the City of Dallas Urban Vision plan in
place. This plan includes two proposed lakes near
downtown and conversion of the straight channel of the
river to a more meandering shown in the foreground of
the picture. The lakes and other Urban Vision features
are not part of the Trinity Parkway Project, but are
being closely coordinated with this project as it 1is
developed.

Finally, this image shows the cross-streets,
and I'll refer to these names as we go through the
alternatives. You can see Hampton and Sylvan Avenue in
the foreground, the downtown which is Continental,
Commerce, Houston and Jefferson toward the center there,
and in the distance, Corinth Street and Martin Luther
King, Jr. Boulevard.

The Build Alternatives: I will provide
individual descriptions of each of the Build
Alternatives, but first some comments applicable to all
of them. All of them, all of the Build Alternatives,
will be designated as controlled access toll roads.
Controlled access means a driver can only get on and off
the roadway via a ramp.

All would have grade separations at
crossings of existing highways and local arterial

streets. All would have a posted speed of 55 miles an
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hour.

The Draft EIS is configuring each of the
facilities as six lanes ultimately for the entire length
of the corridor, and this is sized for the year 2025
traffic.

The facilities toll collection comprise
main-lane toll plazas and ramp toll plazas for all the
Build Alternatives. Tolling and tolling locations will
be subject to future traffic studies, but the best
estimate at current rates is that a trip over the entire
length of Trinity Parkway would cost in the range of
$1.00 to $1.50. The rates will be established
consistent with the rates over the rest of the NTTA toll
system.

One final comment before I start discussion
of alternatives, I'm going to use the photograph to
describe the Build Alternatives and I will generally
highlight differences between them. However, there are
many additional plans and graphics around the room
tonight, and I encourage you to look at these to get
more detail, particularly if you have specific locations
that you are interested in. Additionally, all the plans
are available in the Draft EIS document.

This is Alternative 2A. 1It's highlighted in

orange in the photograph. The alternative follows
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Irving Boulevard north, then Industrial Boulevard down
to the center of the corridor and Lamar Boulevard to the
south.

As shown in the inset, Alternative 2A is
built on a bridge structure elevated above the existing
streets. It is therefore commonly referred to as
"Industrial Boulevard Elevated."

The proposed roadway in Alternative 2A is
physically wider than the existing streets underneath,
and the road centerline moves on and off the existing
road centerline due to geometric constraints.

Therefore, right-of-way acgquisition is extensive on this
alternative.

Proposed interchanges are highlighted in the
photograph. Generally, the Industrial Boulevard
Alternatives have similar interchange locations to the
various river alternatives, except they do not provide
connections to Commonwealth Drive, which is here in the
foreground, and Commerce Street near downtown, and they
only provide partial connections to Houston-Jefferson
Streets.

Toll plazas are now shown. The facilities
for toll collection have a similar basic layout for most
alternatives, with two main-lane toll plazas shown in

yellow in the picture, one near Hampton and one near
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Corinth Street, and smaller plazas shown in white at
selected ramps.

Finally, this is a closer view of the
southern half of Alternative 2A, looking from downtown
to the south. You can see that the alignment follows
Industrial Boulevard past Corinth Street and the DART
Rail Bridge. The route then crosses over private
property to align with Lamar Street, which follows to
the southern terminus of US 175.

I will take this opportunity to point out
that all of the Parkway Build Alternatives include
connections to Interstate 45. There are ramp pairs
serving to the south, to the west, and vice versa. And
there are ramp pairs serving from the east to the north
and vice versa. And this final pair from east to north
can be made without any toll collection on the route.

Alternative 2B 1is, again, shown in orange.
It follows the same general route as Alternative 2A.
The principle difference is that the roadway is proposed
to be constructed at grade on a wider right-of-way with
service roads added to replace the function of the
existing streets.

You can see that here in the foreground
where the service roads fan out to replace the function

of the existing arterial street. Alternative 2B is
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commonly referred to as "Industrial Boulevard At-Grade."

The photograph highlights the interchanges
in Alternative 2B. These are basically identical to the
Industrial Boulevard Elevated Alternative except that
there is no ramp access whatsoever to Houston-Jefferson
Street.

The photograph highlights the toll plazas.
These are basically identical to the Industrial
Boulevard Elevated Alternative.

Finally, this is the southern half of
Alternative 2B. 1It's basically the same route as
Alternative 2A, except the road is built on a wider
right-of-way with service roads along Industrial
Boulevard down to Corinth Street. It then crosses to
Lamar Street and is built as an elevated structure on
that last leg down to the southern terminus.

Alternative 3A: This is the first of the
River Alternatives. It follows the eastern levee of the
Dallas Floodway in the northern and middle part of the
corridor with the north and southbound lanes combined on
one embankment. The alternative is commonly referred to
as "Combined Parkway Original." The term "Original" 1is
used to differentiate it from 3B, which was added later
in the course of development of the alternatives.

As shown in the inset, Alternative 3A is
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typically built on an earth embankment set on the river
side of the Dallas Floodway Levee. The road is set
above the 100-year in the Floodway to provide
appropriate flood protection. However, the roadway is
depressed below existing cross-streets, such as Hampton
and Sylvan, using a floodway to protect the depressed
segments.

The photograph highlights the interchanges
on Alternative 3A. Note that compared to the Industrial
Alternatives, there are additional interchanges on the
south side of Commonwealth Street, at Commerce Street,
and at the Houston-Jefferson couplet. The Alternative
3A loop ramps at Woodall Rodgers Freeway have caused
some concerns at the City of Dallas because of visual
intrusion issues relative to the proposed signature
bridge and lake in this area.

The toll plazas proposed for this
alternative are now highlighted. These are similar to
the Industrial Alternatives, again, the yellow
rectangles represent main-lane toll plazas, which extend
all the way across the main lanes, and the white
rectangles represent plazas on individual ramps.

The slide shows the southern half of
Alternative 3A. Whereas Alternatives 2A and 2B

generally follow Lamar Street in this segment,
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Alternatives 3A, 3B, 4 and 5 all follow the Dallas
Floodway Extension levee proposed by the City and the
Corps of Engineers.

This graphic now shows the Floodway
Extension levee, which is shown in green. The levee
extends off of the south end of the existing Dallas
Floodway levees shown in gray, and continues south to
Rochester Park. The roadway proposed follows the river
side of this levee to Martin Luther King Boulevard and
then crosses to the land side of the levee and continues
in this position to the southern terminus.

Alternative 3B: Alternative 3B follows the
same general alignment as Alternative 3A. It is
similarly built on an earth embankment. The alternative
is commonly referred to as "Combined Parkway Modified"
because it represents a modification of Alternative 3A,
primarily involving adjustment of the ramping scheme.

Whereas, Alternative 3A, the last
alternative that was introduced at the scoping of
Trinity Parkway in 1999, Alternative 3B was added in the
fall of 2003 at the request of the City of Dallas. The
alternative is associated with the Balanced Vision Plan
for the Trinity River Corridor published by the City of
Dallas in December 2003.

The photograph highlights the interchange as
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Alternative 3B. Note that compared to the other River
Alternatives, there are no connections from the south of
the Woodall Rogers Freeway and no connections at
Commerce Street. The alternative relies instead on an
enhanced connection to Industrial Boulevard in the
Corinth Street area to distribute traffic arriving from
or departing to the south. It thereby reduces the
traffic on the Trinity Parkway on the segment near the
proposed downtown lakes.

The toll plazas proposed for Alternative 3B
are highlighted. Alternative 3B differs from the other
Build Alternatives in that it only has one main-lane
plaza located here at the north end, rather than two
main-lane plazas north and south as shown in the other
alternatives. Additionally, the north plaza is
relocated further north over Irving Boulevard. Whereas
the north main plazas for the other alternatives are
located south of Hampton Road.

This slide then shows the southern half of
Alternative 3B. It is generally identical to
Alternative 3A. The only exception is the use of the
braided ramp, which allows a higher capacity connection
to Industrial Boulevard.

Alternative 4: For Alternative 4, the

roadway splits into a couplet in the area of the Dallas

Appendix G-4 / Page 32

TRINITY PARKWAY



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Floodway. The southbound lanes follow the west levee
and the northbound lanes follow the eastern levee. The
roads combine back together downstream of Interstate 35E
and follow an identical route to Alternatives 3A and 3B
to the southern terminus. Alternative 4 is commonly
referred to as "Split Parkway Riverside."

As shown in the inset, Alternative 4 is
typically built on an earth embankment set on the river
side of the Dallas Floodway Levee. The inset shows only
the northbound lanes on the east levee, but the
configuration of southbound lanes on the west levee
would be similar. Similar to Alternatives 3A and 3B,
the road is set above the 100-year flood to provide
appropriate flood protection and depressed below
existing cross-streets using flood walls.

The photograph highlights the interchanges
in Alternative 4. The layout of interchanges basically
provides similar access points to Alternative 3A, except
the ramps are split apart, generally with one pair on
the east levee and one pair on the west levee as shown.
The toll plazas for this alternative are highlighted.
These are similar to Alternative 3A.

Finally, the slide shows the southern half
of Alternative 4. The road is generally identical to 3A

downstream of the convergence of the split roadways at

TRINITY PARKWAY

Appendix G-4 / Page 33



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Corinth Street.

Alternative 5: Alternative 5 has a split
configuration similar to 4, except that the roadway sits
on the land side of the Floodway levees rather than on
the river side. The Alternative is commonly referred to
as "Split Parkway Landside."

As shown in the inset, Alternative 5 is
typically built on an earth embankment with retaining
walls added to prevent the embankment from spilling over
into the adjacent sumps. The road is depressed below
existing cross-streets, which in most cases requires the
existing streets to be re-built or raised for some
distance back from the levees to create enough
clearance. Additionally, Alternative 5 conflicts with
existing flood control pump stations on the land side of
the levees requiring rebuilding of the affected pump
stations.

The photograph highlights the Alternative 5
interchanges, and these are basically very similar to
Alternative 4 and provides the same access points. The
toll plazas for the alternative are also similar to
Alternative 4. And, finally, the southern half of the
project really is very similar to Alternative 4 once the
roads come back to together.

This is a comparison table of the
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alternatives listing lengths, right-of-way acquisition
cost, and so forth. As shown in the table, the lengths
of all the Build Alternatives, for all practical
purposes, are the same with just a little less than nine
miles and that's the top line there.

But the next line down is the area of
right-of-way. Alternative 4 has the highest estimated
right-of-way. And it should be noted that the
right-of-way areas calculated for the River Side
Alternatives are assumed to include all land from the
existing top of the levee to the proposed toe of levee.

And this is more than is strictly needed for
the footprint of the road and includes substantial areas
of grassed levee slopes. Therefore the right-of-way
areas for the River Alternatives are somewhat inflated.
The effect is most pronounced for Alternative 4, which
counts slopes for both the east and the west levees.

Going down to the bottom line costs,
Alternative 3A is the least cost Build Alternative,
followed closely by Alternatives 3B and then 4. All of
these are river routes.

Alternatives 2A and 2B, both are on
Industrial Boulevard, are the highest overall cost
alternatives. They have substantially higher

right-of-way acquisition costs compared to the river
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alternatives.

The last thing, this is a repeat of Chris's
possible cost-sharing slide. As shown, the City of
Dallas contributes 84 million to the project from the
bond election. NTTA has estimated bonds from tolls
could contribute at least 150 million, and that's
subject to a final investment study on this project.
The remaining funding would come from TxDOT and Federal
Highway sources. The last contribution is shown as a
range of 434 million representing the least cost
Alternative 3A to 1.1 billion, representing the highest
cost alternative, which is 2A.

Park access: Each of the River Alternatives
has a potential effect on access to the parks and the
recreational facilities proposed by the City of Dallas
in the Dallas Floodway. The photograph of Alternative
3A on the screen illustrates this effect. The presence
of the road along the eastern levee could potentially
block access points to the Floodway from the major
crossing streets, which are shown in green, and from the
neighborhoods, which are shown in red arrows.

To avoid blocking the park access, the
schematic designs for Alternatives 3A, 3B, 4, and 5
include ramps down from the major street crossings to

the Floodway where needed to provide vehicular access.
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The photo shows a typical ramp, highlighted in green, at
Sylvan Avenue. Additionally, the designs call for
underpasses of the Parkway at various locations to
support pedestrian and bicycle access from
neighborhoods. These are shown in the photograph in
red, and are typically spaced about a half-mile apart.

The access points are specifically located
for each of the alternatives on the schematic plan. The
graphic at the bottom right of the slide shows the
programmed locations for the entire corridor.

Generally, the combined Parkway Alternatives 3A and 3B
account for access only along the east levee. The split
Parkway Alternatives 4 and 5 account for access along
both levees.

Access to Interstate 35: There's been a lot
of interest in access to 35, South RL Thornton, which is
shown on the right side of the diagram into Oak Cliff.
The Build Alternatives provide different levels of
access to this interstate. The Industrial Boulevard
Alternatives 2A and 2B provide no access to Interstate
35 due to geometric constraints in the Mixmaster area.

The combined Parkways, 3B and 3A, and this
slide represents them, provide access to Interstate 35
as shown in the photo. Generally, the eastbound to

southbound movements use the Houston Street bridge to
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cross the Floodway, and then there are two options
provided in the Draft EIS for accomplishing the
connection to 35 south, one with the emphasis on making
the movement without the lights and traffic signals, and
the other with intersections with a possible local
street on the south levee.

These options are illustrated in Plate 2-10A
in the document. The northbound to westbound movement
uses either a U-turn or a loop ramp to provide the
connection onto the westbound Parkway on the north side
of the Floodway. These options are illustrated in Page
2-10C in the document.

The access to 35E from the split Parkway,
Alternatives 4 and 5, are shown on this photograph. The
north to westbound movement is the same as shown for
Combined Parkways. The east to southbound movement
occurs on the south levee, with one option involving
at-grade intersections with Houston and Jefferson, and
another option providing a bypass ramp under these
streets on the back side of the levee. These two
options are shown in Plate 2-10B. We're basically
asking for citizen input on these various options in the
document.

Staged construction: As stated previously,

all of the Build Alternatives are ultimately configured
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as for six-lane facilities for the entire length of the
corridor. However, they are proposed to be
stage-constructed initially, with six lanes north of the
Woodall Rodgers and four lanes to the south.

As shown in the inset, the four-lane
sections will be built by leaving out the middle lanes
in the initial construction and keeping a larger
vegetated median. There would be sufficient width of
the median to allow for future expansion from four to
six lanes as traffic warrants.

The SM Wright Freeway downgrade: SM Wright
Freeway is about a one-mile segment of expressway
located near the southern terminus of Trinity Parkway
and shown highlighted in the green on the right side of
the slide there. Currently, all traffic arriving on US
175 travels this segment through a residential
neighborhood to reach Interstate 45.

If Trinity Parkway is built, it would
facilitate a bypass of SM Wright, bypassing traffic
directly to the west on Interstate 45. As shown
previously, this segment, this connection would have no
toll plazas and would be free to motorists.

The potential effect on the neighborhood is
shown in this close-up photograph. By bypassing through

traffic to the west along the proposed parkway, along
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that dashed yellow arrow, it is expected that the
segment of SM Wright, which is shown in orange, could be
substantially reduced in traffic. There is a high
interest among the citizens, local citizens, and elected
officials in taking this opportunity to convert SM
Wright back to an arterial street section with at-grade
crossings and slower speeds. The Trinity Parkway would
create the opportunity that this type of change could
occur.

US-175 ramp options: The Draft EIS includes
two options for ramps in the area, Bexar Street and SM
Wright Freeway at the southern terminus. These options
were added based on meetings with citizens in the
affected area.

Basically, Option 1, on the left, focuses
ramps towards the SM Wright connection. Option 2, on
the right, focuses ramps and traffic flow toward the
Bexar Street connection. Both of these options are
technically feasible and we're looking for citizen input
from the public on this selection.

Finally, traffic volume plots: The Draft
EIS includes traffic volume plots for the various Build
Alternatives. The example on the screen shows the
estimated traffic for the Industrial Alternatives. 1In

general, the road produces in the range of 100,000 to
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115,000 vehicles per day on the main lanes in the year
2025. This volume is similar to the southern segments
of Dallas North Tollway.

This slide then shows the projected traffic
for the River Alternatives, and these are in the range
of 100,000 to 115,000 main-lane volumes on the Parkway.

And, finally, this slide shows the volumes
for River Alternative 3B. That varies a little bit in
the center segment because of the difference in ramping
and toll plaza layouts.

The points I want to make on all this is
that these are 2025 volumes, and they're subject to the
effective tolls and that's gone into the assumptions.
They also assumed that all other major improvements in
the corridor, Project Pegasus, Woodall Rodgers
Extension, DART, etcetera, are also in place. And this
is still the volume that arrives on the Trinity Parkway.

That concludes my remarks on design of the
project. As I stated earlier, there are many additional
plans and graphics of the alternatives around the room,
and I encourage you to take a look at these to get more
detail, particularly the specific locations that you are
interested in. I will now introduce David Morgan.

David will discuss the environmental effects of the

project.
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MR. MORGAN: Thank you, Martin. As Chris
has mentioned, we are currently in the planning phase of
the project that may receive federal funding. The
Trinity Parkway project process has been prepared under
the Federal National Environmental Policy Act, or NEPA.
The Federal Highway Administration, or FHWA, is the lead
federal agency in this process in cooperation with the
Texas Department of Transportation and the North Texas
Tollway Authority. The US Environmental Protection
Agency 1s a cooperating agency in this study.

The NEPA regulations prescribe methods for
mitigating impacts. Design refinements may include
avoidance; minimize the impacts by limiting the scope of
the action; enhancements which are rehabilitating or
restoring the affected environment; and compensating for
the impact by replacing or providing substitute
resources or enhancements.

Mitigation and enhancements can be eligible
for federal funding if the impact for which the
mitigation was prescribed actually resulted from the
project.

The Trinity Parkway is a complex project
with several alternatives located on new alignments.
Therefore, the NEPA process -- the NEPA document is

being processed as an Environmental Impact Statement, or
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EIS. We are in the preliminary stage of the EIS
evaluation. The current document we are presenting
tonight is considered a Draft EIS.

The DEIS also contains preliminary Section
4 (f) evaluation. Section 4(f) regulations were
established by the US Department of Transportation to
provide protection to significant public park and
recreation lands, wildlife and water foul refuges, and
significant historic sites.

The Section 4(f) regulations stipulate that
the Secretary of Transportation will not approve any
program or project which requires the use of any
significant publicly owned parkland, recreation area, or
wildlife refuge area, or any land from a historic site
of national, state, or local significance unless:

1. There is no feasible or prudent
alternative to be used; and

2. All possible planning to minimize harm
resulting from such use is included.

Overall, the DEIS discusses the social,
economic, and environment effects of the proposed
alternatives. As Martin mentioned, a No-Build
Alternative and six Build Alternatives are being
evaluated. All alternatives have been evaluated

equally, and there is no recommended alternative
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identified at this time.

Martin previously described the six Build
Alternatives, and I'd just like to show this slide to
refresh you on the differences of the different
alternatives to help you evaluate the potential impacts
as I go through the discussion of each of the resources.

The simplified flow chart that Chris also
described is shown on this slide and is on display in
the arena along with a representative list of
environmental regulations pertaining to NEPA.

The orange arrow points to the public
hearing, which is where we are in the EIS process. As
Chris described, 1f one of the Industrial Boulevard
Alternatives is identified as the preferred alternative,
then the EIS will move toward a final EIS. 1If one of
the River Alternatives is identified as the preferred
alternative, then supplemental NEPA documentation would
be required in cooperation with the Corps of Engineers
prior to final EIS preparation.

The EIS process concludes with the
completion of the environmental review and the impact
documentation process, followed by a signed Record of
Decision by FHWA. This would permit the proposed action
to proceed to the final design and construction phases.

Martin just presented a summary of Chapters
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1 and 2, which were the purpose and need and the
description of alternatives. Chapter 3 describes the
affected environment or the baseline existing conditions
of the study area. There are ten exhibit boards located
around the arena that depict many of the existing
environmental conditions of the study area.

This slide slows the various resources and
issues that have been evaluated for each alternative.
They are discussed in Chapter 4, Environmental
Consequences. The resources or issues that are
highlighted on this slide are the topics that have
received the most interest to date.

There's a summary table in the blue handout
you received tonight in the registration. The summary
table presents the results of all of the analyses for
all of the resources and issues. It presents a good
overview of all the potential effects for each
alternative.

Now I would like to give you a brief
overview of the relevant topics. If you want more
information on any of the resources or issues, or are
interested in one of the other topics not covered
tonight, we have staff around the exhibits that can help
answer questions. I suggest you obtain a copy of the

DEIS, or review it at one of the locations listed in
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your handout materials.

Environmental Justice addresses
disproportionately high and adverse of human health or
environmental effects on minority and low-income
populations. The Socio-economic Analysis was based on
the 2000 U.S. census. This slide shows representative
minority census block group areas that are located
within the project area.

The yellow lines shows the project limits
and is depicted on the 2003 aerial photograph. Based on
the results of the analysis, the primary impacts to
these areas would include acquisition of property;
residential and business relocation; increase in
traffic; proximity effects, such as noise and visual
intrusion; and construction impacts.

The Trinity Parkway project has been
presented at minority community meetings to solicit
community involvement. The Trinity Parkway Community
Advisory Work Group has met twelve times and has several
representatives from minority communities. We have
conducted presentations in West Dallas held at the Kings
Bridge Community Center and several meetings in South
Dallas with the Ideal Neighborhood, New Hope Baptist
Church, and T.R. Hoover Community Center.

Based on the South Dallas meetings, we've
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developed an alternative to the original ramp
configuration at Bexar Street. The alternative Bexar
Street ramping configuration that Martin just presented
is an example of the project reevaluation based on
community involvement.

Meetings and discussions with the
potentially effected neighborhoods have occurred and
will continue if a Build Alternative is recommended.
With the proposed mitigation, it is anticipated that the
impacts will be adequately mitigated, and therefore
would not be high or adverse.

The proposed action is similarly consistent
with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act, and there is no
discriminatory intent or effect. The proposed action
offers the possibility of long-term benefits to those
areas and their residents.

This slide identifies historic resources
within the study area. A historic -- a significant
historic site is defined as a site or structure, which
is fifty years or older, which is listed or eligible for
listing on the National Register of Historic Places as
determined by the Texas Historical Commission.

The Houston Street Viaduct was constructed
in 1912 and crosses the Dallas Floodway, and the

Colonial Hill Historic District located east of Lamar
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Street are both listed on the National Register of
Historic Places and are highlighted in yellow.

There are six other bridges that cross the
Dallas Floodway that have been evaluated by the Texas
Historical Commission and determined to be eligible for
the National Register of Historic Places. The eligible
sites are highlighted in green. The six eligible
bridges are:

The UP, Union Pacific Railroad Bridge; the
Corinth Street Viaduct; the AT&SF Railroad Bridge; MKT
Railroad Bridge; Continental Avenue Viaduct; and the
Commerce Street Viaduct.

Five eligible historic properties generally
located along Lamar Street and Industrial Boulevard
could potentially be displaced by one or more of the
Build Alternatives. As shown on the board in back of
the arena, the Industrial Boulevard Alternatives could
impact the Colonial Hill Historic District and the
Industrial At-Grade Alternative impacts for historic
buildings.

The River Alternatives, Alternatives 3A, 3B,
4, and 5 have a greater impact on the historic bridges
mainly related to ramp connections from the proposed
Trinity Parkway.

A Section 4 (f) evaluation will be completed
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for each of the alternatives to document if there is no
feasible prudent alternative to the use of the historic
structure. The 4(f) evaluation will present all
possible planning to minimize harm resulting from such
use.

Project noise impacts will be evaluated in
accordance with TxDOT and FHWA guidelines and
regulations. The noise modeling was accomplished by
using the FHWA Traffic Noise Model and was based on
existing and predicted 2025 traffic volumes. The FHWA
has established noise abatement criteria for various
lane use activity areas.

The noise criteria is used as one of two
ways to determine when a traffic noise impact would
occur. The Absolute Criteria is if the exterior noise
level approaches, equals, or exceeds 67 decibels in
residential areas and 72 decibels in commercial areas.
The Relative Criterion is if the noise increases by more
than ten decibels.

When a noise impact is predicted to occur,
mitigation must be considered. The most common form of
noise mitigation is a construction of noise walls. All
of the Build Alternatives merge together at both the
north and south termini of the study area. The majority

of the noise impacts occur in these areas and are common
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to all Build Alternatives.

These common noise impacts include 125
residences and one park, Sleepy Hollow Park, which is
located at the northern terminus east of SH 183 and
I35E.

This slide shows the Industrial Boulevard
Build Alternatives. The noise impacted areas are shown
in yellow. In addition to the common noise impact
areas, noise impacts occur along Lamar Boulevard in the
vicinity of Colonial Hill Historic District.

This slide shows the Split Parkway Landside
Alternative. 1In addition to the common area impacts
just described, noise impacts occur along Canada Drive
in West Dallas with most localized impacts occurring
near proposed ramp connections with other crossing
streets.

Noise walls were evaluated for this
alternative, which showed most of the noise coming from
the crossing streets. And because the tollway is
elevated already, noise walls were not that effective
and did not produce the required five decibel reduction.

This slide shows the total noise impacts for
each of the Build Alternatives. The Combined
Alternatives 3A and 3B had the fewest impacted receivers

with 128 each. The Split Parkway Landside Alternative
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has the most impacted noise receivers with 226. As
stated previously, 126 of these impacts are in the areas
common to all the Build Alternatives.

Noise levels may be mitigated by the
construction of noise walls. A noise barrier analysis
was performed for the impacted areas for each
alternative. Based on the analysis, noise walls were
determined to be both feasible and reasonable only at
the residential neighborhoods located at the common area
at the south terminus of the project.

In this area from Lamar Street to the south
project termini, all project alternatives are the same
and, consequently, the proposed noise walls are
reasonable and feasible for all alternatives.

A series of exhibits are located in the
arena that show the areas of noise impacts and the
location of the proposed noise walls. This conceptual
enhancement exhibit also shows some of the potential
improvements related to Environmental Justice. The
potential mitigations include:

Improved local street circulation;
landscaping; noise walls; context sensitive design; and
improvement for mass transit.

This slide shows the location of wetlands

and Waters of the U.S. within the project area. The
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U.S. Army Corps of Engineers regulates potential impacts
to Waters of the U.S. through their Section 404
permitting program. Areas regulated under the Section
404 program are collectively referred to as Waters of
the United States or Waters of the U.S. Included are
any part of the surface water tributary system down to
the smallest of streams, any lake, pond or water body
that's connected to those streams and wetland.

Wetlands are special aquatic sites and are
found in many different forms such as bottom land,
hardwood forests, wet meadows, and bogs. Emergent
wetlands are shallow waters that contain rooted aquatic
plants that are the most common type of the wetland
within the study area.

The proposed Trinity Parkway would cross
water bodies within the study area using bridges and
concrete box culverts. The use of bridges would likely
minimize impacts to wetlands and aquatic areas, although
bridge construction may require placement of fill
material, such as dirt, concrete, and bridge piers
within jurisdictional waters.

The River Alternatives and associated
excavation areas, which could be used for roadway
embankment, would require the placement of fill material

in or the excavation of jurisdictional waters.
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The interior River Alternatives would result
in the largest average loss of Waters of the U.S. with
151 acres for the Combined Alternatives and 153 acres
for the Split Parkway Riverside Alternative. Excavation
of emergent wetlands represents the largest type of
impact. These excavated areas could be designed to
provide some wetland mitigation features. The Split
Landside Alternative could have the greatest impact on
the interior drainage sumps.

This slide shows the right-of-way footprint
for each Build alternative on the Natural Features,
which includes jurisdictional waters and woodlands.

Mitigation for jurisdictional water impacts
would occur through the Section 404 permitting program
that would be coordinated by the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers. The Corps is responsible for confirming all
jurisdictional water determinations as well as
establishing the appropriate permitting and mitigation
requirements.

Mitigation could include the preservation or
enhancement of existing jurisdictional areas or the
creation of new wetlands and associated vegetation
plantings.

This same slide shows the regulatory

floodplains established by the Federal Emergency
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Management Agency, or FEMA, from the Flood Insurance
Rate Maps. The 500-year floodplain occurs behind the
Trinity Floodway levees, and this 500-year floodplain
area is shown in the light blue shade. The 100-year
floodplain is shown in the dark blue shading.

The potential floodplain impacts for each
Build Alternative were identified, evaluated, and
calculated based on the preliminary plans for the
roadways and their corresponding rights-of-way.

The River Alternatives 3A, 3B, 4, and 5
would result in the greatest amount of encroachment on
the 100-year base floodplain elevation, ranging from a
low of 324 acres for the Split Parkway Landside, which
is Alternative 5, to a high of 442 acres for the Split
Parkway Riverside Alternative 4.

The mitigation for floodplain impacts will
be developed through permitting reviews by the Corps,
FEMA, and the City of Dallas.

Based on preliminary hydraulic analysis
conducted during the Major Transportation Investment
Study and this DEIS, encroachments on the floodplain do
not increase the base flood elevation to a level that
would violate applicable FEMA floodplain regulations.

If a River Alternative is identified as the

preferred alternative, a detailed hydraulic study would
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be conducted. The study would determine if the 100-year
base flood elevation would increase due to the
construction of the Parkway within the impacted
floodplains. The detailed hydraulic analysis would
demonstrate that adequate measures have been taken to
ensure that any floodplain encroachments would not
increase the risk of flooding to adjacent properties and
would comply with all federal, state, and local
floodplain regulations.

This slide shows the location of high-risk
hazardous material sites. The green dots on the slide
show the location of hazardous material sites. There
are several clusters of these hazardous sites located
primarily along Lamar and Industrial Boulevard in the
southern portion of the study area.

There are 33 hazardous or regulated material
sites identified within 500 feet of the Build
Alternatives right-of-way. Each of the six Build
Alternatives would impact hazardous material sites
ranging from a low of 15 sites for the combined
alternatives to a high of 28 sites for the Industrial
Boulevard At-Grade.

Some of the hazardous material sites may be
avoided through final design. If required, the clean-up

or remediation of these waste sites could have a
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beneficial effect on the area.

This slide also shows the existing and
proposed parks within the project area. Existing parks
are shaded in dark green and proposed parks are shaded
in light green.

The Trinity River Greenbelt Park, which is
located within the Dallas Floodway, is the only park
directly impacted by acquisition of land for
right-of-way. The impact for parkland ranges from a low
of zero acres for the Industrial Boulevard Alternatives
to a high of 205 acres for the Split Riverside
Alternative.

The mitigation for parkland would occur in
the final design of the project. The mitigation could
be in the form of park access alternatives. Examples of
park access types are displayed in the back of the arena
on various boards. Other mitigation features could be
the development of hike and bike trails, tree plantings,
and context sensitive design.

Each of the Build Alternatives would result
in varying degrees of residential, commercial, and
community facilities displacements. This slide shows a
portion of the proposed right-of-way acquisition along
the southern terminus, which is common to all the Build

Alternatives. Impacted properties that would require
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relocation are highlighted with different colors
representing commercial properties in brown, residential
properties in blue, and public facilities represented in
purple. No schools, places of worship, or cemeteries
would be displaced by any of the project alternatives.
Exhibits are located in the arena that depict the
required displacements for each of the Build
Alternatives.

For residential displacements, seven are
common to all the Build Alternatives. These are located
near the southern terminus along Colonial Avenue and
Starks Street between Lamar Street and US-175 in the
southern terminus.

Each of the Build Alternatives will require
new right-of-way to construct the facility. This slide
summarizes the right-of-way acreage required for each
Build Alternative and how much land is publicly owned
and how much is privately owned.

The publicly owned land generally
corresponds to city street right-of-way and city
parkland. The Industrial Boulevard At-Grade Alternative
requires the greatest amount of private land at 212
acres, and the Combined Original 3A requires the least
at 103 acres. The Split Riverside Alternative requires

the most public owned land at 388 acres with the
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Industrial Elevated requiring the least with 131 acres.

The total of the right-of-way requirements
range from a low of 252 acres for the Industrial
Elevated to a high of 495 acres for the Split Riverside
Alternative.

This slide summarizes the number of building
displacements. The Industrial Elevated and the
Industrial At-Grade has the largest number of total
displacements with 297 and 247 respectively.
Residential displacements range from a high of 24 for
the Split Landside to a low of eight for the Combined
Alternatives.

Public facility displacements include a fire
station, sump pump stations, and DISD maintenance
facilities. There are four public facilities
displacements for the Industrial At-Grade and Split
Landside Alternatives and three for the Industrial
Elevated. The Interior River Alternatives have no
public facility impacts.

The Industrial Elevated Alternative has the
greatest number of relocations with 297, and the
Combined Original Alternative has the least with 31
displacements. Ms. Sherri Turner will provide more
details on the number and types of displacements for

each alternative in her upcoming presentation.

Appendix G-4 / Page 58 TRINITY PARKWAY



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

This slide shows the possible permits and
agreements that would be required in order to construct
one of the Build Alternatives and the issuing agency.
If one of the Industrial Boulevard Alternatives, or
Split Landside Alternatives is selected, then there may
be less permitting requirements related to
jurisdictional waters and floodplain impacts.

The development of mitigation plans and
monitoring program will be developed and refined during
the final design if a Build Alternative is recommended.
Some of the mitigation features that are shown on this
slide and include:

Noise walls; wetland restoration or
creation; vegetation plantings for habitat loss or
landscape enhancements; Section 4 (f) historic structures
mitigation; pedestrian improvements, including trails
and sidewalks; and potential transit improvements
through coordination with DART to enhance transit
throughout the study area.

In summary, this presentation was an
overview of the project alternatives and descriptions of
some of the findings to date. Each Build Alternative
has different effects on social, economic, and
environmental.

Based on our findings, the Trinity Parkway
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Build Alternatives would not result in unavoidable
adverse impacts that cannot be mitigated and therefore
reduced to a minimum.

If you would like to have more information
on these, or other topics or review the analysis of

findings, please refer to the DEIS.

I will now turn the presentation over to Ms.

Sherri Turner of NTTA's legal department to discuss the
right-of-way acquisition and relocation process.

MS. TURNER: Thank you, David. Good
evening, ladies and gentlemen. I would like to take a
few minutes to present some information about the
right-of-way acquisition phase of the project.

Alternative 2A will displace 281 commercial
buildings and 13 single-family residences.

Alternative 2B will displace 234 commercial
buildings and 9 single-family residences.

Alternative 3A will displace 23 commercial
buildings and eight single-family residences.

Alternative 3B will displace 31 commercial
buildings and eight single-family residences.

Alternative 4 will displace 26 commercial
buildings and 13 single-family residences.

Alternative 5 would displace 35 commercial

buildings and 24 single-family residences.
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No churches or cemeteries will be displaced.

The following will describe the right-of-way
procedures:

Two booklets are available for you at the
right-of-way table at the back of this room. One is
titled "The Purchase of Right-of-way" and the other one
is titled "Relocation Assistant."”

If there is a possibility that a portion of
your property may be acquired and you did not pick up a
booklet, you may obtain copies at the right-of-way table
during the break.

These booklets contain a significant amount
of information. Rather than try to cover all of this
material in detail this evening, I will acquaint you
with the most -- the answers to the most commonly asked
questions.

Before the right-of-way acquisition process
may begin, the acquiring entity must obtain
environmental clearance, interlocal agreements, and
approved right-of-way map and funding. With the route
approved, maps and legal descriptions will be prepared
to show the amount of land to be acquired from each
affected property owner.

All of the land is to be used for public

purposes and will be acquired in the name of the
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acquiring entity. Standard procedures for many projects
is that the local governments will be responsible for
real property and utility relocation.

Cost associated with the purchase of real
property will be the responsibility of the acquiring
entity. All acquisitions must be conducted pursuant to
the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property
Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 as amended.

The acquiring entity will order property
title information, five-year sales data, and preliminary
title commitments. The acquiring entity then makes
pre-appraisal contacts with each property owner.

In order for the acquiring entity to
establish land values, the acquiring entity may employ
independent real estate appraisers to determine their
opinions of the fair market value for the part of each
owner's property to be acquired and possible damages to
the remainder.

The procedure is explained on Pages 3 and 4
of the "Purchase of Right-of-way" booklet. The
appraisers will contact each owner before proceeding
with appraising their properties. Each of you, as
owners, will be given an opportunity to accompany the
real estate appraiser on the inspection of your

property.

Appendix G-4 / Page 62

TRINITY PARKWAY



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Once the property is appraised and submitted
to the acquiring entity for review and approval, a
written offer will be made to you, the property owner.
The acquiring entity's acquisition agent presents the
offer to the property owner. This offer will be based
on the amount of the approved appraised value, plus any
compensable damages to the remaining real property.

The acquiring entity will also provide
relocation assistance to those who are eligible. The
decision of whether the offer is accepted or not, of
course, remains with the property owner.

An owner may wish to donate land for the
project for various reasons. In these cases, the
appraisal process will not be necessary, provided the
property owner signs a waiver to waive their right to
receive fair market value in an appraisal of the
property. This does not include donations at less than
fair market value or partial donations, which must be
appraised.

If the property owner chooses to receive
compensation for the needed right-of-way, then the
following are options available to the property owner.
The owner may accept the offer, submit a counter offer,
or reject the offer. Also, as an option, the booklet

further describes a procedure by which right-of-way is
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acquired when the property owner does not agree with the
acquiring entity's determination of fair market wvalue.

This procedure is known as eminent domain
and is described on Page 7 of "The Purchase of
Right-of-way" brochure. When the owner accepts the
approved value, a deed and a memorandum of agreement are
prepared for the owner's signature. The acquiring
entity will issue a check made out to the owner and the
title company. The owner closes at the title company
and is then compensated for the newly acquired
right-of-way.

The owner may submit a counter offer if the
owner believes that the offer does not represent fair
market value. The acquiring entity reviews the counter
offer and either accepts or rejects it. If rejected,
the owner may still accept the original offer or eminent
domain proceedings may begin.

In eminent domain, the court appoints three
independent commissioners who themselves own land within
the county to hear the owner and the acquiring entity.
Based on the evidence presented, the commissioners will
decide their award to the owner.

The acquiring entity deposits the award,
which the owner may withdraw, in the registry of the

court, and at that point will take possession of the
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needed right-of-way. If desired, either the owner or
the acquiring entity shall have the right to appeal the
commissioner's award.

Displaced businesses will be eligible for
business relocation benefits as outlined in the
relocation assistance brochure. These benefits may
include personal property, moving costs, some business
re-establishment cost, or a fixed payment.

Displaced residences will be eligible for
moving expenses and may be eligible for replacement
housing payment, which is also explained in the
relocation assistance brochure. Please note that an
individual or a family who is displaced will not be
required to move from their residence until at least one
comparable replacement dwelling has been made available.

These services will be personally explained
by a relocation counselor if it is determined that your
residence or business will have to relocate due to the
acquisition of your property.

Monetary payment for incidental expenses,
which are the owner's out-of-pocket expenses to convey
good title to the acquiring entity, may be eligible for
reimbursement and are applicable whether or not a
displacement occurs.

These benefits are applicable to all
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individuals, families, businesses, farmers, ranchers,
and nonprofit organizations, without regard to race,
color, religion, sex, or national origin. This
information is contained in the relocation assistance
booklet.

If you believe a move may be necessary by
the proposed project, the acquiring entity will caution
you not to move before negotiations have begun unless
you first secure a written notice of intent to acquire
from the acquiring entity.

This must be done so as to avoid the
possibility of your loss of personal property relocation
benefits to which you may otherwise be eligible for
reimbursement by the acquiring entity.

Should a property owner that becomes
displaced be dissatisfied with any of the amounts
offered for relocation reimbursement, appeal processes
are available.

This concludes my presentation. Thank you
for your attention. Now you will hear from Chris again.

MR. ANDERSON: Thank you, Sherri. Before we
recess, I would like to recognize Council member Ed
Oakley who's in attendance this evening. I would also
like to recognize Barbara Maley with the Federal Highway

Administration. And I misspoke earlier when I
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identified Jeff Hall as with North Central Texas Council
of Governments. His correct name is Jeff Neal.

Have I overlooked any other elected
officials who are in attendance this evening?

Before we take a brief recess, I would like
to remind you that we will not attempt to answer your
question while you have the floor during the public
comment period. This procedure is necessary so that
this hearing does not become a platform for public
debate and so that everyone will be given an opportunity
to speak.

We will be happy to answer your questions
during the recess or after the hearing. Allow me to
reiterate that all written comments and questions
submitted tonight, and all verbal comments made to the
court reporters, will be addressed in and made part of
the final environmental impact statement. This document
will then be made available for your review at the NTTA
office and other announced locations.

At this time, I would like to ask the
members of the study team to stand and proceed to their
stations. They are available to answer your questions
and discuss your concerns regarding the project, and in
particular, for the exhibits where they are stationed.

If you are an elected official or concerned
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citizen who desires to make a statement, but who has not
completed a yellow speaker request form, please do so
and return it to the registration tables.

For your convenience, a stenographer is
located to my left and outside in the concourse. This
court reporter is now available to take anyone's
statement if you so choose. Please note that the
three-minute limit also applies to persons making
statements to this court reporter.

At this time, we will take a twenty-minute
recess and reconvene promptly at 7:45. Thank you.

(Recess taken until 7:45 p.m.)

MR. ANDERSON: Ladies and gentlemen, if you
will please be seated, we will reconvene the hearing.

Ladies and gentlemen, we have made our
presentation on the latest available information, and
now it is time for us to listen to your questions and
comments. Please be aware that we will not attempt to
answer your question while you have the floor.

Before we begin the comment period, I would
like to recognize several other agency officials who are
in attendance this evening. Mr. Bill Hale, Dallas
district engineer from TxDOT, with Brian Barth, also
with the Dallas district of the Texas Department of

Transportation; and from the Environmental Protection
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Agency, we have Mike Jansky and Bonnie Braganza. I1'd
like to thank you for attending this evening.

Some of you may not wish to make your
statement from the floor microphone. Again, one of the
court reporters is available to take your comments and
this stenographer is located as shown in your program.
Your written statements will also being accepted tonight
and for ten calendar days following this hearing.

For those of you who wish to submit a
written comment tonight, a box has been placed on the
registration tables. Questions and comments may be
mailed to delivered to the NTTA office located at 5900
West Plano Parkway, Suite 100, Plano, Texas, 75026.

All of your statements, comments, and
questions will be given full consideration before final
design features are determined. Furthermore, all
information developed in regard to the proposed design
is available for public inspection and copying. To be
included in the final document and be made part of the
official project record, any written statements, and/or
exhibits, must be received at the NTTA's Plano office by
or postmarked on April 8, 2005.

Please note you will not receive a direct
written response to either your written or oral comments

and question.
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We have a number of persons who would like
to make official comments this evening. For the
official transcript, please state your name and address
whenever you take the floor before proceeding with your
statements.

As I stated at the beginning of the hearing,
we will hear from our elected officials in attendance
tonight first. If you are an elected official and have
not registered your intention to speak by completing the
yellow speaker form, please raise your hand and a form
will be brought to you for you to complete and then
delivered to me.

If you have exhibits, reports, petitions,
etcetera, that you wish entered into the record as part
of your remarks, please give these to me or to Ms. Karen
Madison-Ponds, and, Karen, if you would stand. If you
would give these to Ms. Karen Madison-Ponds, she will
pass them to me and I will attach them to your speaker
request form. These attachments may be sent in later,
but must be delivered or postmarked by April 8th.

We will begin with the Honorable Ed Oakley
with the Dallas City Council. Is Council member Oakley
present? All right. We'll come back to him.

The first speaker, then, will be Mr. Bob

Darrouzet who will be followed by John Clark. Bob
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Darrouzet. John Clark.

As I stated, our first speaker will be
Council member Ed Oakley with the Dallas City Council.

COUNCILMAN OAKLEY: Actually, I am just here
to address the crowd, so I'm going to turn around. On
behalf of the Mayor and the Dallas City Council, who
cannot be here, my name is Ed Oakley. I currently serve
as the chair of the Dallas City Council Trinity River
Committee.

I also am speaking as a resident of the City
of Dallas, and I would like to echo the Mayor's
comments. The economic and developmental funding is an
exciting part of the Trinity River Corridor Project.

But it won't happen if we don't make some transportation
progress. When it's time a new business to form or for
existing businesses to grow or relocate, the
transportation situation figures into the decisions of
where we set up shop.

Interest has already been generated along
the Corridor for the development of this roadway, and it
is definitely a catalyst. The decision on which
alignment will be carried forward in this EIS must be
made now. We have a deadline of March of '07 to
complete the EIS. If we miss this deadline, the EIS has

to be redone, delaying not only this project, but future
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transportation projects like Pegasus and our Trinity
Lakes, the Southern Gateway, and many other projects.
It's time to move forward with this crucial project and
I offer my support for the Combined and Modified 3B as
it develops for the corridor.

This -- we have a Council Committee that is
appointed by the Mayor made up of half of the Dallas
City Council members. We meet twice a month. This same
proposal, this same information, will be presented to
the Council Committee on April 6th, I believe, and this
moves on to the Council on April 13th so we definitely
need your input.

This has had hundreds of meetings, thousands

and thousands of hours. We are here to listen to what

you have to say and your concerns. If you want to raise
concerns further -- that's the reason I was late. I had
some folks that were raising concerns. Come to the

Council Trinity Committee. With that, I will close.
Thank you.

MR. ANDERSON: Thank you, Council member.
Is Mr. Bob Darrouzet -- he left.

Mr. John Clark. Mr. Robert, and I'm going
to spell the last name, G-O-L-B-E-P-C. Following
Mr. Goldberg -- I'm sorry. I couldn't read your

writing. Following Mr. Goldberg will be Nora Czigan.
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SPEAKER: I'm Robert Goldberg, 4305 South
Lamar. I'm a landowner on Lamar street. We are
definitely against 2A and 2B, and we could live with the
other four appraisals.

First of all, 2A and 2B would be much more
costly than the other four Alternatives. Going down
Lamar Street and Industrial would displace a lot of
homes, churches, and businesses, whereby the route along
the levee and the Union Pacific Railroad would cause a
lot less problems as far as property.

Along the levees there are fewer landowners
than along Lamar and Industrial. There are a lot of
individual businesses along Lamar and Industrial, and
there are fewer owners along the levee, and they would
not be as expensive to purchase by the City.

The other thing is if the highway came down
Lamar Street, there would be a noise factor to all the
homes that are on Lamar. And, also, especially if it
was elevated on Lamar Street, the highway would look
down on these homes, and it wouldn't be -- it would be a
real big problem for all the homeowners.

So I cannot see where the staff or the
Council would vote for 2A or 2B for all these reasons.
Thank you.

MR. ANDERSON: Thank you. The next speaker
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will be Nora, and I'm going to spell your last name,
C-Z2-I-G-A-N. Is she present?

All right. The next speaker will be Karen
Walz followed by Warren Rutherford.

SPEAKER: Good evening. My name is Karen
Walz, and I'm here this evening on behalf of the Trinity
Trust. The Trinity Trust is a nonprofit organization
with the mission of raising private funds and public
support to revitalize the Trinity River Corridor. It
was created in 2004 to raise approximately $50 million
in private funding to support enhanced project
components identified in the balance vision plan.

During the Trinity River Urban Design and
Transportation Study that resulted in the Balanced
Vision plan, many prior studies were reviewed, and a
team of local and national experts conducted an
intensive effort to create a plan that meets the area's
transportation needs, as well as other community
objectives.

That review made it clear that additional
transportation capacity is needed in this area and that
it cannot be provided without some kind of additional
roadway in the Trinity Corridor. We believe that the
DEIS Alternative 3B provides that needed capacity in a

way that also supports the important objectives of
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economic and environmental restoration, community and
economic development, recreation and open space
provision, and flood control.

The Trinity Parkway 1s one necessary
component in the revitalization of the Trinity Corridor
Area of Dallas. Located and designed appropriately, it
should support the community's other objectives, as well
as transportation.

We believe the concepts presented in the
Balanced Vision Plan, which are represented in this DEIS
by Alternative 3B achieves all those objectives. It's
our support for this vision that makes the Trinity Trust
willing to take on the challenge of raising private
funding for enhancements that complement public
improvements.

The revitalized Trinity River Corridor will
change the way we live in Dallas. It is essential that
we move forward with this vision. To do this we
encourage the selection of Alternative 3B as the
preferred alternative for the Parkway.

MR. ANDERSON: Thank you. The next speaker
will be Mr. Warren Rutherford, who will be followed by
Richard Schumacher. Mr. Rutherford.

Is Mr. Richard Schumacher in attendance?

Thank you. Please state your name and address before
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you make your comments.

SPEAKER: Richard Schumacher, 6026 Yellow

Rock Trail, Dallas. First two questions for the record:

How long would it take to prepare the NEPA document?
And does your analysis include the effects of more
expensive vehicle fuel for 2025?

Industrial Boulevard Alternative 2B is the
alternative which is most compatible with the
development of the Trinity River Park and does the most
to enhance the quality of life in and around Central
Dallas. The commercial displacement for this
alternative is of benefit because they would remove
sources of air pollution downtown, and as pointed out,
cleans up a number of hazardous material sites.

Alternatives 3, 4 and 5 all send a clear
message that we are not serious about developing the
Trinity River Park because those alternatives would
diminish the value of this project. This project is
worth building, and we want to have the enjoyable park,
and we must choose to Build Alternative 2B.

MR. ANDERSON: Thank you. Mr. James Paris.
Is he in attendance? Following Mr. Paris will be
Mr. Campbell Read.

SPEAKER: My name is James Paris and I am

the owner of a piece of property at 100 Parkhouse. And
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I see on the back schedule there No. 3B is scheduled to
be eliminated. And I wanted to request that since the
City made the request to do away with the looped
on-ramps at Continental that the building owners make a
request that if you can make the City happy, try to make
me happy, and do 3B in a way that does not take my
property.

And I kind of worked through who to talk to
on that. So I'm generally asking, how does that happen
and what recourse do we have, or is there a possibility
to look at that intersection in the planning stages and
try to keep my property? And if the state needs to take
my property, I would rather they not take all of it
since they only need about 40 feet.

We have 40 parking spaces in the Design
District. As we all know, the Design District parking
is very -- at a premium. So if they need to take the
building, I'd like to keep the rest of the property as a
parking lot.

MR. ANDERSON: Thank you. Next speaker will
be Mr. Campbell Read. Please state your name and
address. Following Mr. Read will be Mr. Jim Flood.

SPEAKER: My name is Campbell Read, 5839
Monticello, Dallas. I represent the Texas Committee on

Natural Resources, which is a statewide environmental
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organization, T-Com for short.

T-Com opposes the construction of a
high-speed toll road within or partially within the
floodway. With the exception of the No-Build option,
the Alternatives listed in the DEIS produce urban
sprawl, favor pollution of the air and water near
downtown Dallas and the floodway, increase the risk of
flooding, reduce the natural areas of open space and
oxygen producing trees.

Comment period: The DEIS is an extremely
lengthy document and a few members of interested
citizenry have easy access. The comment period is
therefore inadequate and should be extended.

Hydraulics: There is no analysis, or
detailed analysis, of the effect on flooding of this
construction of any of the alternative options. It is
insufficient for NTTA and its consultants one and only
roadway option to be chosen as the locally preferred
plan.

Neither the Dallas City Council, nor its
staff, nor interested citizen groups can adequately make
a fully informed choice without this crucial data being
presented for every option. The facts, including cost
index, should be evaluated for every option before a

local preferred plan is chosen.
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Lower scale improvements not considered:
NTTA consultants requiring the construction of six to
eight lanes of toll road in or by the Dallas Floodway.
NTTA should examine the transportation improvements for
the lesser scale that can encourage development by
preserving neighborhood improvement or green space,
alternatives such as widening and beautifying Industrial
Boulevard, for example, four lanes or median cross-over
strips and evaluating costs for such an alternative the
DEIS has been restricted. NTTA has consistently refused
to consider this option.

Failure to evaluate all costs: The DEIS
failed to evaluate all the economic costs for the
various toll alternatives. The related projects such as
ramp access points park and conveyance. How much do
they cost? How much will bridges cost? Raise the same
question regarding levee embankment construction, storm
water pollution prevention, toll plazas, and
interchanges.

NEPA requirements not met: Both NEPA and
Federal Highway Administration regulations require NTTA
and its consultants to evaluate all connected project
components in a single EIS. This DEIS is part of the
overall failure of governmental entities, including the

City of Dallas, as well as NTTA and TxDOT, do Jjust that.
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The most failure Dallas extension downstream from the
Floodway in 1998. Part of an effort to fragment connect
a project clearly is a single project.

MR. ANDERSON: Excuse me, Mr. Read, your
three minutes are up. Could you wrap your statements
up, please.

SPEAKER: I apologize. Thank you. I have
more comments and I'll submit them.

MR. ANDERSON: Thank you. Mr. Jim Flood,
who will be followed by Jeffrey Neal.

SPEAKER: Are these comments being taped?

MR. ANDERSON: Yes, sir.

SPEAKER: My name is Jim Flood, F-L-0-0-D,
221 Acres Drive, Dallas. I would like to ask,
particularly for us folks who work full-time and have
full schedules, voluntary, and this document is quite
lengthy, and it's a bit cumbersome using a CD-ROM, even
with high-speed desktop computer, so I would like to ask
for the comment period to be extended, please.

Also the only sensible alternative for the
sake of recreation is the No-Build Alternative. Thank
you.

MR. ANDERSON: Thank you. Mr. Jeffrey Neal,
who will be followed by Robert Meckfessel.

SPEAKER: My name is Jeffrey Neal, 616 Six
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Flags Drive, Arlington, Texas. I'm a senior
transportation planner with the North Central Texas
Council of Governments. I'm here tonight to submit two
letters into the public record for the Trinity River
Project. The first is written by Mr. Michael Morris,
Director of Transportation for NCTCOG, and it reads as
follows:

I would like to offer my congratulations to
the North Texas Tollway Authority on achieving this
milestone in the development of the Trinity Parkway
Project. It is due to the continued cooperation of all
of the agencies and local governments that this project
is growing closer to implementation.

The agreed-upon configuration currently
being proposed and documented in the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement, Alternative 3B, which is staged
six-lane Combined Parkway Modified Alternative from
SH-183, IH-35E to US-175/SH-310 is the result of an
extensive public involvement and agency coordination
effort.

I strongly encourage you to continue with
these efforts in the subsequent final EIS process as
well as the detailed design and engineering phases.
North Central Texas Council of Governments' staff will

continue to provide any information or services
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necessary to expedite the Trinity Parkway as a toll
facility. Sincerely, Michael Morris.

The second letter I'd like to read briefly
is sent by Commissioner Jack Hatchell, who is the
Chairman of the Regional Transportation Council. It
reads as follows.

The North Central Texas Council of
Governments has reviewed the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement titled Trinity Parkway from IH-35E/SH-183 to
US-175/SH-310, Dallas County, Texas for the proposed
Trinity Parkway Project.

The recommended alternative description, a
staged six-lane limited access tollway, is consistent
with the design concept and scope assumed in the current
conforming Metropolitan Transportation Plan, Mobility
2025, The Metropolitan Transportation Plan, 2004 Update.
The same design concept and scope is also contained in
the soon-to-be-adopted Metropolitan Transportation Plan
titled Mobility 2025, the Metropolitan Transportation
Plan, Amended April 2005.

Congratulations on achieving this milestone
in the development of the Trinity Parkway. This concept
has been shown to have substantial mobility benefits for
not just the City of Dallas and the Dallas Central

Business District, but for the entire Dallas-Fort Worth
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region as many other corridor improvements are
contingent on the construction of the Trinity Parkway.
The Regional Transportation Council supports the
continued development and expedited implementation of
this project.

Please call Michael Morris at area code
(817) 695-9240 or Dan Lamers, area code (817) 695-9263
if we can be of continued assistance in moving this
project forward. Sincerely, Jack Hatchell, Collin
County Commissioner. Thank you very much.

MR. ANDERSON: Mr. Robert Meckfessel will be
followed by Mr. Charles Allen.

SPEAKER: Thank you. My name is Robert
Meckfessel. I reside at 3007 Maple Avenue, Dallas,
Texas. I am pleased to be here tonight as president of
the Trinity Commons Foundation, a community based
nonprofit organization dedicated to maintaining progress
of and quality of an overall Trinity River Project.

Trinity Commons Foundation supports Option
3B, the combined Parkway modified as an integral
component of the Balanced Vision Plan. The Balanced
Vision Plan enjoys broad support both within the city
and within the community at large, and we applaud it for
that reason.

Our support also includes support for the
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division for four lanes from downtown to Highway 175 for
the future increase to six lines should the traffic
Justify it. Thank you.

MR. ANDERSON: Thank you. Mr. Charles Allen
will be the next speaker, who will be followed by Tim
Dalbey.

SPEAKER: Charles Allen, 615 South Montclair
in Dallas. I'm the owner of Trinity River Expeditions,
and I'm also the secretary of Save Open Space of Dallas
County. And we'd like to say that we are opposed to
this project. This will be followed by a letter to that
effect from SOS. It threatens flooding in the Central
Business District and Central Dallas by taking flood
protection benefits of the Dallas Floodway for granted.

This will have a negative impact to the
recreation potential of the Trinity River Greenbelt and
will have negative impact on the air and water quality.
The DEIS is remarkably lacking in detail concerning the
effect on the environment. The impacts to that
environment are not described adequately and require
mitigation measures that are not listed at all.

The hydraulic information necessary to make
an informed selection of an alternative is not presently
in this document. We need this information at this

point in the process. Later there will not be an
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opportunity for public input or participation. And the
necessary hydraulic and other information now will be
provided for a single alternative, if at all.

This document does not indicate a preferred
alternative, which indicates to me that this DEIS is
being published too early in the process.

This document is extremely lengthy, and at
over 800 pages, it takes time for the public to study it
adequately, even considering the lack of important
details.

I ask for an extension of the comment period
in order to properly study and prepare intelligent
comments on the proposal at hand. If I have to express
a preference for an alternative, a No-Build Alternative
would be the one that I would express preference for.

The Pegasus Project should be able to handle
all the transportation improvements, and if directed to
do that, they can undertake that and do it successfully.
Failing the No-Build Alternative, Alternative 2A or 2B
would be preferable to any of the other alternatives.
Thank you.

MR. ANDERSON: Thank you. Mr. Tim Dalbey
will be the next speaker, who will be followed by Ms.
Gina Norris.

SPEAKER: My name is Tim Dalbey, 2719 Santa
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Cruz Drive, Dallas, Texas. I'm opposed to the project,
the alignments. This really isn't an EIS. This is more
like a planning document, but you can say so.

I got a problem with MIS money and MIP money
and vested interest in this project is sort of a
conflict of interest for them to be doing this project
and writing this planning report.

There's no mitigation because you have no
plan, no locally preferred alternative, even though the
City paid for 3B. Some people are of the opinion that
they don't want 2A or 2B because they don't want it to
go down Lamar. All of these plans go down Lamar.

There's no mitigation because you have no
impact. It's hard to read. It's hard to judge. 1It's
hard to speak to any alternative or talk to six
alternatives.

You've left out the matter of final
published record. You've left out all the floor plans
for all your maps for the DEIS. I would think you'd put
those in there because you're going to build the sumps
and the levees that they're going to build.

The walls you build -- one reason they're
building a big 15 billion big dig in Boston was because
it bifurcated the city and completely destroyed all of

the public and economic benefits and so they decided to
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put it in the ground to the tune of $15 billion.

This one proposes to do the same thing that
Boston had. So I think there's some alternatives you
could do. You could put DART rail to hook it up to the
TRE down from 310 all the way and hook up to the TRE.
You could also probably try to think about putting the
2A, 2B alignments sub-grade instead of building them
at-grade. It's going to be quite a visual, bad wvisual
seen there. So you could look at possibly going to
sub-surface on Lamar like they did for Central
Expressway. I'll just stop there. Most of my comments
end right here.

MR. ANDERSON: Thank you. Next speaker will
be Ms. Gina Norris, who will be followed by Joe Wells.

SPEAKER: Hello. My name is Gina Norris.
I'm at 3641 Mockingbird Lane, and I'm here to represent
the Trammel Crow family. I'm the managing director for
their businesses that they call Crow Holdings. Trammel
Crow and his family have been stakeholders in Dallas and
as a whole in the lower Stemmons area for over fifty
years.

Starting back in the late 1950s, Mr. Crow
built some of the businesses that have helped Dallas
grow, businesses such as the Dallas Market Center, the

Anatole and buildings in the Design District. And he
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really dreamed big. Mr. Crow was a big dreamer, and he
never dreamed that we would have the thorny traffic
stalls that we have on lower Stemmons today.

The traffic issue on lower Stemmons has
become a real hindrance. It's become a problem for air
quality for a several-county area. It's become a
problem with respect to growing businesses in the heart
of Dallas.

And we have studied the issue pretty
closely. We've looked closely at the reconstruction of
I-35 and this Trinity Parkway Project. We support the
Option 3B. We think that the Option 3B, the Combined
Parkway on the downtown side, six lanes from 183 to
downtown, and then four lanes below that, is very
important. We think it's an essential reliever route
right now to be built so that we can get started on the
lower Stemmons project.

We also think that the Trinity Parkway
followed by the I-35 construction is absolutely vital to
promoting continued growth in Dallas neighborhoods and
businesses. We believe it's critical that the Trinity
Parkway get started now. Thank you.

MR. ANDERSON: Thank you. The next speaker
will be Joe Wells, who will be followed by Carolyn

Davis.
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SPEAKER: I'm Joe Wells. I represent the
Dallas Sierra Club. My address is 4243 Hill Top Lane,
Grand Prairie, Texas. The Sierra Club has already
submitted a written request for an extended comment
period and we reiterate that request.

Dallas Sierra Club is opposed to
construction of high-speed, limited access toll roads
within the Dallas Trinity River Floodway. The Trinity
River Parkway Alternatives as proposed in the EIS are
sprawling increasing, air and water polluting, flood
increasing, forest, park, and neighborhood restoring,

taxpayer, money wasting, 1950s approaching addressing

21st century transportation and development challenges.

The only alternative described in the

Trinity Parkway DEIS that could be supported by the

Dallas Sierra Club is the No-Build Alternative. I would

note that however that citizens for the last ten years
have suggested smaller scope improvements to existing
transportation corridors, particularly Industrial and
Lamar, which we think would simulate the kind of top
quality new urban and mixed use development that would
be high quality development for Dallas and which would
actually reduce the need for broader use of 80 or
100,000 vehicle a day trips in automobiles. We think

that's the direction that Dallas wants to take, not a

TRINITY PARKWAY

Appendix G-4 / Page 89



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

1950s freeway and certainly not one in a floodway.

The preservation of open space improving air
quality and water quality establishing a high quality
recreational greenway along the Trinity River have all
been secondary to creating this 100,000 capacity vehicle
freeway within a floodway.

The project places six to eight lines of
toll road in adjacent neighborhoods and taking the
businesses' right-of-way in West Dallas along Industrial
as a means to support for the floodway location. 1In
other words, the alternatives that are studied in the
EIS are not practical alternatives, and that's known.

The entire EIS is promoting the idea of
high-volume toll roads within the floodway. Dallas
needs new approaches to reduce single-occupancy vehicle
trips.

Some specific concerns with respect to the
DEIS: All connected components of Trinity Parkway
should be fully evaluated with respect to cost and
environmental impacts. We would like to know that the
Floodway Alternatives, specifically the hydraulic
impacts, are going to be deferred supplemental EIS and
consider the full cost of a project without identifying
them.

And we would note that the Federal Highway
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regulations and NEPA require that one EIS consider all
the impacts for the alternatives. Air quality impacts
are not adequately analyzed specific exhibitions.

Nine point pollution: You say you used best
practices, but the best practice does not put the
freeway in the floodway.

Air toxics and environmental Jjustice: This
highway is going to expose neighborhoods to more
dissecting of neighborhoods to a higher level of air
toxics than we currently have and generates which is
based on research defined in this state. We've
submitted some written comments as well and continue to
ask for an extension of the comment period.

MR. ANDERSON: Thank you. The next speaker
will be Carolyn Davis, who will be followed by David
Gray.

SPEAKER: My name is Carolyn Davis. I live
at 2611 Burger Avenue in the South Dallas Fair Park
area. I'm co-chair of the Alliance of the South Dallas
Fair Park area, and I have several concerns.

First of all, our first concern is the
Riverside, which is the south alignment, and I'll come
back to that.

The community needs to be more involved in

the impact of the neighborhood, especially SM Wright
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Freeway, that's one. I think the community needs a more
visualized impact of how this could look, this No. 2.

No. 3, we talked about job creation down at
TR Hoover. We never did get an update on any type of
job creation that this highway, roadway, or tollway
could impact the neighborhood.

We started talking about the six lanes to
four lanes. The neighborhood needs a better
understanding of the impact of the six lane, four lanes
in the South Dallas Fair Park neighborhood.

We talked about the tollway. We would like
to see the tollway as it crosses over Lamar, either
accessibility to the on and off ramp of the roadway.
That's another concern we have.

We have a -- we would like a high level of
urban design to go into the road south of Martin Luther
King. That's another concern that we have. We would
like an urban design planner to ensure that economic
impact would benefit the tollway to South Lamar
corridor.

The other concerns that we have, and the
next one is definitely we need another meeting set up.
We would like to have another meeting set up to talk
about the 3B. Of course I understand the 3B has less

displacement as 2A and 2B, especially in the residential
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area.

We also need some more information on
displacement on the Lamar Corridor. The other thing is
the EIS impact. We need to have some more information
on the EIS impact on SM Wright plus the Lamar area. And
we would like to have another meeting in the South
Dallas Fair Park area. I'm going to CC Senator Royce
West; Congresswoman Eddie Bernice Johnson; State
Representative Terry Hobbs; and we will also CC Council
member Leo Chambers. Thank you so much.

MR. ANDERSON: Thank you. The next speaker
will be Mr. David Gray, who will be followed by Al
Petrasek.

SPEAKER: I'm David Gray, 9432 Viewside
Drive, and I've not had a chance to examine the four
inches of material of the Draft EIS. We're working
full-time, and in addition to that, I've just recently
started a remodeling project so I'd like to respectfully
request an extension of the comment period.

What we have here is a story of a river and
a freeway. The river is a natural -- the only natural
feature in Dallas. It provides open space, the
potential for trails and recreation, soccer fields,
hiking and biking. These are the kinds of things that

the citizens of Dallas envision for the use of their
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river.

The river obviously has no commercial
constituency and is defenseless in the face of
overbearing development. The citizens of Dallas have
expressed the desire to embrace their river, to bring it
to life, to try and restore some of the original beauty
and to use it as a recreational and an open space asset.

This is what Fort Worth has done. Their
Trinity Park is a delightful place to experience the
open outside, as well as a place for people to gather,
and they have also developed a number of cultural and
horticultural amenities along that river parkway.
They've embraced their river.

This park -- this toll road, this freeway
through our river is a disgrace to our river. This is
the wrong type of solution to a transportation problem
in this century. We should be investing in livable
communities and attracting local new development within
the City of Dallas. We should be investing in mass
transit and parks and making the city an attractive
place to live, inviting people to live here in the city
and not drive by at high speeds going somewhere else.

This is the wrong kind of solution because,
as this document shows, it's going to reduce the average

speed from 35 miles an hour to 33 miles an hour. Oh,
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boy, that's really going to help me out. And many of us
have traveled along these side streets, Industrial in
particular, during rush hour and had no trouble getting
through to our destination.

The tollway in a floodway is not a good
idea. A toll road along Lamar/Industrial is not a good
idea. Nobody wants a toll road next to them. Nobody,
including commuters, joggers, picnickers, hikers,
bikers.

What we need is a win-win situation, a
low-speed parkway, which is not available in this DEIS.
I can't believe that people are still saying that we
have to build the Trinity Parkway in order for us to
build the Pegasus Project. The Central Expressway
project was completed without a reliever, and currently
the high-five is being completed without any kind of
reliever.

MR. ANDERSON: Excuse me, Mr. Gray, your
time has expired. Would you conclude your remarks.

SPEAKER: A high-speed toll road is
unnecessary, too expensive, too destructive, and
unfriendly to a vibrant downtown and will further divide
our city.

MR. ANDERSON: Thank you. The next speaker

will be Mr. Al Petrasek, who will be followed by Ms.
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Diane Ragsdale.

SPEAKER: Good evening. My name is Al
Petrasek and I live at 6308 Courtland Drive in Plano,
and this evening I'm here to support alignment
Alternative 3B. I have been working on the Trinity
River Corridor since about 1970 along with hundreds of
citizen volunteers that have participated in numerous
meetings and have collectively invested tens of
thousands of personal hours in the Trinity.

The Trinity was placed on a program in 1989
and the citizens of that program. After that program
for the Trinity was developed, the program consisted of
flood protection, transportation, recreation, economic
development, and environmental stewardship.

The project that we're discussing tonight is
in fact the linchpin in the Trinity, and without this
transportation component, the overall program in the
City will suffer. Because of the leadership of Mayor
Laura Miller a good project has been turned into a great
program.

We now have the opportunity to move forward
with the most important public works program in the
history of Dallas. This program will shape our city for
the rest of the 21st century and beyond and it is

critical that we get it right.
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As noted, this project has been the subject
of the most expensive public participation program in
our history, and that is very appropriate, considering
the impact of the Trinity on the city. Much discussion
has revolved around the alignment of the Parkway, and
each one of the alternatives has its pros and cons, but
it is critical that we realize the selected alignment
must support the needs of transportation, flood
protection, economic growth, environmental stewardship
and recreation.

We're not just building a roadway. This is
truly a multi-use corridor, and that consideration be
given to the long-range impacts of the selected
alignment. Of the alignments alternatives evaluated,
the Alignment Alternative 3B, the Combined Parkway
Alignment, is the best for Dallas and the region.

This alternative provides improved regional
transportation and will help solve problems. This
alternative enhances development on both sides of the
Trinity. This alternative provides construction of
wetlands in the floodway, which are key environmental
assets.

This alternative creates opportunities for
recreational facilities, strengthens the levee system of

Dallas, improving flood protection for the city. This
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is the right alignment for transportation. This is the
right alignment for economic development. This is the
right alignment for recreation. This is the right
alignment for the environment. This is the right
alignment for flood protection. This is the right
alignment for Dallas. Special thanks to Mayor Laura
Miller. But there's much more to be done. Selecting
Alternative 3B is the next step to building Dallas in
the 21st century. Thank you.

MR. ANDERSON: Thank you. The next speaker
will be Ms. Diane Ragsdale.

SPEAKER: Good evening, my friends. First
of all, I want to make two comments related to the
alternatives.

First and foremost, in my opinion, the best
option is the Riverside option. The Industrial option
that goes down Lamar divides the community and also it
is elevated. And so strongly we oppose the Industrial
option and we support the Riverside option. That's No.
1.

No. 2, with respect to the ending option,
opposition is that any option to the Parkway should be
at grade, the entire option. The entire ending option
should be at grade for the Parkway. That's extremely

important to us as well.
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With respect to the urban design, we would
want the highest level of urban design and needs to be
used to help mitigate some of the adverse effects, such
as the noise and intrusion.

The SM Wright Freeway should be at grade as
far as with respect to the construction of the Parkway,
we're looking at temporary and permanent jobs, not only

temporary jobs, but permanent jobs, and I think we

talked about this previously. Other places have done it

to in essence leave the jobs there on the permanent
level. We want easy access to enter and to exit the
Parkway as well.

Just to reinforce the Industrial option is

extreme no. The best option is the Riverside, the

entire ending option should be at grade, and the highest

level of urban design should be used to mitigate the
adverse impacts. Thank you so very much.

MR. ANDERSON: Thank you. At this time
we've come to the end of our registered speakers. 1Is
there anyone else that would like to come forward to
make a statement?

For those speakers whose time expired, we
would have -- we would be happy to take your statement
and enter it into the record, or you may mail your

statements to us.
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And, Matt, would you -- this is the mailing
address. I think you've seen this slide three or four
times during our presentation. Again, is there anyone
else that would like to come forward to make a
statement?

We sincerely appreciate and thank you for
your attendance and transportation map. All of your
questions, comments and concerns will receive careful
consideration.

I would also like to thank the staff here at
the Dallas Convention Center, specifically Mike Hunter
and Gloria Woodard, for their help in making this
hearing a comfortable experience. This hearing is now
adjourned.

(End of proceedings.)
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PROCEEDTINGS
THURSDAY, MARCH 29, 2005

(6:53 p.m.)

MR. WRIGHT: 3119 Pine Street, P-i-n-e,
Street, Dallas, Texas 75215. My name is S.M. Wright,
Junior. I'm the pastor of People's Baptist Church,
and I've just -- my comment is, I Jjust want to make
sure on the 175 -- State Highway 175 and 310 and that
Trinity Parkway, I just want to make sure that the
Trinity Parkway is at grade, no elevation, and have
great access roads going into the Trinity Parkway and
to 175 and 310 and S.M. Wright Freeway.

I want to make sure that the plan is not
elevated. 1It's not dividing the community. Just make
sure that it's at grade, beautiful, and have beautiful
access roads on the south riverside alignment, and I'm
really pushing for south side, riverside alignment for
the program.

And pretty much that's my statement.
Because of the fact we wanted to make sure in that
south riverside alignment we can have more economic
development, more economic growth, and more economic
activity in that -- in that corridor area. So I just
want to make sure it's accessible, so if there are

economic development there, there's easy access roads
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they can get to -- to and from with ease.

(7:02 p.m.)

MS. OZNICK: Lauren, L-a-u-r-e-n, Oznick,
O-z-n-i-c-k. I live at 923 Evergreen Hills Road,
Dallas, Texas 75208. I prefer the No-Build option.

Of course, if there is a preferred Build option, it
would -- it would be the alternative for the split
parkway riverside. Build options 2(A), 2(B), and
number 5 are completely not an option for me, in my
opinion.

My family has owned land on Industrial
Boulevard for over 60 years. It would put my family's
business in jeopardy and render it possibly useless or
possibly my land would become city property. None of
those possibilities are an option, in my opinion.

I have been coming to the meetings since
the first set of them at the Bronco Bowl over eight
years ago. I really have not been listened to up
until this point. I hope making my opinions known on
court record will have some impact. Also making my
opinions known to the NTTA directly I hope will have
some impact and influence.

I hope the outcome supported by NTTA
reflects my comments and the time investigated over

the eight years.
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(7:27 p.m.)

MR. MORGAN: I am Rich Morgan. I live at
7105 Dye, D-y-e, Drive in Dallas, Texas. And in the
spirit of disclosure, I am a member of the Regional
Transportation Council of the North Texas Council of
Governments. I'm also a member of the Trinity Commons
Foundation, a member of AIA Dallas, and was an
appointed leader to the Urban Design Study Team
looking at the Trinity River project.

I mention that because I am not
representing any of those entities with these comments
necessarily. I'm representing only my own personal
feelings on the subject:

The DEIS is a very thorough and objective
evaluation of the facts and the data; however, in
addition, I urge consideration of another
environmental factor, one that is very intuitive.

It's related to the citizens' ability to relate to the
riverene environment.

The criteria used by the Urban Design
Study in developing or in -- in suggesting and
recommending the alignment known as 3(B) used a
criteria of passengers and drivers in vehicles on the
Parkway being able to see and experience forest, the

wetlands, the lakes, the parks, et cetera.
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The point being, that by experiencing
these on a daily basis, citizens become a part of
and -- and caring for those facilities and that
environment. As a result, in the long term, the
environmental effects will be enhanced by that citizen
care and concern for the river and the wildlife
habitat, et cetera.

So while that is difficult to quantify
objectively, intuitively I think we all know that that
exists. Thank you.

(7:30 p.m.)

MR. KUTNER: Mike Kutner, K-u-t-n-e-r,
3352 Miro, M-i-r-o, Place, Dallas, 75204. I'm
president of the Friends of the 0ld Trinity Trail, and
I have some comments regarding the draft DEIS
statement or study.

One, regarding the Stemmons Corridor
area, we request easy access from outside the levees
for pedestrians and trail (Old Trinity Trail) users.

Number two, we would like to see
pedestrian access decks like Michael Morris talked
about (see 0Old Trinity Trail master plan, page 41)
when he presented the Trinity Parkway to the City
Council in 2004.

Number three, we would like to see
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levee-top trails remain after the Tollway is built.

Number four, the 0ld Trinity Trail master
plan is included with this public comment form in
digital and print form.

That's 1it.

(7:32 p.m.)

MR. RUTHERFORD: My name is Warren
Rutherford, 8611 Breakers Point, Dallas, Texas 75243.
I've been associated with the Trinity River Parkway
project since its early beginning as a member of the
Community Advisory Work Group in representing
Methodist Health System.

I support the 3B alignment for the
Trinity Parkway with some conditions. My concerns are
two. Number one, that we be assured that the 6/4
alignment will accommodate the anticipated interim
added volume that can be expected to be generated
during the period that Pegasus is being constructed.

And, secondly, that whatever the traffic
volume -- whenever the traffic volume reaches a
definite predetermined level, that NTTA will initiate
expansion activity which will add the two additional
lanes included in the initial design of the roadway.

We should not have to wait until 2025 or

any other date. The decision to expand the roadway
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should be made decisively whenever traffic volume
justifies its expansion.

And finally, my comment would relate to
the significance in the critical importance of a
direct connection between the Tollroad and I-35. 1In
order to continue development within the Southern
Sector, this connection is critically necessary. We
appreciate the efforts being made to provide a nonstop
connection. We think it can still be improved, and
wen encourage continued work in this regard.

Thank you.

(7:50 p.m.)

MR. JOHNSON: My name is Charles Johnson.

My address is 3055 South Marsalis. And my comment is,
is that I think I've worked on this project since --
or at least 10 years in one facet or another as a
concerned individual -- a concerned neighborhood
individual.

And our goal, which is -- the
neighborhood I normally deal with is throughout the
community and along Corinth. The DART Station is
probably -- on Corinth Street is the most used DART
Station in the DART System, and one of the things we
want, just like everyone else, is to have a split

parkway.
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One 1is, the split parkways provides
additional protection quickly, as opposed to having it

built on the Downtown side, and then having to go

back -- and go back to another bond and have the
protection provided on the Corinth side of -- side of
Oak Cliff.

We think, also, for businesses it is
better that we have the split parkway, also. It
provides an opportunity for, again, flood protection
and access in and out of the parkway because along the
Corinth Street bridge -- excuse me, along the DART
Station, there's an exit called H Street Park or Moore
Park which has possibly the best access to the park
system, which will be the lakes and everything else,
and we feel like businesses will flock if we had split
parkway.

That's basically it. And we do want the

project.
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APPENDIX G-5. Written Statements Received

This section contains copies of written statements received from the general public at the time of the

public hearing on March 29, 2005, or within the 10-day comment period following it. It also contains the

written statements from government resource agencies with whom the DEIS was coordinated. The

statements, and the index to them in the table below, are arranged in alphabetical order by the last name

of the person signing the statement.

If a commenter was speaking on behalf of an organization, the

organization represented is indicated. The table also gives the page number in this appendix where each

written statement may be found.

Table G-6. Index of Written Statements

rﬁfj]tte;t Name (Last, First) - City Ag;g'eG#f Organization Refe;{;c;&onn;?;nt &
2 Allen, Charles — Dallas 4 6-9
Trinity River Expeditions 1-1, 1-2, 1-5, 2-1, 2-4, 2-5,
3-2, 3-13, 4-1, 6-1, 6-2,
6-3, 8-1, 8-8, 8-9, 11-2,
12-4, 12-6, 12-10, 12-13,
12-19, 12-20, 13-1, 13-2,
3 Allen, Charles — Dallas 5 14-2, 15-5, 16-1, 17-3,
17-4,17-7, 18-1, 18-2,
18-3,19-1, 19-3, 19-4,
19-5, 19-8, 19-10, 19-11,
20-1, 20-4, 20-5, 20-6,
21-8
4 Arbetter, Gail 12 6-9
5 Aten, Stan 13 1-1, 1-3, 2-1, 9-1, 12-9
6 Baker, Holly — Dallas 15 151121 2-14,12-9, 133,
League of Women Voters of 9-10, 9-11, 9-12, 12-4,
7 Blackburn, James — Houston 16 Dallas and Texas Committee on |12-6, 12-7, 12-8, 12-12, 12-
Natural Resources 14, 12-16
8 Blanks, Leron — Dallas 39 Blanks Printing & Imaging, Inc. | 2-3, 2-19
Environmental Protection 2-3, 8-3, 9-5, 9-6, 9-7, 9-8,
9 Braganza, Bonnie — Dallas 41 Agency, Region 6 (Agency) 12-26, 18-10, 18-11,
18-12, 18-13
10 Brewer, Bryon — Arlington 47 2-3,15-1
11 Briner, Charles — Dallas 48 14-2, 14-3
12 Briner, Charles — Dallas 49 14-1, 14-2, 14-4, 14-5
13 Butler, Larry — Temple 50 Natural Resource Conservation |20-3
Service (Agency)
14 Campbell, Christopher — Dallas 51 (15; 2-2,2-3, 2-10, 2-20,
15 |C_|:ie|1|rr, Kevin & Barbara — Cedar 52 8-10
16 Clark, John — Irving 53 2-21, 3-1, 3-3, 15-2
17 Czigan, Nora — Dallas 56 1-3,2-1
19 Dalbey, Tim — Dallas 57 6-9
21 Davis, Carolyn — Dallas 58 Connectional Alliance Neighbors | 2-3, 3-5, 6-4, 10-1, 11-1
Together
22 Erickson, Evelyn — Austin 60 2-1, 2-15
23 Flood, James — Dallas 62 6-9
25 Flood, Jim — Dallas 63 2-1, 6-9, 15-1
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rﬁgtte;# Name (Last, First) - City Ag;éeij Organization Refe&;z&onnggﬁsnt &
26 Francis, Denise — Austin 64 Office of the Governor, State of
Texas (Agency)
27 Fritz, Edward — Dallas 65 Texas Committee on Natural 2-3, 15-1
Resources
28 Garrett, Candice — Austin 67 Texas Commission on 99
Environmental Quality (Agency)
29 Goddard, Jim — Dallas 68 1-6, 2-1, 2-3, 2-9
30 Goddard, Shannon — Dallas 69 2-3, 2-20, 3-6, 6-5
32 Goldberg, Bob — Dallas 70 Gold Metal Recyclers, Ltd. 2-3, 2-17
34 Gray, David — Dallas 71 6-9, 6-10
35 Greenwood, Mike — Dallas 72 Atmos Energy 20-2
36 Halstead, Donna — Dallas 73 Dallas Citizens Council 1-7, 2-2, 2-3, 2-18
. . Texas Parks and Wildlife 2-3,2-12,19-12, 19-13, 19-
37 Hardin, Karen — Austin 75 Department (Agency) 14, 19-15, 19-16
38 Hatchell, Jack — Arlington 83 E(e:gl_'ocrgg—(fgzmg?t'on Council, | 1-7, 22
See # 8 |Heyerdahl, Douglas — Dallas 39 Blanks Printing & Imaging, Inc. | Co-signer of Statement 8
North Central Texas Council of
40 Johnson, Lucille — Arlington 84 Governments (NCTCOG)
(Agency)
41 Jordan, Jill — Dallas 85 City of Dallas (Agency) 6-9
42 Koesling, Michael — Dallas 86 Woodbine Development Corp. g-iézé&?&l, 3-6, 3-10,
43 Kriehn, Thomas — Dallas 89 1-4, 1-8, 2-1
45 Kutner, Mike — Dallas 92 Friends of the Old Trinity Trail 3-7
46 Lakhani, Mehmood — Dallas 93 Kwick Stop Center 2-2, 2-3, 2-20
a7 Letteer, Jeri — Dallas 94 2-3, 2-17
48 Lunceford, Michael — Dallas 95 Mary Kay, Inc. 1-7, 2-2, 2-3, 2-18, 10-4
49 Mason, Richard — Dallas 97 2-2, 2-3, 3-3
50 McGowan, David — Dallas 98 2-3, 2-17
52 Mills, Larry — Dallas 99 8-1
. U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, |8-2
53 Mocek, Michael — Fort Worth 100 Fort Wort);l Dis’?rict (Aggncy)
55 Morris, Michael — Arlington 101 I(?I\leg;?cr:lgg)rzzgzp;%rgt)lon Council (1-7,2-2, 2-3, 6-6
56 Muncy, Jay — Dallas 102 2-1,2-3, 2-8
60 Oznick, Lauren — Dallas 103 2-1, 2-3, 2-8, 6-8
61 Pace, Carolina — Dallas 104 3-1,12-6
62 Pace, John — Dallas 105 31
64 Paris, James — Dallas 106 3-8
65 Patton, R.S. — Dallas 107 2-3
67 Powell, ElImer — Dallas 108 2-3, 2-17
68 Powell, ElImer — Dallas 109 2-1
69 Powell, ElImer — Dallas 110 12-9
70 Rachofsky, Morton — Dallas 111 2-3, 2-19
Texas Committee on Natural 1-6, 2-1, 2-14, 4-5, 5-12,
73 Read, Campbell — Dallas 112 RESOUICES 6-9 9-4. 12-4, 15-1
74 Reeves, Robert — Dallas 114 Gold Metal Recyclers, Ltd. 2-3,2-11
75 Reiser, Jim — Irving 117 1-7, 2-2
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76

Rice, Gene — Fort Worth

118

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers,
Fort Worth District (Agency)

2-13, 3-11, 3-12, 3-14,
3-15, 3-18, 4-1, 4-2, 4-3,
5-1, 5-2, 5-3, 5-4, 5-5, 5-6,
5-7, 5-8, 5-9, 5-10, 7-1,
7-2,7-3,7-4,7-6, 7-7, 7-8,
7-9, 7-10, 8-5, 8-6, 8-7,
8-11, 8-12, 8-13, 8-14,
12-1, 12-2, 12-3, 12-5,
12-11, 12-17, 12-21,
12-22, 12-23, 12-24,
12-25, 13-4, 14-6, 14-7, 15-
3, 17-5, 18-4, 18-5,

18-6, 18-7, 18-8, 18-9,
18-14, 18-15, 18-16,
18-17, 18-18, 18-19,
18-20, 18-21, 19-2, 19-6,
19-7, 19-9, 21-1, 21-2,
21-3, 21-4, 21-5, 21-6,
21-7

79

Shafer, George — Irving

139

Industrial Properties Corp.

1-7, 2-2, 2-3, 2-18, 10-4

80

Spear, Robert — Somers, NY

141

Pepsico

10-3

81

Taylor, Willie — Washington, DC

142

U.S. Dept. of the Interior, Office
of the Secretary (Agency)

1-8, 2-3, 2-12, 2-16, 4-4,
6-6, 7-5, 12-9, 15-6, 17-1,
17-2,17-8

82

Vinson, Jonathan — Dallas

147

Cargill, Inc.

10-3

84

Webb, H.E. — Dallas

150

2-2

86

Wells, Joe — Grand Prairie

151

Dallas Sierra Club

1-9, 2-1, 2-14, 4-5, 5-12,
6-9, 8-16, 9-4, 9-11, 11-1,
11-2, 11-3, 12-4, 15-1,
15-4,17-6,17-8

87

Wells, Joe — Grand Prairie

158

Dallas Sierra Club

6-3, 6-9

88

Wolf, J. Mark — Dallas

159

Save Open Space

1-5, 2-1, 2-3, 2-21, 3-16,
9-2,12-9, 12-18, 15-4

89

Wood, Marcus — Dallas

161

Mixmaster Business Association

2-2,2-3, 3-1, 3-17

91

Zindanl, Karim — Dallas

162

2-2, 2-3, 2-20
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TRINITY PARKWAY IMPORTANT

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT If you would like to receive newsletter
PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT FORM d announcements as this stud
MARCH 29, 2005 AT THE DALLAS CONVENTION CENTER fogresses, please make sure that yo

ave completed an address informatio
heet. Visit the sign-in desk if you hav

Your Name: £ AR LES ALLEN (Please print clearly) ~ [Any questions.
Your Mailing Address: 615 S ounw AMoNTAAR
DALLAS | TEXAS
157208

The North Texas Tollway Authority (NTTA) is seeking your comments on the proposed project. We welcome
your verbal and written comments. To be included in the project record, written comments must be submitted
to the NTTA Office on or postmarked by April 8, 2005. All comments received will be given consideration.
Please note you will not receive a direct written response to your comments or questions. Thank you for your
comments (To mail this form, fold in thirds and affix appropriate postage).

General Comments, Concerns or Suggestions (i.e., alternatives, environmental concerns, and/or significant issues)
FPressE EBSTEND 7HE coMENT PERIOD S0 TUAT Tre
INTERESTED PUBLC Ll HAVE TIME TO  STUDY
THE DEIS . AT oVER 800 prcES . T ThreS TIME
D ADEQUATELY STUDY THE DETALED |NFORMATION
I ORDEIR TO COMMENT |NTEULGENTLY SN THE
D OCUMENT.
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815 South Montclair Dallas, Texas 75208 214-941-1757

April 7, 2005
= g ‘.

= e . A
Mr. Christopher Anderson : jet Ay i) 3
North Texas Tollway Authority : »
P.0. Box 260729 ! g 1 S
Plano, Texas 75026 AR L Es‘\\‘r\‘

. ) (i TOLLWAY

Mr. Anderson; NU‘%{MW Y
These comments are in response to the publication of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement and 4(f)
Evaluation of the Trinity Parkway from 1-35 / 183 to US-175 / 10 in Dallas County, Texas. Please
underslandmalmemmns'ﬂyofﬁasemmisandquesﬁonaamin ion to the scale of this proposed

project and the multitude of associated impacts. At stake is the flood|protection of central Dallas, the largest
open space in our cily, imeplaceable environmental and cultural resources, existing and future recreation
opportunities along the Trinity River and, of course, over $1 billion in public funds. All of these are compelling
reasons to question and critically comment on the material presented in this DEIS. Pleasa accept this letter in
the spirit with which it is submitted.

The scoping process was inadequate and did not serve to identify important issues that shoukd have been
addressad in the DEIS, particulary with respect to grasstands, specific adverse impacts to wetiands and details
of required mlﬁgaﬁon.Whmredssuesdhmncewemmﬁﬁeddyﬁrrgﬂwswphgpmessmdhmm
theyaddmssedmmeDES?MmtenmhasésmspboedmmemaleqmnmanHisw%ammmm
where is this located in this document? HmdidmeNTTAenooumggandfad&atepubﬁc involvernent in the
decisions which affect the human environment? Why does this document not stress issues of controversy
raised by the public?

The impacts on the environment are largely missing from this documeint. There has been more than sufficient
fime and resources devoted to this process for the environmental effects to be identified in adequate detal, yet
these details which would allow comparison with ather economic and te:d'mbar analyses are not provided. There
no hydrologic of hydraulic analyses for any of the altematives, so how can we evaluate and comment on the
impacis to the Dallas Floodway, which protects the cenfral business district from flooding? Publishing an
ma!ymisofasinglealmﬁveina&mpumnmlﬂsrunwasﬂneopwﬁuniytoevaluatehe@araﬁanwﬁves.
and &Bmarenmtoemiymjudmerenmmmhydmuﬁcscenaﬁosbetmenmeﬂmdmy and Irving Blvd.
highway alignments. Why has access to this information been denied ait this crucial part of the process? Why is
there no full and fair discussion of these and other significant environmental effects? Is it not possible that a
mbmmummmmmummemmen&dmmmmdm
drainage projects? This would certainly have a negative impact on safety and security for those in the affected
area. This DEIS should contain the information necessary to make an important contribution to the decision
making pmoess.butitduesnotHowcanmisdmmmtbesolengmy(oversmpagas}yetsoMequatetMtﬂ
precludesmsaningfulmaiysis?Whydoestrﬁsdommenﬂaﬂsoshmpfsaﬁﬂhgmerequinsmntsforaﬁnal
EIS? Please comment on the absence of important hydrologic and hydraulic detail from this document.

What other environmerital assessments or environmental impact statements are being or will be prepared that
are related to but are not part of the scope of the impact statement under consideration? Why wouldn't offier
proposals conceming the Dallas Floodway, especially proposals which would affect the Floodway's hydraulic
functioning, be included in this EIS? Are there no reasonable altematives other than the NTTA proposal, and if
there are, whatare they? -

j‘hisdpcumentrap@enlsmatmeré is no preferred altemative, yet Dalias City Gouncil member Veletta Lill said
in a briefing to the City Council Trinity River Committee on Monday April 4th that "we all know that Altemative 3B
really is the preferred altemative.” It would appear that the preparers ofjthe document are asserting that there is
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no preferred altemative in order to avoid describing the actual impdcts of and required mitigation for that
alternative. This is unacceptable because this information is exiremely [important for gva!uatng and_ comparing
.the impacts and costs of the various aftematives, including the real preferred alternative an_d especially the no-
buid altemative. How can we review the relative merits of the proposed action when it is unclear in this
document which of the alternatives is actually proposed or preferred? How can the impacts ofmepropa;spl a_nd
alternatives be compared and evaluated when the actual impacts are rot described, and the specific mitigation
measures are not defined? The timing of the publication of the DEIS appears fo be an attempt to avoid
describing important impacts by purporting there is no prefared atemative. Please comment on the assertion
pmforwardbymepreparersofmisdowmemmd NTTAmatmarelspoprehrmd altemative, and emlglnme
reasons for this pretense. The Dallas City Council is scheduled to vote an a Logally Preferred Plan/Altemative on
April 13th; should nat the publication of this document have been sfter that vote? Has not the DEIS been
puuishedtooeany?Lsm'isanaﬂemptwenwmﬁwatamldamtmﬁvpisselededbynotpfwdmg important
information which should be available for comparison to the no-build altemative?

DavidMorgan.anmﬁoyeeofHa_lﬁandAsaodamandaprepamcfmisdownwnt. sa‘rdtpabrieﬁngtotne
Dallas Gty Council Trinity River Committee on Monday April 4th that a complete wetlands defineation had been
prepared for the entire project. Why are the existing extensive wetiands to be disturbed by this project
inadequately described? Why are the effects of this project on wetiands|and the significance of those effects not
discussed adequately? Listing the standards or regulatory requirements for mitigation or listing possible
mitigatimmeasurasihatmayurrnaymtbepmposedismtmasamasdmﬁ:mmmbgaﬁmnmsura.
Why are most of the actual mitigation measures not described, or dtherwise missing, from this document?
Weﬂandmiﬁgaﬁonbanldngismenﬂmedasaconcep’cMympossibiebmﬁonsofmeseareasnotgiven?m
page4—11sniss|amd.%emﬂarﬁswnmsedmbemnbyphispmmmrmnkﬂymmmr
soianﬁﬁcstudy."wrlatismbasisbrmhstahemenr?ﬂmsedmmqwaﬂandsmdmﬂandtypessuppoﬂa
'varietyofweﬂandvegehationandprovidearangecfuﬂdlﬁehmmatamuﬂizedbyawidavaﬁetyofwiuﬂfe
from the smallest invertebrates fo the largest mammals. They are also situated in a central location of the
Dallas-Fort Worth metropolitan area, with short travel times to all ares tolleges and universities, not to mention
mmmmmqumummedwmmmmmdm
collection to further our understanding of wetiands in general, and local wetlands in particular. On page 4-118 it
is stated, "...floodplain values related to wetiands...would have a minar temporary adverse impact (due) to the
taking of wetiands, but would have a long-term beneficial impact due to the estabiishment of new wetiands in
mafmnﬂwﬂiﬁms."mmmmmadmmﬁwmmeattampttoaeatenew
andlor artificial wetiands. Wetland experts and authorities, including the Corps of Engineers, acknowiedge that
when creating or recreating wetlands it is usually impossible to replace the functions, habitat and all other values
inherent in naturally oocuring wetlands. Issue must be taken with the attitude that minor temporary adverse
impaaswuuldmsultfzmmedeswcﬁonofmvyofmewauandsinﬂ'iemdyarea,ﬂformomerraasonthan
the loss of habitat and forage areas for migratory birds. As is stated in|this report, all regional ecological niches
are already at carrying capacity, leaving no extra habitat for displaced wildiife to occupy. What will happen to
wildlife, avian and otherwiss, displaced by the destruction of wetiands and other habitat associated with this
pmpcsedp:ojeci?Wherewillmeegre!sandhemnsﬁommemarbﬂlongestabﬁshedmymafwm
food necessary to successfully raise their young, as they have been daing for many decades in the wetlands of
the Dalias Floodway, when these wetlands are destroyed by this project and before any wetland replacement is
accomplished? Where and when will the proposed new wetlands be estabfished, and how will this relate to the
construction schedule? With regard to the establishment of new watlands in excess of current conditions,
without a miigation plan, however initial or preliminary, how can the size of new wetiands be quantified or their
qualities evaluated? Does a preliminary wetiands mitigation plan exist, and if so, why were the relevant details, or
st least some of those details, not included in this report?

On pege‘?-:14 it is stated, "m of known habitat would be denoted| on the construction plans, and may be
replaced if impacted." Why is the word may used? Does this mean it\may or may not be replaced, and what
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determines whether or not there will be replacement? How can build [altematives within the Dallas Floodway
comply with Executive Orders which mandate the avoidance of construction projects within fioodplains? On
page 4-117 preliminary designs and hydraulic modeling data are mentioned, why is the hydraulic data not
incorporated into this report? On page 4-120 it is stated, ".._mistwitywpubnutbeovar-toppedbymemo-year
ﬂood.u"yet\nﬁtr&nthelast15mrsahighwatereuentdemninedbhgaas-yearﬂmdcanavﬁmmm&elof
over-topping the Dallas Floodway levee system. How can this assertion of the NT?'A be reconciled with recent
documented high weter events? How can it be determined whether upavoidable impacts to floodplains will be
adequately mitigated when specific mitigation measumsaranutdescﬁl;edinﬂmdomment{OnpageT—ﬁnls
stated'"utﬂeornodwuewhhmmdrainagemtsemuted in or down gradient from the study
area " What about up gradient from the study area? Please quantify the - n little change. It is also stated,
“Final designs may adhere to FHWA drainage criteria for both minor and major hydraulic structures, as well as
follmingallFE]\‘lArequiremenﬁ."Doesmetﬁeofmawmﬂmayi'nplymatitrmynmmm FHWA drainage
criteria, and in whet ways might it not meet these criteria? On pade 7-21 it is stated, "Once a preferred
anemaﬁveisidenﬁﬁad,aplanforcompensatoryrep!acarnemofmepw‘ﬁeeandmeu'functlonsand\.ahm
would be developed and presented in the FEIS." An initial compensatoty plan belongs in this document. ‘Why‘Is
amhsing?{)npage7-21Hhmwd,mmmmuﬁbemnbdommmdegme_nmawmdenm:
the leveis of contamination and, if necessary, to evaluate the options to|remediate, along with associated costs.

Have any assessments, however preliminary, been carried out, are there any rough estimates of remediation
oosta,andwhyis!hbehforrnaﬂonmlssirugﬁnmmisdowment?mpage?-zzitiss‘lshd,‘mdemﬁﬁnngﬂ
removal of all structures...” What structures are being refered toandv?uhatismairbmﬁm? On page"f-ZBllis
stated, "The NTTA would develop a construction oversight and environmental manitoring program specific to thr
Trinity Parkway project, which is similar to the environmental oversight program implemented for the President
George Bush Tumpike (Segment [V)." Please describe the referenced program for PGBT Seg. V. Why didn't
the PGBT program protect or even acknowledge the state champion litle wainut tree, which was destroyed
durmgW?Wdﬂmwmmde@mmmbimmmSeg.
IV find such fault with the mitigation plans for that NTTA project? Was not the construction schedule and
expense of Seg. IV negatively affected by the inadequate mitigation plags of NTTA? What were the costs in ime
aMmmeubdehmﬂmmdimﬂamﬁbnqwmmmmmmMnm?
Pmedmmmbwmﬁmp«hmwmmhmmmmanHMQm
program” that did not perform effectively on PGBT Seg. IV will now do other than pay lip service to a laudable
idesl white masking their own Incompetence or culpability. On page 7-29 a statement says, "_..trees associated
wiminlheDallasFlood\\ray..,"Muldoamissmenmtmeanum@rbmnﬂsaysamdateduﬁhhm
Dallas Floodway? Trees associated with what? Please explain. On page 7-28 it is stated, "Depending on which
altemnative is identified...a tree...plan would be developed...” What depends on the selection of altematives?
The development of a tree plan at all? Please explain. On page 7-30|there is a reference to a ‘City of Dallas
Vegetation Ordinance.” What Dallas City Code is being referred to, and what are the particulars of that code?
On page 7-31 a "hydraulic analysis" is referred to. Has this analysis or have any hydraulic analyses of this
proposed project been done? Are any hydraulic analyses available for inclusion with the DEIS, and why have
they not been included?

Where in this document are there descriptions of the energy and natural resource requirements and
conservation potential of the altematives and mitigation measures? Is this and other pertinent information in this
document incomplete, unaveilable or is it being withheld? Have the scientific or other sources of information
relied upon for conclusions in this document been specifically referenced? Why are lists of wildlife based on
reference material which is over 30 years old? Can the public be assured of the professional and scientific
integrity of the discussions and analyses published in this document, and what is the basis of this assurance?
Has Table 3-16 on page 3-78 been accurately referenced; is this the tiue souree of this information? Have any
of the preparers actually physically surveyed the study area to verify the presence or absence of wildlife species?
Have any of those who prepared this document ever prepared an EIS i the past? Would it not seem prudent to
contract the preparation of this document with a company with prior exJ‘erienm in EIS preparation? There would
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saantobeaconﬁctufintefestbyconh‘acﬁngmaprepamﬁon of this document with Haiffapdﬁmmiates, This
company contracts on a regular basis to expedite fransportation projects, including the Trinity Parkway Major
Investment Study and the City of Daltas Trinity River Master Implementation Plan, and would be expected to bid
on contracts related to construction of this project. What proof exists that Halff will not financially benefit from the
implementation of this project? Please address these concems.

On pages 4-80 and 4-81 it is stated, “Nopehmicardﬁedogm:ls&eshmbemmgdedvﬁmipmg
ﬂoodway.,,Thisisans;eamatmmepastwasdeaignaiedashavmgmghmtanﬁalbrmntamingmm
cultural resources; hmever,inreoentyearsilhasbeetwmdvdedm daignaﬁonwasmobmadlydeﬁ_ngd.
TheTHChaspmvidadmeopinbnmatmemavﬁminﬂnﬂmdwayleve&srmmﬂepoaenﬁalforonnlm_nmg
preserved prehistoric archaeological deposits (Skinner, 2004)." I8 this opinion based solely on the basis of
statements made by Dr. Skinner? Is NTTA aware of the intervention|of the THC on a recent archaeclogical
assessment conducted by Dr. Skinner for the City of Dallas in the Great Trinity Forest, whera Dr. Skinner
mnduaedanbadequaheassessmentofapmhistorlcaiheumid\seneqmmpdaymesigniﬁmmeofmesﬂe?
rehlswricshet!lenssitasabmgﬂ-iaTrinnyRivermoaﬁashavebeaqm:adasmhmeydidnmmntain
Wmhﬂmummmmmmm@mimmmmummmmm
within the last five years. NmnughtenaoemsmiQManinewuqnoedhngamhmmmpaﬁm.
seasonal or transient occupation sites would be expected to be mare numerous, and can yield important cuftural
msources.Maswﬂalsm.smmﬁ\eﬁnﬂyﬂwﬁoodpwnhesbo&nocwpbd by humans for over 11,000
years.nswmwmmhmmmMmmlukatypeenmntereammymﬁmofme
historicﬁoodplah.ceﬂaimyirtmwsizableexmvaﬁonmasmqughgufbompﬂsmintheDallas
Floocmraytaobtainspoilmalarldtobeusedmldlroadmnstmcﬁm.Wihrespecttomammrnemslois
paragraph, please comment on the assertion in this DEIS that there is little potential for encountering prehistoric
archaeological deposits within the levees of the Dallas Floodway. Additionally, this DEIS has inadequately
dowmentedmammhtsofhhsmmmdguumu\cmsaadmeﬁnﬂymmnmestudyama.wm“
visible bridge remaing, not to mention less obvious remains, not accounted for in this report?

This toll road, if bullt, will not provide improved transportation for those who can not afford to use it including
myseﬁ.ﬂmpubﬁcvrashfmmadstmePubﬁcMeeﬁmonMarchZBmlhalmetanfmamewayﬁ'{pontheinl?
road would be $1.00 to $1.50, $2.00 to $3.00 for a round trip, which is prohibitively expensive when added to the
recent outrageous increases in fuel cost. Personal transportation is necessaty for employment, so less affluent
drwerswi!befh'lam:iauymmainedtnusingmdsﬁ'lgﬁeevmyssbnguﬁmNAFTAandoﬂtermmughbud(trafﬁc.
wmm'sanemmmmwmmmmawmmmmm.mamummm
great public expanse p:irlmarilyfnrmbymﬁuerndim.mueme'paiomyofsmdymmidenbwﬂlbear
Hwbmrnofourmdionmpadsyahﬁflndmakeuaeofhabﬂmadbemusaﬂdn&mlgameﬂ\wneedm
h'aveland‘cannotaﬁ'urdlnuseltar\yway?[tisnoteqummfor blic funds to be used for a massive
fransportation project that does not provide equal transportation improvements for all taxpayers.

This toll road is not justified on the basis of traffic pattems and transportation requirements. DART and TxDOT
studied traffic pattsms on Highway 175 and concluded that there wab Insufficient traffic to justify building any
HOV lanes. Dalias City Council member Sandy Greyson said at a briefing to the City Council Trinity River
Committee on Monday April 4th that the project manager for Project Pegasus had told her twice that this
proposed toll road was not necessary for the successful implementation of Project Pegasus. | was personally
informed at a Project Pegasus work group meeting that Pegasus could handle all tha required transportation
improvements without construction of this proposed toll road. This proposed toll road appears to be & massive
highway project that would financially benefit those involved in its development and construction, and this
document is being used as a tool by those who would benefit to justify their actions and this project. Why has the
namedmemdwayqusebctadasmeTrhﬁzyPM?Dmsnmmts and other actions serve to prejudice
the selection of attematives, and justify decisions which have already|been made? Why were the locations of
foraseeable borrow pits necessary for road construction not included|in this DEIS? Are the locations of these
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borrow pits known, and if so, where are they located?

The design of the altematives along Irving and Industrial Bivd. occupies 8 wider right of way than necessary,
especially near the pianned toll piazas. Could not the design of thesa altemnatives incorporate features used in
the reconstruction of Central Expressway in Dallas and proposed for the reconstruction of Highway 183, such as
elevated or depressed fraffic lanes and cantilevered construction in order fo reduce right of way requirements
and project expense? Are there no innavative design festures which would reduce the right of way requirements
for toll plazas? Can toll booths be used at entrance and exit ramps to eliminate the necessity for toll plazas?

memmhmpageé-ma."...greawstimpaettawﬂdﬁfa Id result from destruction of forest and
wetiand habilat"and"...Meweﬂandapmvidamemostmmbabﬂatfmwidﬁfemmeamdyarea’me
sheer size of the floodway grassiands makes this area of great importance to local wildiife. Grasslands, In
padiwlarpuah'ias.amwenmmawmnedssamgaaﬂonaltypaaqdaswﬂdﬁfembimmmlmmd
hafdwoodlntesis.TheDaIbstodwayamiaimsnmmpambiegmmofupmgmshMmahmly
urbanized area, and supports avian species such as meadowlarks, which are dependent on grassland areas
andsrsbemmingunmmnduemmelossafmisverylypeofrdamomervﬁuﬂeabodependsmzhc
grasslands,suchasmmﬂuxofrapmuuhgmemmnmg!whbhhagefornaﬁmmdmhmMe
grasstands; noctumal mammals such as raccoorns, possums, skunks, ¢ , foxes and bobcals, among other
Spedes,whosepopubmmddediMpmponMymmmelqssdgmsteMVegemﬁnm crepuscular
mamnmlsamhasmﬁuntaﬂmhb‘r&whichareimpotﬁanthheirovﬂ{ﬁghtwﬂasprayfnrmp&rsmduher
m;mﬂinMMaWiM@mﬁmm@mm@Mmmmnmmplant
mmmmmmdmmymm.mw many other forms of wildiife need the
gm@mdsbwﬁbheiiﬂewda&ﬂwp&antspedﬁsmmposiﬁmofmeﬂoodwaygrasslandsismumer
50% native grasses and herbaceous plants, which seasonally produce native wildfiower meadows.
Thashatementunpaged-ms.'mavahaﬁonofpmjed—taiamimpadscnwildﬁfeialargelybc:.lsedonﬂ'le
amount of woodlands, especially riparian, as well es the amount of laquatic habitat impacted” dismisses the
imnﬁnsevaiueufMQDOOaaesofﬁoodwaygrasslands,a!oMnghaNTTAwigmmeweMGIrning
mjaﬁtyofe:dsﬂngm‘ldlifehahﬂatinmepmjeclmPleasemspcindinhemnmsam:lourﬂoodway
grasslands raised in this paragraph. Has anyone from NTTA or rdpresenting NTTA actually surveyed the
grasslands of the Dallas Floodway to evaluate thelr function, vaiues, species composition or any other
parameters? If field surveys or evaluations of the floodway grasstands have been done, when were they done,
bymum,andm\vemMM?!s&Bmevaanthemagedgmslandsmmube
aasu-oyedbymnﬁummwmxinm:evees,mmnsmaﬂaﬁrmte,-urIsMamnmuanwufm
aitempltadomplayhes?gniﬁearmofﬂ:evakmbleg@andshqu@sﬁm?mmareamummdeofnega&ve
impacts to wildlife that have not been listed or described, above and beyond the disturbance of vegetated
habﬂa:.suchasmaaﬂedsoftnl!madlighﬁngduﬂngmehoursofda;knm,meeﬂedsofmisemﬂvibtaﬁon
frornl_mpropoeedtoﬂruad.Meaﬁemafmmpo&mdﬁumh'ghwaymmmnﬂ,wahostufomar
negammpads.wmhavemesemgaﬁvemmmﬂutmnbepnmmﬁmed. much less described or
quanﬁﬁed?b\ﬁﬂﬂfaoonsﬁ&hasomofhee@gn@waﬂmcﬁmsofltheﬁmuRiverﬂoodpiamandmeoaﬂss
Fbodway,andwﬁﬂbemmeevenmomvaluabbhmemnaasnauasmmmemial,wm,psycmmgml,
mam.ewbogkalandecommbaneﬁlsofmaﬂhymdviablewﬂdlffepapulaﬁunsandmehahﬂa‘lsupmwfﬁch
they depend in the core of our city,

On pages 4-105 and 4-108 the effects of this project on micraclimate dre cursorily discussed. The use of albedo
vah.lasmgmmmmwmmmmmﬂmwldmmwmmﬂmnm does not
fully explain the interaction of solar energy with different materials, surfaces and vegetation. Certainly lighter
colored surfaces will reflect more sunlight than darker surfaces, but to maintain that refiectivity is the only
pertinent factor is misleading. Sunlight striking dark colored vegetation| will have a much different effect on focal
temperatures than sunlight striking light colored paved surfaces. The vegetation will use the sunlight to produce
oxygen and remove carbon dioxide from the atmosphere while shading the ground surface, thus moderating
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lacal ground and air temperatures; paved surfaces act as heat sinks prhsmbinqsalarenergy. increasing local
ground temperatures, and radiating heat energy back out at night, raising local air temperatures. The very real
urban heat istand effect has already raised smbient local temperaturss in the study area, producing negative
impacts on air quality by faclitating low aftitude ozone formation; the replgwmept of existing extansive vegetated
surfaces with huge expanses of concrete, especially by the build sitematives within the fioodway, will exacerbate
the existing local urban heat lsland effect Has the NTTA taken any comparative measurements of ground and
air temperatures at representative sites in the study area such as roads highways, forested areas, grasslands in
meﬁmﬁway.wmsuweﬂands?mmﬁ\e NTTA honestly ma&grafnmmeremuld be no significant or
measurable impacts to microclimates and the existing urban heat island effect without accuralely determining

the existing conditions and developing an accurate method to estimate foreseeable and expacted impacts of toll
road construction?

Were any bage line noise level sh:dieswndumd.especiaﬂywrﬂﬁnmbmmmdﬁwﬁaﬂasm
(which is considered part of the Trinity River Greenbel) away from road and highway crossings or near the river,
and if not, whﬂThisareaisplmnedtobemmwdavebpedfurr?amﬁon and environmental restoration
purpos&a;irueasedhighwayhaﬂ‘cmisewinhaveserbus negative impadsonmequalityofem and future
recreation and environmental restoration efforts. .

Thempeetedrafetemtc“bestmnagemwt practices” as a means navoideruabnandpmtedwaterqmlity
is{nreamymisleading.lhaveneverseenampmjactm lBMPsmebeeneﬁewwalyh'nplermnted
ormalntsimd:mhfeno&sawmnsistenﬂybrdmnmdndmpaﬁad,ﬂhﬂhgsdlu&edmﬂes&ebbe
washediﬂtomenearastmterwaybysmwamrmmﬁ.OHmBMPsa'esimllaﬂyinaffediveduewpoor
Implementation and lack of maintenance. This i quite troubling with réspect to the build aiternatives within the
levee system, mmareamlsnntorlyaﬁuerﬂmdplainbutisalsohdﬁignabdﬂoodmy How will the so-
wmmmmmnmmmmmmmmmwmmhmwm
when the inevitable problems arise from improper installation and malntenance of BMPs? On page 4-112 it is
stated, "By using. .. appropriate appuwﬁonofpesﬁamandfamrsl.pownwmmmmquam would
beminmized.”wmtareappropﬁateusessndtypssofpesﬁcidesandfaﬁizefsinmeoontexlufmbpmposed
toll road? Were water quality surveys performed faranyofmae#ensiveweﬂarﬂswﬂrmme'stwama.
especially wetlands within the Dallas Floodway? How can existing water quality conditions be characterized if
ﬂwmemmwa.highwﬁgumdmdmmmWMmsmmevaw

in Appendix D - Cost Estimates, the cost estimates for envirunmen!al mitigation, Including noise, hazardous
materials, wetiands, and all other environmental mitigation, are shown as exacty $5,000,000 for all six build
prtenwﬁvaa How;anmeseesﬁmates(oraﬂsixalbamﬁvaa, which \{a(ywidelyintennsofmeirbca;ionsand

wetiand mitigation costs, for example, b exactly the same for altematives which impact less than 10 acres of
wetlands and alternatives which impact over 150 acres of wetlands? |

_On page 3-129 it is steted, "The vegetation, level topography, ande:ldstingdevelopmentmnmmdyarea
limit long-range distant views, except at road crossings over the open landscape of the Trinity River floodplain.
Virtually the only topographical relief within the study area is that assaciated with the flood control levees, which
parallel the Trinity River within the Dallas Floodway." These statements ignore the obvious, which is that the
View from the levees encompasses the grassiands, native wildfiower|meadows, wetlands, the riparian tree line
along the river, former river channels, and, among other things, the Dallas skylfine. The levee tops offer the best
viewing position for wildiife, especially bird watching, and offer views of & natural setting that extend for literally
miles into the distance. Is there ancther park, open space or greenbet location in Dallas where a person can
view literally hundreds of acres of open grassiands, wetlands and pative wildfiower meadows from a single
spot? The many miles of levee tops along the Dallas Floodway offer a plethora of such views; this wonderful
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agpect of the floodway should not be dismissed or downplayed. The view of the levee system, which is indeed
virtually the only topographic relief in the area, is quite beautiful sfiring when wildfiowers cover the levee
slopss.Thssenaﬁueadldﬁmersaremﬁid(andwwmtmqundertfmeﬂomrshavebeenarﬁﬁciauy
seeded; they are, however, completely native and setf seeding, and thrive on these well drained slopes. In light
of the preceding comments, nmwmmmammmmmmammmmemw
of the DallasFloocMEy.aswellasma\dsm!impactsofﬂuabuildammaﬁvesminmebvaesystem?

How were the members of the Community Advisory Work Group chosep? The explanation given in this report is
ambiguous, baﬂcaliysayhgwmpmpbwemmbmpmserﬂdi@emmwpamdmmmm
mmdmﬁmgmmalmmmwwmﬁamusedhmaketheseledbnof
representatives, groups, and/or interests? Why was | not invited to parlicipate in this work group, since | am 2
small business owner who conducts business within the study area, lo;:;emhetheonlybusinaﬁinme city based
on commercial recreational use of the Trinity River within the study area, | am a student of and advocate for the
natural and historic features of the Trinity River and Dallas Floodway, | have pursued recreational interests within
the Dallas Floodway since childhood, | provided a list of mammais of the Dallas Floodway fo a preparer of the
DEIS, and | hmvﬁwetopogmpfwandfeah&msofheDdlaerodwayl' the back of my hand?

Whywemmpﬁd&hdmnmlpmﬂdedﬁmddwgebbmlﬁhambemdcammbmmw
persons and organizations had to pay $80, plus shipping charges, to obitain a copy? What was the basis for the
daciaimwmemmammmmmhmmmo&M?mmmmmm
DﬂS?Mmypeop&ewgawpsmeeivedﬂeemphsofﬂwDBS.éndhawnwhsdwpay?rtis unfair to
mkeambﬁﬁsdmteasyammmahrmwmmmmhom especially
interested and knowledgeable individuals or groups that are expected to oppose this project. The CD-ROM
version of the DEIS is awkward to use, and is not suitable for detailed study within the time constraints of the
comment period.

The only supportable altemative proposed in this DEIS is the no build
lappmciaieﬁwoppmtmitybmnen:mmispmpmedpmjectmdegah mention that the intensity of these

comments and questions has bean compelied by the scale of this project and the anticipated impacts. Thank
you for your careful consideration of the comments and questions contained within this lefter.

Sincerely.

Charles Allen
Trinity River Expeditions

TRIN
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NTTA

P.O. Box 260729

Plano, TX 75026

Attn: My, Christepher Anderson.

March 14, 2005

Please extend the comment period beyond the Friday, April 8, 2005, for the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement of the Trinity Parkway.

The document is over 800 pages in length. The present deadline does not

allow sufficient time to study the document's contents properly and prepare
an adequate response.

ool LTt
~dard

Gail Arbetter

RECEIVED
MAR 2 8 2005

TH TEXAS TOLLWAY
hok AUTHORITY
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Weslayan. Suitc 400

ames [, Blackbum, Jr.
’ W. Carter ston, Texas 77027

Mary W.

Francis E. Cliin ‘Telctax (713) 5245165
April 8, 2005 VE

Via Federal Express RECEI

Mr. Christopher Anderson

North Texas Tollway Authority APR 1 12005 \ N

5900 W. Plano Pkwy, Ste. 100 NOHTH TEXﬁS TOLLWAY

Plano, Texas 75093

Re:  Comments on Draft Environmental Impact Statement on Trinity Parkway

Dear Mr. Anderson:

The following are comments submitted in response to the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement issued with regard to (he Trinity Parkway from IH-35E/SH-183 to US-175/SH-310 in
Dallas County, Texas. These comments are submitted on behalf of the League of Women Voters
of Dallas and the Texas Comunittee on Natural Resources (TCONR).

L FLOODING AND DRAINAGE

The DEIS is simply indefensible with regard to its analysis of the impacts of the proposed
Trinity Parkway on flooding issucs. Attachment A is a report by Larry Dunbar, P.E. discussing
the deficicncies of the DEIS with respect to flooding and drainage. Insufficient information
cxists for an informed opinion to be formed regarding whether one alternative or another
performs better from a floading perspective.

One of the key purposes of the DEIS is to provide information to assist the decision-
maker and the public in making preferences amoug alternatives required to be analyzed under the
National Environmental Policy Act. The analysis — or lack thercof — in the Trinity Parkway
DEIS makes a mockery of that requirement. Unless and until such an analysis is completed of
the comparative impacts of the altematives on flooding, the DEIS must be considered to have
[ailed to correctly inform decision-makers and the public about the comparative jmpacts of the
alternatives.

It is my legal opinion that the requirements for a Drafl EIS contained in the regulations of
the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) at 40 CFR 1500 ct seq have been violated. It is
also my legal opinion that a Supplemental DEIS must be prepared in order for this document to
meet the requirements of NEPA and the CEQ rules,

1L AIR POLLUTION ANALVYSES

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

The DEIS does nothing to address the issue of particulate matter air pollution. There are
national ambient air quality standards (NAAQS) for both PM 10 and PM2.5. Particulate matter
air pollution is one of the most important pollutants from a health effects standpoint. As we
learn. more about air pollution, we are becoming increasingly concerned about small particles
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Mr. Christopher Anderson
April 8, 2005
Page 2

that can go deep into the lungs. These fine particles arc the subject of a recently enacted
NAAQS by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. The standard includes an annual
average of 15 micrograms per cubic meter and a 24-hour average of 50 micrograms per cubic

meter for PM2.5.

The DEIS contains no analysis of the impact of the increased traffic created by the
construction of the Trinity Parkway on either PM10 or PM2.5. TxDOT apparently docs not
analyze PM10 or PM 2.5 at all simply because the area is dot in violation. of the NAAQS for
PMI10 or PM 2.5, apparently confusing conformity analysis requirements with cnvironmental
impact statement tequircments. According to case law, an EIS is supposed to investigate the
environmental impacts of the proposed action regardless of whether or not the area is currently in
violation of the standard. For cxample, if the arca adjacent to the proposed Trinity Parkway were
close to the PM10 or PM 2.5 standard, but was not currently exceeding it, the EIS should analyze
what the impact of the proposed action on the ambient levels would be. It is important to inform
the public s to the potential for cxcceding a national standard, as well as whether air pollution
will worsen. It is inexcusable to fail to report this issue.

The commenters ave attaching scveral documents to these comments. First, we arc
attaching excerpts from Air ia for Particul atter from the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency. This document discusses the health evidence arising from studics of
particulate matter and concludes that both PM10 and PM2.5 represent significant health threats.
The commenters are attaching Chapter 1, Volume [ Explavation and Chapter 6, Volume 1L
Epidemiology of Human Health Effects from Ambient Particulate Matter from this document as
Attachment A.

Second, we are attaching a copy of the report prepared by Sonoma Technology Tnc.,
entitled Assessment of the Ilealth Benefits of Improving Air Quality in ITouston, Texas,
(Sonoma Report) prepared for the City of Houston. This study examined both the concentration
of PM in the City of Houston and assessed the health impacts associated with PM2.5 within the
City of Houston. This document concludes that substantial health effects are associated with
PM?2.5, estimating that upwards of $2.9 billion per year in health costs can be attributed to health
effects of PM2.5 cxposure. These health effects include both mortality and morbidity effects.
These address the health impacts of PM. The Sonoma Report is included with these comments as
Attachment B.

We also arc attaching the expert report of Dr. Matt Fraser of Rice University. Dr. Fraser
is a Ph.D. in Atmospheric Chemistry and teaches in the Civil and Environmental Engincering
Department at Rice. In this attached report, Dr. Fraser includes the results of PM2.5 analysis he
conducted for the proposed SH 121 project in Fort Worth wherc he showed a "significant"
increasc in PM2.5 levels. Dr. Fraser found that thc 1-hour average for fine particle
concentrations would increase significantly with the proposed project.

The modeling calculations show an increase above regional background levels off
fine particles in communities in the vicinity of the roadway of up to 15.2pm-3
based on 1-hour average concentrations.

TRINITY PARKWAY Appendix G-5 / Page 17



APR-11-2085 @3:47 FROM: TOLLKWAY AUTHORITY 2145284826 TO:2142731387 P.4-s8

Mr. Christopher Anderson
April 8,2005
Paged

Dr. Frascr notes (hat,

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

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

Asking that an analysis of particulate mattcr be conducted is not an unimportant requcst.
The health effects data regarding particulate matter is overwhelming and significant. Dr. Fraser
alludes 10 the health effects in his report, but there is much more as is shown in the attached EPA
report on particle air pollution. It is too important to be ignored and the effects from the
proposed project atc potentially significant.

TaeE DEIS Does Nor ANALYZE FlEarLrH EFFECTS ASSOCIATED WITH THE
ExpPosurr FROM HIGHWAYS

In an environmental impact statement of a highway, tbe Agency should consider,
evaluate, and report information from the epidemiological literature that associates proximity 1o
highways to negative health effects. There is an abundance of such literature, enough to
convince the harshest critic that there is a statistical association between proximity to highways
and negative health effects.

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

These studics substantiatc the important deleterious cardiopulmonary hcalth
etfects associated with motor vehicle pollution near hcavily trafficked roads.
Reinforcing these findings is a recently published study in the Journal ol the
American Medical Association...that lends an immense degree of credence to
these associations. During the 1996 Summer Olympic Games changes in traffic
flow patterns dramatically improved air quality in Atlanta...These data provide
support Jor the causal relationship between motor vehicle exhaust and lung
disease since reducing air pollution via reductions in motor vehicle traffic

improved health.
* * ¥
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Dr. Klcinman also notes in his report that heart discase is documented to be associated with
pollution from roadway traffic:

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

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

This is important. This is what is supposed to be discussed and revealed in an
cnvironmental impact statement or evaluated for significance in a DEIS. This is where one
identifies “significance™ If, however, TXDOT does not evaluate the issue, there will be no
finding of significance. Dr. Kleinman's rcport includes an extensive bibliography of studies and

sources.

In addition to Dr. Kleinman’s report, we have included a Summary of Health Studics
Reporting on Health Effcets Associated with Living Near Heavy Traffic Areas. These 18 health
studies that have been reported in the peer reviewed literature. ‘These studies support the
correlation of negative health effects with urban roadways and highways. We have attached
copies of the articles, as well. The summary and related articles are included with this comment

as Attachment E.

C. THE DEIS Doges Not Discuss Hea1TH EFFECTS OF DIESEL CARCINOGENS

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

“There should be a detailed discussion of diesel pollution from the proposed design of the
Trinity Patkway, What is the mix of trucks and other diesel-powered vchicles on the roadway?
What are the effcets of the design of the highway on diesel emissions? What mitigation is being
proposed to address diesel emissions? There was no such discussion in the DEIS.

D. CONCLUSION REGARDING THE ANALYSIS OF ATR POLLUTION IN TR DEIS

The DEIS does not adequately address certain air pollution issucs from this proposed
construction of the Trinity Parkway. An environmental document is supposed to inform the
decision-maker and the public about any important issues so that they can be considered in the
deeision-making process. There may be ways lo address these problems if they are brought to
the attention of those in charge. However, if thc document is silent, then the decision-maker
would be justified in thinking that no major problems arise from the proposed project.
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There are major air pollution problems with the proposed Trinity Parkway construction —
problems that have not been addressed correctly or fuirly. The health effects literature must be
presented. It should be addressed through guantitative analysis whencver possible. We have
included Dr. Matt Frascr's analysis to assist the agency in this regard. Regardless, the health
effects association is e¢lear and must be addressed. The documentation ol this association is
overwhelming. There are actions thal can be taken to minimize these impacts. There arc things
that can be done to help those who will be exposed to these pollutants. But we cannot do
anything if we arc ignorant. This is the reason that an EIS is called a full disclosure document.

The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) was intended fo aid decision-makers and
the public in addressing these important issues. The DEIS f3ils miserably at this laudable goal.
Instead, these documents deny the decision-maker and the public the truth about this project.
That is wrong. That is illcgal under NEPA.

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

The bottom line is that this document fails to analyze particulate matter impacts or diesel
exhaust impacts and health concerns related to these impacts.

In addition to the comments, we bave included Attachments B - G containing the
following material:

B, Excerpts from US EPA Air Quality Criteria for Particulate Matter (Third Lxternal
Review Draft, April 2002): Volume Li: Epidemiology of ITuman Health Gffects from
Ambient Particulatc Matter. :

C. Sonoma Technology, Inc., Assessment of the Health Bencfits of Tmproving Air Quality
in Houston, Texas.

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

E. Expert Repott of Dt. Michacl Kleinman, Ph.D. Environmental Health Science, New York
University, Professor, Department of Community and Environmental Medicine, College
of Medicine, University of California at Irvine. :

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

1. Bert Brunekreef, et. al., Air Pollution from Truck Traffic and Lung

Function in_Children Living near Motorways, Epidemiology Resources,
Inc., Vol. 8, Number 3 (1997).
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2. David L. Buckeridge, et. al., Effcct of Motor Vehicle Bmissions on
Respiratory Ilealth in an Utban Arca, Environmental Health
Perspectives, Val. 110, No. 3 (March 2002).

3, Kristina Mukala, et. al., Seasonal Exposure to NO? and Respiratory

Symptoms_in Preschool Children, Joumal of Exposure Analysis and
Environmental Epidemiology, Vol. 6, No.2 (1996).

4. Peter A, Steerenberg, et. al., Traffic Related Air Pollution Affects Peak
Expiratory Flow, Exhaled Nitric .Oxide, and_Inflammatory Nasal

Markers, Archives of Lnvironmental Health, Vol. 56 (No.2)
(March/April 2001).

5. Patricia van Vlict, et al, Motor Vchicle Exhaust and Chronic
Respiratory  Symptoms _in Children Living near Freeways,
Environmental Research, 74, 122-132 (1997).

6. Matthias Wist el. al., Road traffic and adversc effects on res irator
health in children, BMJ, Val. 307(4 September 1993).

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

8. Jan Dejmek et. al., The Impact of Polyeyelic Aromatic Hydrocarbons

and Fine Particles on Pregnancy Outcome, Environmental Health
Perspectives, Volume 108, No. 12 (December 2000).
9. Beate Ritz, et. al., Ambient Air Pollution and Risk ol Birth Defects in

Southern_California, American Journal of Epidemiology, 155:17-25

(2002).

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

11. Yueliang Leon Guo, et. al.,_Climate, Traffic-Rclated Air Pollutants and

Asthma Prevalence  in  Middle-School  Children _in _Taiwan,
lEnvi.ronmcmal Health Perspectives Vol. 107, Number 12 (Dccember
999).

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

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

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

15. Gerard Hock, et. al, Association bétween mortalily and indicators of
traffic-rclated air pollution in the Netherlands: a cohort study, The
g;mcgt{) 2http:!fnnage‘ﬂwlancet.cnm!extrafﬂ lart7366web.pdf, (Scptember

, 2002).
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16. E.G. Knox and E. A. Gilman, Hazard proximities of childhood cancers

in Great Britain from 1953-80, Jounal of Epidemiology and Community
Health, 51:151-159 (1997).
17. Robert Pearson, et. al, Distance-Weighted Traffic Density in Proxi

to 2 Home Ts a Risk Factor for Leukemia and Other Childhood Cancers,
Journal of Air and Waste Management Association, Vol. 50: 175-180

(February 2000).
18. Ole Raaschou-Nielsen, et. al., Air Pollution from Traffic at_the

Residence of Children with Cancer, American Journal of Epidemiology,
Vol. 153, No.5 (2001).

G. US EPA, Health Assessment Document for Diesel Engine Exhaust.
1n conclusion, the League of Women Voters of Dallas and TCONR respectfully request
that the Draft BIS for the Trinity Parkway be revised and/or supplemented to address the issues
outlined herein. Thank you very much for your consideration of these comments. Should you
have any guestions, please contact me at (713) 524-1012.

Sincerely,

BLACKBURN CARTER, P.C.
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LAWRENCE G. DUNBAR, P.E.
WATER RESOURCES&ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEER/CONSULTANT
6342 DEW BRIDGE
SUGAR LAND, TEXAS 77479
281-980-2225
FAX: 713-782-5544

Mr. James B. Blackburn, Jr. April 6, 2005
BLACKBURN CARTER, P.C.

2900 Weslayan, Ste.400

Houston, TX 77027

Re: Comments on Trinity Parkway DEIS

Dear Mr. Blackburn:

As requested, [ have reviewed the Trinity Parkway DEIS as to the potential impacts within the
Dallas Floodway due to the construction of the proposed roadway inside the floodway. The
following are my comments:

1. The DEIS states that the potential floodplain impacts were evaluated by using hydraulic
model studies on the Trinity River using the HEC-RAS program (p. 4-114). However, there
were no specific model results presented or discussed to determine what modeling was done and
what assumptions were made. Instead, conclusory statements were made that there would be no
significant impacts as a result of any of the build alternatives, without providing or referencing

the basis for such statements.
2. On page 4-115 of the DEIS, it states:

'Based on preliminary hydraulic analyses conducted during the TPC MTIS/DEIS,
encroachments on the floodplains would not increase the base flood elevation to a level
that would violate applicable FEMA floodplain regulations.”

However, the DEIS does not indicate whether there would be any increase in the base flood
elevation or for any other flood event as a result of the build alternatives located within the
Dallas Floodway. This is important because placing fill within the Dallas F loodway impacts not
only the floodplain but the floodway of the Trinity River. This has major implications
throughout the river, especially within areas of the river that are protected by federal levees (e.g.
the Dallas Floodway and the Dallas Floodway Extension). Federal regulations prohibit
adversely impacting the flood protection afforded by these federal flood control projects, up to
and including the design flood, which is generally the Standard Project Flood (SPF).

3. There is no discussion in this DEIS about potential impacts to the SPF in the Trinity River as
a result of the build alternatives that would be located with the Dallas Floodway. It is unclear
whether any hydraulic studies were done in conjunction with this DEIS for the Trinity Parkway
that included an analysis of the SPF and impacts to it as a result of the proposed alternatives.

TRINITY PARKWAY
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: Appropriate mitigation would have to be incorporated into any project proposal if it would
t( adversely impact the SPF along the Trinity River within the Dallas Floodway or the DFE.

4. Constructing a roadway within the Dallas Floodway exposes it to potential damage when it is
flooded. Even though the proposed roadway would be elevated above the 100-year flood level,
it would still be affected by higher floods, including the SPF. Previous studies discussing this
proposal have indicated the need to provide erosion protection along the edges of the roadway
due to the high velocities that would occur along the surface of the road. The DEIS does not
discuss this issue nor provide for the necessary mitigation.

5. Previous hydraulic modeling of the Trinity River has been performed by the Corps of
Engineers in its evaluation of the potential environmental impacts of the DFE project and other
proposed projects within the area (see the DFE FEIS/SFEIS and the PFEIS). Even TxDOT has
performed some hydraulic modeling as part of its MTIS work for the Trinity Parkway Corridor
studies (see the TPC MTIS). However, all of these studies assumed there would be some amount
of excavation within the Trinity River to create "lakes", similar to proposals made by the City of
Dallas, and all of these studies showed some adverse impacts on flood levels along the federal
levees as a result of the various Trinity Parkway alternatives evaluated.

There is no explanation given in this DEIS as to why similar hydraulic studies were not included
in this DEIS as they had been in all of the other reports, so as to allow for the opportunity to
review and evaluate the results of the various alternatives and their respective impacts on the
. floodplain of the Trinity River, especially along the federal levees. Without such information
{5 being included in the DEIS, it is impossible for the public or decision-makers to compare and
evaluate the various alternatives for the Trinity Parkway and their potential impacts on the
environment, which is the purpose of an EIS.

6. A second NOI was published in conjunction with the preparation of this DEIS for the Trinity
Parkway, in order to include an analysis of potential lakes that would be located between the
existing Dallas Floodway levees as part of the scope of the Trinity Parkway EIS. However, there
is no discussion or analyses provided in this DEIS regarding these potential lakes. What
happened to them? Presumably, these are the lakes that would be needed to mitigate the adverse
impacts on the flood levels along the Trinity River as a result of constructing the parkway inside
the levees of the Dallas Floodway that had been previously incorporated into other hydraulic
model studies.

7. The DEIS states that bridges associated with the roadway alternatives that cross the Trinity
River would be designed to avoid the base floodplain (p. 4-116). However, such bridges would
also need to be elevated above the SPF, otherwise they would adversely impact this flood level
in an area protected by federal levees, contrary to federal regulations. Again, no analysis is
presented that shows that this has been analyzed to demonstrate that there would be no impact,
and the necessary mitigation that would have to be included with the various alternatives so as to

avoid such impacts.

8. It is unclear given the above discussion whether the cost estimates for the various alternatives
included in the DEIS contain the costs for providing the appropriate and necessary mitigation to
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i prevent any adverse impacts on flood levels along the Trinity River for those build alternatives
f; that are to be located within the Dallas Floodway. Since the DEIS states that the analyses
contained within the DEIS will be used to select a preferred alternative, based in part upon
project costs, having incomplete and inaccurate project costs for certain alternatives produces a
biased comparison of alternatives.

9. The USACE proposal for raising the Dallas Floodway levees indicates that the fill material
will be obtained from shallow excavation near the toe of the existing levees. However, the
proposed Trinity Parkway alternatives inside the Dallas Floodway are located on top of and
adjacent to the toe of the existing levees. It is unclear what impact this will have on the -
USACE's proposal for raising its levees, such as on flood levels and necessary mitigation, as well
as on the stability and maintenance of the levees themselves. Building a major highway inside a
floodway and upon a federal flood control levee poses serious safety issues that seemingly have
not been addressed or discussed in this DEIS.

If you would like to discuss this matter further, feel free to call me.

Very Truly Yours,

sl b

Lawrence G. Dunbar, P.E.
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SUMMARIES OF HEALTH STUDIES REPORTING
ON HEALTH EFFECTS ASSOCIATED WITH
LIVING NEAR HEAVY TRAFFIC AREAS

Exposure leads to increase in respiratory symptoms

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

The contribution of motorized traffic to air pollution is widely recognized, but
relatively few studies have looked at the respiratory health status of subjects living near
busy roads. We studied children in six areas located near major motorways in the
Netherlands. We measured lung function in the children, and we assessed their exposure
to traffic-related air pollution using separate traffic counts for automobiles and trucks.
We also measured air pollution in the children's schools. Lung function was associated
with truck traffic density but had a lesser association with automobile traffic density. The
association was stronger in children living closest (<300m) to the motorways. Lung
function was also associated with the concentration of black smoke, measured inside the
schools, as a proxy for diesel exhaust particles. The associations were stronger in girls
than in boys. The results indicate that exposure to traffic-related air pollution in
particular diesel exhaust particles, may lead to reduced lung function in children living

near major motorways.

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

Motor vehicles emit PM 2.5 and as a result, PM 2.5 concentrations tend to be
elevated near busy streets. The studies of the relationship between motor vehicle
emissions and respiratory health are generally limited by difficulties in exposure
assessment. The study authors developed a refined exposure model and implemented it
using a geographic information system to estimate the average daily census enumeration
area (EA) exposure to PM (2.5). Southeast Toronto, the study area, includes 334 EAs
and covers 16 km(2) of urban area. The authors used hospital admissions diagnostic
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\ codes from 1990 to 1992 to measure respiratory and genitourinary conditions. They then
ff assessed the effect of EA exposure on hospital admissions using a Poisson mixed-effects
model and examines the spatial distributions of variables. Exposure to PM (2.5) from
motor vehicle emissions has a significant effect on admiésion rates for a subset of
respiratory diagnoses (asthma, bronchitis, chronic obstructive pulmonary disease,
pneumonia, upper respiratory tract infection), with a relative risk of 1.24 95% CI, 1.05-
1.45) for a log (10) increase in exposure.

3. Kristiina Mukala, et. al., Seasonal Exposure to NO? and Respiratory Sympioms in

Preschool Children, Journal of Exposure Analysis and Environmental Epidemiology,
Vol. 6, No.2 (1996).

One hundred seventy-two prescﬁooi children, aged three to six years, who
attended municipal day-care centers in suburban areas of Helsinki, were followed up for
seven weeks during the winter season and for eight weeks during the spring season in
1991 as part of a study to determine respiratory symptoms in children associated with
NO?. For each child, the weekly average NO? exposure was estimated using passive

@ samplers attached to the outer garments of the children during their everyday activities.
The median of personally measured seasonal NO* exposures was 21 mu g/m(3) (range
11-45.8 mu g/m(3)). The seasonal median NO? exposure was significantly larger
(p<.001) in the central area (27.4 mg g/m(3)) than in the suburban area (18.2 mu g/m(3)),
reflecting a difference in exposure caused by automobile traffic. There also were
significantly (p>.001) more days with stuffed nose (26% vs. 20%) and cough (18% vs
15%) in the central area than in the suburban area. The study found that there was a
significant difference between the central and the suburban areas of Helsinki with regard
to both the seasonal NO2 exposure and the prevalence of cough and nasal symptoms
among children aged three to six years. '

4. Peter A. Steerenberg, el. al,, Traffic Related Air Pollution Affects Peak Expiratory

Flow, FExhaled Niiric Oxide, and Inflammatory Nasal Markers, Archives of
Environmental Health, Vol. 56 (No.2) (March/April 2001).

The authors used a longitudinal observational design, with repeated measures, to
study the association between traffic-related air pollutants (i.e. nitric oxide, nifrogen
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dioxide, carbon monoxide, and Black Smoke) and respiratory symptoms. The study
included eighty-two elementary school students in either Utrecht, Germany (i.e., urban
children) or Bilthoven, Germany (i.e. suburban children). These two geographic areas
differed with respect to levels of Black Smoke (means=53 microg/m3 and 18 microg/m3,
respectively.) Levels of nitric oxide, nitrogen dioxide, carbon monoxide, and Black
Smoke were consistently higher in Utrecht than in Bilthoven (mean daily ratios were 8,
1.5, 1.8, and 2.7 respectively). The authors compared mean levels of short term effects of
the aforementioned air pollutants on suburban and urban children. Differences in urban
and suburban children's respiratory conditions were noted. Urban children had higher
mean levels (p=.05) of interleukin-8 (32%), urea (39%), uric acid (26%), albumin (15%),
and nitric oxide metabolites (21%) in nasal lavage than did suburban children. Peak
expiratory flow, exhaled nitric oxide levels and nasal markers were associated with levels
of PM 10, Black Smoke, nitrogen dioxide, and nitric oxide. With respect to per unit
increases in air pollution, urban children had more increased peak expiratory flow, higher

* levels of exhaled nitric oxide, and more increased release of uric acid, urea, and nitric

oxide metabolites than suburban children. Urban children had increased levels of
inflammatory nasal markers, and their responses were more pronounced than were the

suburban children's response to the same increments of air pollution.

3. Patricia van Viiel, et al, Motor Vehicle Exhaust and Chronic Respiratory

Symptoms in Children Living near Freeways, Environmental Research, 74, 122-132

(1997).

The authors conducted a cross-sectional study to examine whether motor vehicle
exhaust from freeways has an effect on respiratory health of children. Participants
included children attending schoals situated less than 1000 meters from major freeways
in the Province of South Holland. The sclected freeways carry between 80,000 and
150,000 vehicles per day. Separate con.nts for truck traffic indicated a range from 8,000
to 17,500 trucks per day. Out of a total of 13 schools, 1,498 children were asked to
participate. From these children, 1,068 usable questionnaires were obtained. Chronic
respiratory symptoms reported in the questionnaire were analyzed with logistic
regression. Distance from the freeway and (truck) traffic intensity were used as exposure

variables. Cough, wheeze, runny nose, and doctor diagnosed asthma were significantly
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more often reported for children living within 100m from the freeway. The study showed

that children living near major freeways in The Netherlands had more respiratory
symptoms with increasing density of truck traffic. Truck traffic intensity and the
concentration of black smoke measured in schools were found to be significantly
associated with chronic respiratory symptoms. These relationships were more

pronounced in girls than in boys.

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

This study examines whether road traffic in a heavily populated city, has a direct
effect on pulmonary function and respiratory symptoms in children. The study
concentrated on areas where density of road traffic ranged from 7,000 to 125,000 cars per
24 hours. Of all 7,445 fourth grade children (aged 9-11) in Munich, Germany, 6,537
were examined. Of the children with German nationality and the same residence during
the past five years and known exposure data, 4,678 questionnaires and 4,320 pulmonary

function tests could be analyzed. Questionnaires collected information on pulmonary
%‘ function variables of pulmonary function by forced expiration and respiratory symptoms.
Additional information came from national census data on car traffic in school districts.
Multiple regression analysis of pt;a.k expiratory flow showed a significant decrease of
T% (95% CI 1.08% to 0.33%) per increase of 25,000 cars daily passing through the
school district on the main road. Maximum expiratory flow when 25% vital capacity has
been expired was decreased by 0.68% (1.11% to 0.25%). The adjusted odds ratio for the
cumulative prevalence of recurrent wheezing with the same exposure was 1.08 (1.01 to
1.16). Cumulative prevalence of recurrent dysponea was increased, with an odds ratio of
1.10 (1.00 to 1.20). Lifetime prevalence of asthma (odds ratio 1.04 ; 0.89 to 1.21) and
recurrent bronchitis (1.05; 0.98 to 1.12) were not significantly increased. * The study
concluded that high rates of road traffic are associated with reduced pulmonary function

and increased respiratory symptoms in 10 year old children.
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L.

Exposure leads to an increase in birth defects and adverse
pregnancy outcomes.

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

Prior studies reported an association between ambient air concentrations of total
suspended particles and SO2 during pregnancy and adverse pregnancy outcomes. The
authors examined the possible impact of PMI10 and PM 2.5 on intrauterine growth
retardation (TUGR) risk in a highly polluted area of Northern Bohemia (Teplice District).
The study group includes all live full-term births of European origin over a 2-year period
in the Teplice District. Information on reproductive history, health, and lifestyle was
obtained from maternal questionnaires. The mean concentrations of pollutants for each
month of gestation were calculated using continuous monitoring data. Three intervals
(low, medium, and high) were constructed for each pollutant (tertiles). Odds ratios (ORs)
for ITUGR for PM 10 and PM 2.5 levels were generated using logistic regression for each
month of gestation after adjustment for potential confounding factors. Adjusted ORs for
IUGR related to ambient PMI10 levels in the first gestational month increased along the
concentration intervals: medium 1.62 (95% CI, 1.07-2.46), high 2.64 (CI), 1.48-4.71).
ORs for PM 2.5 were 1.26 (CI), 0.81-1.95) and 2.11 (CI), 1.20-3.70), respectively. No
other associations of IUGR risk with particulate matter were found. The authors found
that the influence of particles or other associated air pollutants does have an effect on
fetal growth in early gestation.

2. Jan Dejmek et. al., The Impact of Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbons and Fine
Particles on Pregnancy Outcome, Environmental Health Perspectives, Volume 108,
No. 12 (December 2000)

Studies relaying maternal exposure to fine airborne pollution and increased risk of
adverse pregnancy outcomes is steadily growing larger acceptance in the scientific
community. This study follows up on a 1999 study that tracked the relationship between
intrauterine growth retardation (IUGR) and exposure to PM 10 and particulate matter
[less than and equal to] 2.5 micrograms per m® (PM(2.5)) in early pregnancy in the
highly polluted district of Northern Bohemia in the Czech Republic (Teplice). From this
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observation rose the question about the possible role of the carcinogenic fraction of

polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (c-PAHs), which are usually bound to fine particles.
For this study, the impact of the c-PAHs and fine particles on TUGR was analyzed in
Teplice and Prachatice. Teplice has approximately 120,000 inhabitants and 1,100 births
per yedr, lies in he brown-coal basin of northern Bohemia, and is heavily industrialized
including chemical industry, surface mining and large coal power plants. Prachatice, a
region with similarly high c-PAH but low particle levels, is has approximately 50,000
. inhabitants and about 450 births per year and is primarily agricultural. The study
included all European-origin , single live births occurring between April 1994 and March
1998 in Teplice (n=3,378) and Prachatice (n=1,505). Detailed personal data were
obtained via questionnaires and medical records. Mean PM (10), PM (2.5), and c-PAHs
levels during the nine gestational moths (GM) were estimated for each mother. Adjusted
odd ratios (AORs) of TUGR for three levels of c-PAHs (low, medium, and high) and for
continuous data were estimated after adjustment for a range of covariates using logistic
regression models. In the present 4-year sample from Teplice, previously published
. results about increasing [UGR risk after exposure to particles in the first GM were fully
%' confirmed, but no such effects were found in Prachatice. The AOR of ITUGR for fetuses
from Teplice exposed to medium levels of c-PAHs in the first GM was l.6d (CI, 1.06-
2.15) and to high levels 2.15 (CI, 27-3.63). An exposure-response relationship was
established by analyzing the continuous data. For each 10ng increase of c-PAHs in the
first GM, the AOR was 1.22 (CI, 1.07-1.39). About the same relationship was observed
in Prachatice in spite of the low particle levels. The results prove that exposure to c-
PAHs in early gestation may influence fetal growth. The particulate matter-TUGR
association observed earlier may be at least partly explained by the presence of c-PAHs
on particle surfaces.

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

The authors evaluated the effect of air pollution on the occurrence of birth defects
ascertained by the California Birth Defects Monitoring Program in neonates and fetuses

% delivered in southern California in 1987-1993. By using measurements from ambient
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monitoring stations of carbon monoxide (CO), nitrogen dioxide, ozone, and particulate
matter <10 micrograms per m’ (PM 10) in aerodynamic diameter, the study calculated
average monthly exposure estimates for each pregnancy. (The PM-10 particles with a
diameter of 10 micrometers or less (0.0004 inches or one-seventh the width of a human
hair). Data on birth defects were collected by the California Birth Defects Monitoring
Program (CBDMP) for four counties and represented births in July 1990-July 1993 for
Los Angeles, 1989 for Riverside, 1998-1989 for San Bernadino, and 1987-1989 for
Orange Counties. Study participants included all liveborn infants and fetal deaths
diagnosed between 20 weeks of gestation and 1 year after birth with isolated, multiple,
syndromic, or chromsomal cardiac or orofacial cleft defects who lived within ten miles of
an air monitoring station.” Air monitor data was collected by the South Coast Air Quality
Management District from 30 air monitoring stations between 1987 and 1993 to estimate
exposure during pregnancy, in general relying on the station nearest to the residential zip
code reported on birth or fetal death certificates. Conventional, polytomous, and
hierarchical logistic regression was used to estimate odds ratios for subgroups of cardiac
and orofacial defects. Results suggested that certain fetal heart phenotypes may be

susceptible to the adverse effects of two ambient pollutants, carbon monoxide and ozone.

Exposure leads to increase incidences of Asthma in Children

1. John Edwards et al., Hospital Admissions for Asthma in Preschool Children:

Relationship to Major Roads in Birmingham, United Kingdom, Archives of
Environmental Health, Vol. 49 (No. 4.) (July August 1994).

This study examined the relationship between residence near major roads, traffic
flow, and risk of hospital admission for asthma in children younger than five years of age
living in Birmingham, United Kingdom. The study compared area residence and traffic
flow patterns for children admitted to the hospital for asthma, children admitted for non-
respiratory reasons, and a random sample of children from the community. The study
found that children admitted with an asthma diagnosis were between 13 percent and 74
percent more likely than children in the general community to live in areas with heavy

traffic flow along the nearest adjacent segment of main road than children admitted to the

Appendix G-5 / Page 32

TRINITY PARKWAY



hospital for other emergency conditions. High traffic flow was defined’ as greater than
24,000 vehicles in a 24 hour period. The Children admitted for non-respiratory reasons
were more likely to be admitted than children in the community sample if they lived
within 200 m of a main road irrespective of traffic flow. The study suggested that living
near busy roads may have an adverse effect on the health of young children.

2. Yueliang Leon Guo, ef. al,_Climate,_Traffic-Related Air Pollutants and Asthma

Prevalence in Middle-School Children in Taiwan, Environmental Health Perspectives

Vol. 107, Number 12 (December 1999).

This study compared the prevalence of asthma with climate and air pollutant data to
determine the relationship between asthma prevalence and these factors. The authors
conducted a nationwide survey of respiratory illness and symptoms in middle-school
students living in Taiwan. Lifetime prevalence of physician-diagnosed asthma and of
typical symptoms of asthma were compared to air monitoring station data for
temperature, relative humidity, sulfur dioxide, nitrogen oxides, ozone, CQ, and PM10. A
total of 331,686 nonsmoking children attended schools located within 2km of 55 stations.
Asthma prevalence rates adjusted for age, history of atopic eczema, and parental
education were associated with non-summer (June-August) temperature, winter (January-
March) humidity, and traffic-related air pollution, especially carbon monoxide and
nitrogen oxides, for both boys and girls. Non-summer temperature, winter humidity, and
traffic-related air pollution, especially carbon monoxide and nitrogen oxides, were
positively associated with the prevalence of asthma in middle-school students in Taiwan.

3. M. Studnicka, et. al,, Traffic-related NO* and the prevalence of asthma and

respiratory symptoms in_seven year olds, European Respiratory Journal, 10:2275-
2278 (1997).

The study examined 843 7-year old children living in eight non-urban communities
for a period of two years. Industrial sources of air pollution were at least 20 km away
from the studies communities, and therefore NO* was considered to primarily be derived
from traffic-related air pollution. NO? was recorded at central monitors, and the three
year mean exposure was calculated, Asthma and respiratory symptoms were assessed
according to the International Study in Asthma and Allergy in Childhood. The study
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found that the prevalence of respiratory symptoms increased in communities with high

NO®. Prevalence of asthma at some time ("ever asthma") was associated with long term

NO’. In parallel with increasing levels of NO? (community specific three year mean 6.0-
17.0 parts per billion (ppb)), asthma prevalence was 2.5, 1.4, 1.6, 2.3. 3.4, 3.6, 7.6 and
8.5%, respectively (p=0.002 for trend). The prevalence odds ratios (PORs) for "ever
asthma", following adjustment for gender, age, parental education, passive smoke
exposure, type of indoor heating asthma and parental asthma, were 1.28 (95% CI 0.28-
7.98), 2.14 (95% CI 0.40-11.3) and 5.81 (95% CI 1.27-26.5), when each of two
communities with low, regular and high NO?, respectively, were compared with the two
communities with very low NO?. For symptoms "wheeze" (adjusted PORs for increased
NO™1.47, 1.23 and 2.27) and "cough apart from colds" )adjusted PORs for increased
NO%*1.49, 1.93, and 2.07), a similar trend was seen. In this study, a significant
relationship was observed between traffic-related nitrogen dioxide and the prevalence of

asthma and symptoms.

?'*‘* IV.  Exposure leads to increase sensitization for allergens.

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

The authors examined the association between the - presence of an allergic
sensitization and seasonal allergic diseases or symptoms and exposure to road traffic in
Basel, Switzerland. Traffic counts at the domiciles of subjects ranged from 24 to 32,504
cars per 24 hours, with a median volume of 1,624. The study matched the data of the
traffic inventory of Basel with those of the 820 participants of the SAPALDIA study
(Swiss Study on Air Pollution and Lung Diseases in Adults), ages 18-60 years, who had
completed a detailed respiratory health questionnaire and had undergone allergy testing
(skin prick tests and serologic examinations). Observations included a positive
association with the sensitization to pollen that was most pronounced among persons with
a duration of residence of at least ten years. The odds ratios (adjusted for educational
level, smoking behavior, number of siblings, age, sex and family history of atopy) for

% cars, contrasting four exposure categories with the lowest quartile as referent category,
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were 1.99 [95% CI (CI)= .91-4.38], 2.47 (95% CI=1.06-5.73), and 2.83 (95% CI=1.26-
6.31). These results suggest that living on busy roads is associated with a higher risk for
a sensitization to pollen and could possibly be interpreted as an indication for interactions

between pollen and air pollutants.

Exposure leads to increase in susceptibility to cardiovascular
disease

L A la Tertre, et. al., Short-term effects of particulate air pollution on cardiovascular

diseases in eight European cities, Journal of Epidemiol Community Health 2002, 56:
773-779 (2002).

As part of the APHEA (Air Pollution and Health: a European Approach) project this
study examined the association between airborne particles and hospital admissions fro
cardiac causes (IDC9 390-429) in eight European cities (Barcelona, Birmingham, London,

. Milan, the Netherlands, Paris, Rome, and Stockholm). All admissions were studied, as well

as admissions stratified by age. The association for ischaemic heart disease and stroke was
also studied stratified by age. Autoregressive Poisson models were used that controlled for
long term trend, season, and influenza epidemics, and metereology to assess the short-term
effects of particles in each city. The study also examined confounding by other pollutants.
City specific results were pooled in a second stage regression to obtain more stable estimates
and examine the sources of heterogenity. The study found that the pooled percentage
increases associated with a 10 pg/m3 increase in PM10 and black smoke were respectively
0.5% (95% CI: 0.2 to 0.8) and 1.1% (95% CI:0.4 to 1.8) for cardiac admissions of all ages,
0.7% (95% CI: 0.4 to 1.0) and 1.3 (95% CI: 0.4 to 2.2) for cardiac admissions over 65 years,
and 0.8% (95% CI: 0.3 to 1.2)-and 1.1% (95% CI: 0.7 to 1.5) for ischaemic heart disease over
65 years, and 0.8% (95% CI: 0.3 to 1.2) and 1.1% (95% CI: 0.7 to 1.5) for ischaemic heath
disease over 65 years. The effect of PM10 was little changed by control for ozone or SO2,
but was substantially reduced (CO) or eliminated (NO?) by control for other traffic related
pollutants. The effect of black smoke remained practically unchanged controlling for CO
and only somewhat reduced controlling for NO?. The effects of particulate air pollution on
cardiac admissions suggest the primary effects is likely to be mainly attributable to diesel

10
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exhaust. Results for ischaemic heart disease below 65 years and for stroke over 65 years

™,
o . .
f ¢ were inconclusive.

2. Gerard Hoek, et. al., Association between mortality and indicators o c-related
air __pollution in  the Netherlands: a  cohort Study, The  Lancet,
http:/fimage.thelancet.com/extra/0 lart7366web.pdyf, (September 24, 2002).

Long term exposure to particulate matter air pollution has been associated with increased
cardiopulmonary mortality in the United States. The authors aimed to assess the relation
between traffic-related air pollution and mortality in participants of the Netherlands Cohort

_study on Diet and Cancer (NLCS), an ongoing study. The study participants included a
random sample of 5000 people ranging in ages from 55-69 (from 1986 to 1994) from the full
cohort of the NLCS study. Long-term exposure to traffic related air pollutants (black smoke
and nitrogen dioxide) was estimated for the participants' 1986 home address. Exposure was
characterized with the measured regional and urban background concentration and an
indicator variable for living near majdr roads. The association between exposure to air

_ pollution and (cause specific) mortality was assessed with Cox's proportional hazards models
@ with adjustment for potential confounders. Four hundred and eighty-nine of 4,492 people
with data died during the follow-up period. Cardiopulmonary mortality was associated with

living near a major road (relative risk 1.95, 95% CI (1.09-3.52) and, less consistently, with

the estimated ambient background concentration (1.34, 068-2.64). The relative risk for living

near a major road was 1.41 (0.94-2.12 for total deaths. Non-cardiopulmonary, non-lung

cancer deaths were unrelated to air pollution (1.03, .54-1.96 for living near a major road).

Long term exposure to traffic-related air pollution may shorten life expectancy.

VI. Exposure leads to increased risk for cancer.

1. E.G. Knox and E. A. Gilman, Hazard proximities of childhood cancers in Great

Britain from 1953-80, Journal of Epidemiology and Community Health, 51:151-159
(1997).

This study examined the relationships between the birth and death addresses of children
dying from leukemia and cancer in Great Britain, and the proximity of these addresses to

a potential environmental hazards. The home address postcodes and their map coordinates

11

Appendix G-5 / Page 36 TRINITY PARKWAY



WD

)

were identified at birth and at death in children who died from leukemia or cancer.
Potentially hazardous industrial addresses and postal codes were collected from business and
other directories, and map coordinates obtained from the Central Postcode Directory or else
located directly on Ordinance Survey (OS) maps. Railway lines and motorways were
digitized from OS maps. The number or deaths (and births) at successive radial distances
from these hazards were counted and compared with expected numbers. The latter were
based on a count of all PCs at similar distances. Relative case density ratios at successive
distances from the hazards were obtained from observed and expected numbers, aggregated
over similar sites. This was repeated for different hazard types and results were tested for
evidence of centrifugal case density gradients. All of the 22,458 children dying from
leukemia or cancer were aged 0-15 years and lived in England, Wales, and Scotland, between

11953 and 1980. The relative excesses of leukemias and solid cancers were found near (1) oil

refineries, (2) major car factories, (3) major users of petroleum products, (4) users of kilns
and furnaces including steelworks, and (5) airfields, railways, and motorways, and harbours.
The ﬁndmgs for leukemias and solid cancers was indistinguishable. The hazard proximities
of birth addresses were stronger than for death addresses. For children who had moved
between birth and death, the proximity effect was limited to the birth addresses. The study
found that childhood cancers are geographically associated with two main types of industrial
ahnosphéric effluent namely: (1) petroleum derived volatiles and (2) kiln and furnace smoke

and gases, and effluents from internal combustion engines.

2. Robert Pearson, et. al, Distance-Weighted Traffic Density in Proximity to a Home Is a

Risk Factor for Leukemia and Other Childhood Cancers, Journal of Air and Waste

Management Association, Vol. 50: 175-180 (February 2000).

Occupational exposure to elevated concentrations of benzene is a known cause of
leukemia in adults. Concentrations of benzene from motor vehicle exhaust could be elevated
among highly trafficked streets, Several studies have reported significant associations
between proximity to highly trafficked streets and the occurrence of childhood cancers and
childhood leukemia. These associations may be due to chronic exposure to benzene or other
carcinogenic compounds components of vehicle exhaust from these nearby streets or to some
other factor (e.g. noise, increased light exposure, or some unaccounted-for socioeconomic

variable). The authors used data for homes studied in an earlier childhood cancer study

12
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conducted in Denver, CO, in 1980. No air pollution measurements were made in the original
study. We identified the highest trafficked street near each study home and obtained the
traffic density from 1979 and 1990. Traffic density was weighted for the distance from the
street to the home using three different widths of Gaussian curves to approximate the decay
of the emissions into the surrounding neighborhoods. The associations between the 750-f
wide distance-weighted traffic density metrics and all childhood cancers and childhood
leukemia are strongest in the highest traffic density category (>or= 20,000 vehicles per day
[VPD]. The odds ratio is 5.90 (95% CI [CI] 1.69-20.56) for all cancers and 8.28 (95% CI
2.09-32.80) for leukemia. The results suggest an association between proximal high traffic
streets with traffic counts > or = 20,000 VPD and childhood cancer, including leukemia.

3. Ole Ramchou—-Nfeben, et. al, Air Pollution from Traffic at the Residence of Children

with Cancer, American Journal of Epidemiology, Vol. 153, No.5 (2001).

The study tested the hypotheses that increases in exposure to traffic-related air pollution
lead to an increased risk of developing cancer during childhood. Study participants were
made up of 1,989 children enrolled in the Danish Cancer Registry with a diagnosis of
leukemia, tumor of the central nervous system, or malignant lymphoma during 1968-1991
and 5,506 control children selected at random from the entire childhood population. The
residential histories of the children were traced from nine months before birth until the time
of diagnosis of the cases and a similar period for the controls. For each of the 18,440
identified addresses, information on traffic and the configuration of streets and building were
collected. Average concentrations of benzene and nitrogen dioxide (indicators of traffic-
related air pollution) were calculated for the relevant period, and exposures to air pollution
during pregnancy and during childhood were calculated separately. The risks of leukemia,
central nervous system tumors, and all selected cancers combined were not linked to
exposure to benzene or nitrogen dioxide during either period. The risk of lymphomas
increased by 25% (p for trend=0.06) and 51% (p for trend=0.05) for a doubling of the
concentration of benzene and nitrogen dioxide, respectively, during the pregnancy. The

association was restricted to Hodgkin's disease.
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Apfil 4, 2008 { RECEIVED \%
Mr. Christopher Anderson I APR e 1)
Pianning Director :
North Texas Toliway Authorily NORTH TEXAS TOLLWAY |
P.O. Box 2680729 AFTHORITY
Plano, TX 75026
RE:
Trinity Parkway

Draft Environmental Impact Statement
Public Hearing Commaeant Form
March 29, 2005 at the Dzlias Convention Center

Your Name(s): Leron Blanks, President and Owner
Douglas Heyerdahl, Chief Financial Officer

Your Mailing Address: Blanks Printing & Imaging, Inc.
2343 N. Beckley
Dalas, TX 75208

Genera! Comments, Concerns or Suggestions:

Bgmg Blanks Printing & imaging, Inc. ("Blanks™) is a printing company located at the
PRINTING E 14646 Southwest comer of Beckley and West Commerce Street. The property is
leased from Blanks investments, which is also owned by Leron Blanks, a long-
term Oak Ciff and Dallas resident,

Based on the maps and drawing presented as part of the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement, Trinity Parkway Alternatives 4 and 5, as designed, would
reguire 35% of the Blanks property, thereby requiring a relocation of the
company. For some reason, Alternatives 4 & 5 require significantly more land
area at the West Commerce Strect / Beckiey intersection than Alternatives 3A
and 3B,

Relocation of Blanks Printing & Imaging, located in this spacial use facility sirce
1974, would be very cost prohibitive due to:
« Elaborate and deep building foundations designed to suppeort printing
presses over 80 feet long and weighing over 40 tons each
« 88,000 square feet 100% air conditioned, 100% sprinklered
« Redundant electrical power sources, including both 480 and 220 power
« Significant investment in printing presses, pre-press, bindery and
fulfilment equipment
» High end finish-out interiors to meet the expectations of our clientele
» An established localion and markst presence, gond for both customers
and employees, many of them Dallas residents
s in addition, Blanks Printing & Imaging is considered an anchor tenant of
the Fort Worth Avenue Caorridor redevelopment initiative with the City of
Dallas,

Therefore, we are strenuously AGAINST Trinity Parkway Altematives 4
and 5. We favor Altemnative 3B,

234K Bockiey Dallas, Texus 75208 a1- 204.241.3005 8003252851 f- 24426105 1nand hinnks. com
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Please contact us at 214-741-3905, if we can provide any further information.

Yours truly,

e

Leron Bianks,

President 2 Owy
% Heyerdahi

0l
Chief Financial Officer
cfo@blanks.com

PRINTING - [RAGING
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United States Environmental Protection Agency

Ny, Region 6 e
\ ’ 1445 Ross Avenne, Suite 1200 \ ’ i

Dallas, Texas 75202-2733

ot
FAX FORM I
' £ 2
Number of Pages, including cover sheet: __ 6 L APR 2005 g
g W ¢
aerzgzv?-"l'

To: Christopber Anderson From: Bonnie Braganza

Phone:  214-461-2000 Phone: (214) 665-7340
Fax: 214-528-4826 Fax: (214) 665-7446

RE; EPA comments on the DEIS for the Trinity Parkway

A signed copy is in the mail to you.

]

APR-B3-2835 @3:13PM  FAX: ID: TOLLWAY ARUTHORITY PAGE:B@1 R=94%
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o UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION B
FH 9 1445 ROSS AVENUE, SUITE 1200 -

M DALLAS, TX ?520?-2733
k{ Dnﬂ“;

Amﬁ“

Mir. Salvador Deocampo

District Engineer, Texas Division
Federal Highway Administration
Federal Office Building

300 East 8™ Street, Room ¥26
Austin, Texas 78701

Dear Mr. Deocampo:

In accordance with our responsibilitics under Section 309 of the Clean Air Act, the
National Environmental Palicy Act (NEPA), and the Council on Environmental Quality
Regulations (CEQ) for Implementing NEPA, the U.S. Eavironmental Protection Agency (EPA)
Region 6 office in Dallas, Texas, has completed its review of the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (DEIS) for the Trinity Parkway Project. This action is for the eonstruction on either
existing and/or new location of the Trinity Parkway as a limited-access toll facility from
Interstate Highway (IH) 35E/SH-183 to US175/SH-310 in Dallas, Dallas County, Texas.

The DEIS provides the public and Federal, state, and local agencies with the assurance
that the project sponsors have evalvated, addressed. and documented project-related social,
economic, and environmental concerns. The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), North
Texas Tollway Autharity (NTTA), Texas Department of Transportation (1XDOT), and the City
of Dallas are the Sponsors of the Trinity Parkway project. Trinity Parkway project has been
selected as one of new nationwide priority projects subjest to Exceutive Order (EQ) 13274
signed by President Bush on September 18, 2002. The EO was issued to enhance environmental
stewardship while streamlining the decision making process for major transportation projeets.

The DEIS evaluares and identifies the potential environmental i impacts associated with
the Build Alwrnstives, including the No-Action. Provided unavoidable impacts are minimized
and mitigated with approptiate compensatory mitigation, the DEIS demonstrates the final

sclected alternative action should have minimal significant adverse impact. Final selecdon will
be based on practicability and viability which includes not only environmental but also economic
costs and social impact. EPA agrees that only practicable alternatives can be implemented to
meet the stated project purpose and need.

EPA agreed to be a cooperating agency in the development of the DEIS, A cooperating
agency is an organization, other than the lcad ageney, which has jurisdiction by law or with

Intamet Address (UAL) - itp:/Avww.gpo,gov/arh 1 18
Racyclou/Rucyclable - Prinled win Vegotable Qi Based Inks on Recyelad Paper (Minimum 30% Postoonsumer)

APR-BE-2085 B3:13PM  FAX: ID: TOLLWAY AUTHORITY PRGE: B2 R=94%
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2

spexial expertise with respect to environmental imnpacts due to a major Federal action that would
affect the quality of the human environment The EPA has special expertise in the areas of
NEPA, Clean Air Act conformity, and Section 404 of the Clean Water Act for the disposal of
dredged or fill material. EPA’s participation as a cooperating agency provided our agency the
coordination opportunitics and capacity to cormment early in the devclopmental stages of the
DEIS and thus contributed to the development of environmentally aceeptable altematives and a
full disclosure EIS.

EPA rates the DEIS as "LO," i.e., EPA has "Lack of Objection to the implementation of
the Trinity Parkway project.” EPA has some comments to offer on wetland and air quality
impacts and asks that these comments be addressed and responded to in the Final EIS. Our
detailed cornments are enolosed to complement and to more fully ensure compliance with the
requirements of NEPA and the Council on Enviranmental Quality (CEQ) regulations.

Owr classification will be published in the Federal Register according 1o our responsibility
under Scction 309 of the Clean Air Act to inform the public of our views on proposed Federal
aclions. If you have any questions, please contact Mike Jansky of my staff at (214) 665-7451 or

by e-mail at jansky.michacl@icpa.cov for essistance,

EPA appreciates the opportunity to review the DEIS. Please scad our office five copies
of the FEIS when it is sent to the Office of Federal Activities, FPA (Mail Code 22524), Arjel
Rios Federal Building, 1200 Penusylvania Ave, N.W., Washingtor, D.C. 20004.

Bonnie Braganza, Acting Chief

Office of Planning and
Coordination (6EN-XP)
Enclosure
APR-@8-2085 83:413PM  FAX: ID: TOLLWAY AUTHORITY PAGE:@@3 R=94%
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Air Quality

We are particularly pleased to see a robust description of the modeling process used to
determine air quality fmpacts. Also included was 2 section on urban air toxics. As this is an area
of inereasing public concem, we are glad that FHWA is beginning to incorperate this discussion
into the NEPA documents, however, we offer for your considération the following comments for
considerations:

1. ‘The project is included in the current conformity Metropolitan Transportation Plan and
comresponding Transportation [mprovement Program for the Dallas Fort Worth (DFW)
nonattainment aren; therefore, this project meets the requirement that federally-funded
transportation projects conform to the applicable State Implementation Plan (SIP). However, the
North Central Texas Council of Governments (NCTCOG) is currently performing a new
conformity analysis, to be complete by Juae 15, 2005. If this draft EIS is finalized after this date,
it is recommended (he references be updated to reflect project inclusion in the latest plan.

2. Figure 3-5, page 3-123: BPA suggests clarifying that the graph represents1-hour ozone
trends in the DFW area. For Section 4.20.3, EPA suggests the following sentence be deleted from
the second paragraph in this section; "Because the variables affecting construction emissions
(.8, type of construction vehicles, timing and phasing of construction activities, haul routes, ete.)
cannot be determined vntil the project is ready for construction, no cstimate of construction
cmissions ¢can be undertaken." This sentenes is incorreet and, in fact, other Federal agencies are
routinely required to make such estimates of construction emisslons during the environmental
documentation/general conformity process,

3. Section 7.8.2, page 7-23. For the reason listed above, EPA suggests deleting the 3
sentence from this section beginning with "Because the variable affecting construction
emissions,..."

4, Page 4-191. EPA suggests deleting the second paragriph on this page in its entirety,
beginning with " As previously discussed in this DEIS.....beneficial impact on air quality.” While
congestion reduction is typically assumed to be beneficial to air quality, this is not always the case
and project-level impacts on ozone formation are difficult to model, VOC reductions are certainly
seen with an increase in speed, but this could be offset by a resiltant increase in NOX emissions.
For this reason, and because ozone is a regiohal problem, the SIP sets arca-wide emissions
budg::s (not project-level budgets) so that the impact of the entire transportation system is
considered.

APR-EB-2095 B3:13FM  FAX: ID: TOLLMAY AUTHORITY PRGEE: B84 R=94%
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DETAILED COMMENTS
ON THE -
TRINITY PARKWAY FROM INTERSTATE HIGHWAY 35E/STATE HIGHWAY 183
TO US 175/STATE HIGHWAY 310, DALLAS COUNTY, TEXAS
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

BACKGROUND:

At the request of the City of Dallas, the North Texas Tollway Authority (NTTA) and the
Federal Highway Administration agreed to assess the viability 'of the Trinity Parkway as a toli
supported project. In consultation with the general public, elected officials and Federal, state and
regional agencies, the study team has evaluated the No Build alternative and developed and
evaluated six build alternatives; the alternatives benefits and adverse impacts are depicted and
discussed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS). The project involves
construction of & limited access, multilane highway about nine miles long from I-35E about four
miles northwest of downtown and tying into US 175 south of downtown. The highway is
designed to relieve congestion in the downtown “canyon” and “mixmaster” areas. The document
presents the No-Build and six basic alternatives:

1) Alternative 1 is the no-action alternative.

2) Alternatives 2A and 2B would follow the route of the existing Industrial and Irving
Boulevard outside (landside) of the main levees.

3) Alternatives 3A end 3B (Combined - fiverside) would follow a route along the inside
(riverside) of the levee on one side.

4) Alterpative 4 (Split - riverside) would follow a route along the insida (riverside) of both levees,
one direction on each side of the river..

5) Adternative 5 (Split - landside) would follow 2 route along the outside (landside) of both
levees, one direction on each side of the river. :

Final selection will be made by the Dallas City Council at end of the Draft EIS and Public
Hearing process, The following commonts are being offered for consideration in the finalization
of the NEPA process.

COMMENTS:
Wetlands

1. During a site visit to check the wetland delineation (jurisdictional dewermination), February
23 & 24, 2005, with the U.S, Army Corps of Engineers and the applicant, numerous ducks
(shoveler, mallard, gadwall, greenwing-tcal), shorebirds (yellowlegs), and great egrets were
observed on many shallow water-wetland complexes that were scattered along the Dallas
Floodway. Several red-tailed hawks and American kestrels were also seen. This is evidence of
significant wildlife use of the Floodway.

APR-OB-28@5 @3:14PM  FAX: ID: TOLLWAY AUTHORITY PREE:@BS R=94%
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During the site visit, it appearced that there was a significant acreage of wetlands that was
not listed on the draft wetland delineation. We understand that the delineation is being revised
and the acreage of wetlands may increase. Thus the impact acreage given on Teble 4-35 (p. 4-98)
may change. The majority (80%) of the wetlands that may be impacted on Table 4-35 are ranked
as “medium™ quality, the rest are “low” quality. The medium quality wetlands are listed as having
functions such as wildlife habitat, water quality cnbancement, flood water storage, vlc, 'We agrce
that most of these wetlands do perform significant functions.

Fram the perspective of wetland impacts, EPA would recommend either Alternative 24,
2B, or 5 be selected if they are otherwise practicable alternatives. If not practicable, other
alternatives, like 3B, may be chosen with significant unavoidable wetland impacts provided
compensatory mitigation is provided. It is likely that such mitigation could be done “onsitc”, that
is somewhere within the Dallas Floodway gince there are large areas within the Floodway where
wetlands could be created. The ¢levations of the cxisting wetlands are known from the wetland
delineation and could be used to plan created wetlands. If the correct elevations are chosen, there
is a good chance for success .

2. We recommend creating an irregular bottom contour so there will be a good interspersion
of plants and open shallow water. 'Wetlands plants from impacted areas can be used as seed
source or transplant stock, Desirable wetland planrs found in the project area include crow-foot
sedge (Carex crus-corvi) and other caric sedges, flatsedge (Cyperus species), smartweed
(Polygornom species), spikerush (Eleocharis species), switchgrass (Panicum virgatum), and water
primrose (Ludwigla peploides).

3. Ta avoid unnecessary wetland impacts during construction, staging areas and barrow areas
shou@ avoid wetlands where practicable. Heavy eguipment should avoid all wetlands not
permitted for impact. These recommendations should be added to the list of best management

practices on page 7-16.

4, This project may require authorization from the U,S. Army Corps of Engineers under
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. The “Section 404(b)(1) Guidelines” [40 CFR 230], under
which the EPA comments on praposed Section 404 permits, requires that the least
environmentally damaging practicable alternative be selected, Our recommendations are
consistent with these regulations, When we receive the public notice for the Section 404 permit
application for this project, we may make additional comments at that time.

S. From a cost perspective, the riverside build alternatives are depicted as being the least
costly. The EIS should clarify whether these costs included any related costs for future floodplain
management and mitigation that would be required for hydraulic impact to the floodway as a
result of the tollway construction.

APR-E8-2085 @3:19PM  FAX: ID: TOLLWAY AUTHORITY PAGE:BB6 R=94*%
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DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT f you would like to receive newsletter
PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT FORM nd announcements as this stu
MARCH 29, 2005 AT THE DALLAS CONVENTION CENTER rogresses, please make sure that yo

have completed an address informatio
heet. Visit the sign-in desk if you hav

Your Name: /3 7 ven £ BP’Ewen __(Please print clearly) 2Ny questions.

Your Mailing Address: lor8 5}/%% Lo .

Aﬂﬁ\‘j‘fwl TR o2

The North Texas Tollway Authority (NTTA) is seeking your comments on the proposed project. We welcome
your verbal and written comments. To be included in the project record, written comments must be submitted
to the NTTA Office on or postmarked by April 8, 2005. All comments received will be given consideration.
Please note you will not receive a direct written response to your comments or questions. Thank you for your
comments (To mail this form, fold in thirds and affix appropriate postage).

General Comments, Concerns or Suggestions (i.e., alternatives, environmental concerns, and/or significant issues)
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If you would like to receive newsletters
nd announcements as this study

rogresses, please make sure that you

ave completed an address information

heet. Visit the sign-in desk if you have]

Your Name: _CHARLES  BRINER (Please print clearly) y questions.

TRINITY PARKWAY

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT FORM

MARCH 29, 2005 AT THE DALLAS CONVENTION CENTER

Your Mailing Address: 724 cAPRI DK.
Daps \TEX 75238

The North Texas Tollway Authority (NTTA) is seeking your comments on the proposed project. We welcome
your verbal and written comments. To be included in the project record, written comments must be submitted
to the NTTA Office on or postmarked by April 8, 2005. All comments received will be given consideration.
Please note you will not receive a direct written response to your comments or questions. Thank you for your
comments (To mail this form, fold in thirds and affix appropriate postage).

General Comments, Concerns or Suggestlons (i-e., alterpatlves environmental concerns, and/or significant issues)
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land in the project area is for

s sold to the public with all the
and continues to be used to interest
| river would be to Dallas what
acting Central. Pack.

reasonably foreseeable use of most of the
ace. That is the idea that
g the bond issue election
frequent referenccs that the
gh specd road imp

The most important
various types of parks and open sp
beautiful pictures used in promotin
the public in the project. There arc
Central Park is to New York. Therc is no hi
What is the value of a park to vearby urban residents? Besides recreation, a major use will be 1o
get away from being in the city, to have some peacc and quict, to observe nature. Much of the
floodway and the forest now offer extraordinary quiet, thanks to the poise barrier effects of the
Jevee and the noise absorbing cffects of the trecs. It is one of the most peaceful places in the city

if ope is not near the existing bridges.

principal value the land should be
1e”) as shown in Table 4-43

isting noise Jevel is 42dBA (page 3-
. Certainly the noise should in no

Because the existing quietness in the floodway and forestis a
listed in category A (‘land where quiet is of extraordinary val

(FHWA Noisc Abatement Criteria) of the DEIS. Where the &

128) it should be preserved for the benefit of future park use

case be increased relatively by more than 10dBA throughout
than S6dBA on an absolute criterion basis, except where it is

In Table 4-45 of the DEIS the claim is made that there is no
of the parks listed and in other parks in the study arca. That
were to measure {hc noisc level near the river channel and 2
from any existing bridge,
the-levee, significantly higher spee
To provide some knowledge of what the noise
be, a comprehensive baseline noise study should be made.
sectional noise readings cvery few thousand feet along the
determination of where along the road noise barricrs would
would need 1o be to provide mitigation.

impacts of &

In the letter from the US EPA in Appendix Al,
assess the noisc related impacts of the proposed
with futurc land uses along the transportation corridor.” We
Charles D. Briner G bk _DHhnnn
8924 Capri Dr. o

Dallas, Texas 75238

April 6, 2005

the whole park Jand and not more
already higher tban tbat.

redicted noise impact in almost all
oes not appear accurate. If one

000 feet downstream or upstream
certainly the nojse level is much lower now than it would be if an inside-
4 road were built within 500 or 1000 feet of that same spot.

otential inside-the-levec road would

This should include complete cross-

ole corridor. This would allow

be necded and how ks high they

page 7 it surﬁes that “the DEIS should fully
action and the alernatives and its compatibility
do not believe that has been done.
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March 8, 2005
PROJE
Ms, Dianna F, Noble, P.E. cr
Texas Department of Transportetion MAR 15 2005
Environmepta} Affiirs Division WIS AL
125 E. 11th Street GEMENT
Austin, Texes 78701
Dear Ms. Noble:

Subject:  Trinity Parkway IH-3SEASH-183 to US-175/SH-310
' NRCS Reference Docursent No. 3020, Dalias County, Texas

We have reviewed the informetion provided in the Draft Envirorsmental Impact Statement for
the proposed Trinity Parkway in Dallas County, Texas. Our agency is primarily concerned
with actions that may impact important Farmland. The soils in the project arca are not
classified as Important Favinland because the ares is considered as previously converied to
urban land or on floodplains. The Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA) in CFR 658.2 (a}
excludes from the dafinition of *Farmland™ areas that contain over 30 struchures per 40 sores.
We coneur with the statement: on page 3-88 of the Deafl Enviroomental Impact Staterent
concermng Prime mnd Unique Farmland.

Thank you for the opportunity to review this Draft EIS and tesource matenials you submitted
{0 evaluate this pnject. H you have any questions, pleasc call James Greemwade at (254)-
T42-9960.

Sincerely,
IARRY;. BUTLER, Ph.D.
State Congervationist

ce: Mike Risinger, MLRA Leader Region 9/Statc Soil Scientist, NRCS, Terople, Texas
Andres Davazﬁnzy, National Environmentsl Coordinstor, Ecological Sciences Division,
NRCS, 14" and Independence Avenus SW, Washingion, DC

The Natuara! Wotokices Consertian Suvior Jwovite Jeadershiss in 3 ;i
N 4 Vareenshin sflon w el peopie:
rrerve, MATTUNA, il imvprove cur satural resources. amd .'M:;‘".':U

An Equat Spporumity Provider srd Employer
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TRINITY PARKWAY IMPORTANT

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT f you would like to receive newslette
PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT FORM nd announcements as this stud
MARCH 29, 2005 AT THE DALLAS CONVENTION CENTER progresses, please make sure that yo

have completed an address informatio
heet. Visit the sign-in desk if you hav

Your Name: C h & S+OTM\ el Cam P‘Géjf (Please print clearly) ny questions.
Your Mailing Address: 1444 OaleLawm fhve - Sk.loo |
D@Mczs , [€vas 75207

The North Texas Tollway Authority (NTTA) is seeking your comments on the proposed project. We welcome
your verbal and written comments. To be included in the project record, written comments must be submitted
to the NTTA Office on or postmarked by April 8, 2005. All comments received will be given consideration.
Please note you will not receive a direct written response to your comments or questions. Thank you for your
comments (To mail this form, fold in thirds and affix appropriate postage).

General Comments, Concerns or Suggestions (i.e., alternatives, environmental concerns, and/or significant issues)
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TRINITY PARKWAY IMPORTANT

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT if you would like to receive newsletter
PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT FORM nd announcements as this stud
MARCH 29, 2005 AT THE DALLAS CONVENTION CENTER progresses, please make sure that yo

ave completed an address informatio
heet. Visit the sign-in desk if you hav

Your Name: J\/}:‘d U M’MW W _(Please print clearly)  [AnY questions.

Your Mailing Address: 32! “JREES De.
Ceodar lw[ra/ [ 7; 7¢7§C/

The North Texas Tollway Authority (NTTA) is seeking your comments on the proposed project. We welcome
your verbal and written comments. To be included in the project record, written comments must be submitted
to the NTTA Office on or postmarked by April 8, 2005. All comments received will be given consideration.
Please note you will not receive a direct written response to your comments or questions. Thank you for your
comments (To mail this form, fold in thirds and affix appropriate postage).

General Comments, Concerns or Suggestions (i.e., alternatives, environmental concerns, and/or significant issues)

WoRE  [whemadiow 80 Berse Seedion)
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TRINITY PARKWAY IMPORTANT

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT If you would like to receive newsletters|
PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT FORM nd announcements as this study
MARCH 29, 2005 AT THE DALLAS CONVENTION CENTER progresses, please make sure that you

ave completed an address information
heet. Visit the sign-in desk if you havel
Your Name: 31311‘4 Clal (Please print clearly) Y questions.
CL\H Ecpg Deo Cipq. T!?.C-l&- i
Your Mailing Address:

1912 Shuwawl OsiC
:ﬁ'vle Jzx

The North Texas Tollway Authority (NTTA) is seeking your comments on the proposed project. We welcome
your verbal and written comments. To be included in the project record, written comments must be submitted
to the NTTA Office on or postmarked by April 8, 2005. All comments received will be given consideration.
Please note you will not receive a direct written response to your comments or questions. Thank you for your
comments (To mail this form, fold in thirds and affix appropriate postage).

General Comments, Concerns or Suggestions (i.e., alternatives, environmental concerns, and/or significant issues)
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s 13 IMPORTANT

TRINITY PARKWAY : .

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT If you would like to receive newsletter
PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT FORM nd announcements as this stud
MARCH 29, 2005 AT THE DALLAS CONVENTION CENTER progresses, please make sure that yol

ave completed an address informatiol
heet. Visit the sign-in desk if you hav

Your Name: N D QP&' CZ( C’,'ML __(Please print clearly) ny questions.
Your Mailing Address: (022 Huis

Dulogs Tx 152211

The North Texas Tollway Authority (NTTA) is seeking your comments on the proposed project. We welcome
your verbal and written comments. To be included in the project record, written comments must be submitted
to the NTTA Office on or postmarked by April 8, 2005. All comments received will be given consideration.
Please note you will not receive a direct written response to your comments or questions. Thank you for your
comments (To mail this form, fold in thirds and affix appropriate postage).

General Comments, Concerns or Suggestions (i.e., alternatives, environmental concerns, and/or significant issues)
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TRINITY PARKWAY IMPORTANT

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT If you would like to receive newsletter
PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT FORM and announcements as this stud
MARCH 29, 2005 AT THE DALLAS CONVENTION CENTER rogresses, please make sure that yo

ave completed an address informatio
heet. Visit the sign-in desk if you hav

Your Name: _—/ / )/ DAALBE L, (Please print clearly) [Ny questions.
Your Mailing Address: o419 /g:ﬁ't{)f A Cpz De.
/ Rdﬁﬁvﬂj Tv. F5227-924(

The North Texas Tollway Authority (NTTA) is seeking your comments on the proposed project. We welcome
your verbal and written comments. To be included in the project record, written comments must be submitted
to the NTTA Office on or postmarked by April 8, 2005. All comments received will be given consideration.
Please note you will not receive a direct written response to your comments or questions. Thank you for your
comments (To mail this form, fold in thirds and affix appropriate postage).

General Comments, Concerns or Suggestions (i.e., alternatives, environmental concerns, and/or significant issues)
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Councilman Leo Chaney
Dallas City Council

City of Dallas

1500 Marilla

Dallas, Texas 75202

Dear Councilman Chaney:

I wish 1o advise you of my recommendations for Dallas City Council’s upcoming
decision on the Trinity Parkway. As Co-Chairperson of the Connectional Alliance
Neighbors Together, I am concemed about the impact of the project on the South
Dallas/Fair Park community.

The Trinity Parkway is a transportation project of regional importance that will address
congestion near downtown Dallas. All routes being considered by Dallas City Council
will begin at the US-175/SH-310 interchange and extend to the IH-35E/SH-183
interchange. Regardless of the route of the road in the central part of the corridor, the
South Dallas/Fair Park community will bear a disproportionate share of the adverse
impacts of the project. Some of the potential impacts of the Trinity Parkway on this
community include noise impacts, visual intrusion and the relocation of residents and
businesses. These adverse effects will occur in a community already burdened with a
disproportionate share of road facilities that have generated negative economic and
environmental impacts.

On April 13, 1 urge you to support the Riverside — South Alignment Ending Option. This
ending option doesn’t divide the community in the way that the Industrial — South
Alignment Ending Option, which is elevated, does. In addition, please support the 3B
alignment option for the central part of the corridor.

Because of the impacts of the Trinity Parkway on the South Dallas/Fair Park area, 1
further encourage you to support the following:

1)} Construct the Trinity Parkway as an at-grade roadway from south of Martin
Luther King to US-175.

2) Depress the Trinity Parkway lanes as they cross Lamar Street in order to reduce
visibility of the road from the adjacent neighborhood and reduce noise impacts.

3) Request that a mitigation and enhancement plan be conducted to make certain
that the highest level of urban design, and not NTTA’s minimum standards for
enhancements, go into the design and construction of the road south of Martin
Luther King. The study must be conducted with extensive public involvement

from the South Dallas/Fair Park community.,
' RECEIVED )
APR 0 4 2005

NORTH TEXAS TOLLWAY
AUTHORITY
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4) Conduct upgrades and enhancements to nearby transportation corridors at the
same time of the Trinity Parkway construction in order to reduce the impact of
another new roadway.

5) Conduct further study to ensure better road access for the community than that
proposed by NTTA.

6) To ensure the community benefits from the project, take steps to facilitate that
South Dallag/Fair Park residents receive the training to be included in the road’s
construction, and provided a fair sharc of the construction jobs generatcd by the
project. Request that NTTA survey transportation providers nationwide for
model employment and training agreements, and share those agrccments with
you,

7) Evaluate the impact of 6 lanes north of Continental and 4 lanes south to US-175
on future congestion and economic development opportunities for South Dallas
communities.

8) Request that the NTTA immediately begin a series of public meetings in the
South Dallas/Fair Park community in order to provide information to residents
and solicit more input on the project. Residents must receive notice of these
meetings, which should be held in various locations in the community.

Thank you for your help. 1 will also make this request for other elected officials who
represent the South Dallas/Fair Park community to support these concemns.

Respectfully yours,

Carolyn Davis

c¢: Congresswoman Eddie Bernice Johnson
US Senate John Cornyn
State Senator Royce West
State Representative Terri Hodge
County Commissioner John Wiley Price
Christopher Anderson, North Texas Tollway Authority
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25 March 2005

NITA

P.O. Box 260729

Plano, TX 75026

Attn: Mr. Christopher Anderson.
Dear Mr Anderson,

Regarding the Draft Environmental Inspact Statement of the Trinity Parkway, please
extend the comment period beyond the Friday, April 8, 2005 deadline.

This document is over 800 pages in length. The present deadline does not allow sufficient
time to study the document's contents properly and prepare an adequate response,

RESpectﬁlg. M

James D. Flood

RECEIVED
MAR 2 8 2005

NORTH TEXAS TOLLWAY
AUTHORITY
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TRINITY PARKWAY IMPORTANT

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT if you would like to receive newslette
PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT FORM nd announcements as this s
MARCH 29, 2005 AT THE DALLAS CONVENTION CENTER rogresses, please make sure that yo

ave completed an address informatio
heet. Visit the sign-in desk if you hav

Your Name: ‘j;n\«, FLOOI) (Please print clearly) @Y questions.
Your Mailing Address: 22 S, A, p/‘ -
Daflas T 7827756

The North Texas Tollway Authority (NTTA) is seeking your comments on the proposed project. We welcome
your verbal and written comments. To be included in the project record, written comments must be submitted
to the NTTA Office on or postmarked by April 8, 2005. All comments received will be given consideration.
Please note you will not receive a direct written response to your comments or questions. Thank you for your
comments (To mail this form, fold in thirds and affix appropriate postage).

General Comments, Concerns or Suggestions (i.e., alternatives, environmental concerns, and/or significant issues)

. Plesse e/ W/WM

7. ?M To e tiltome méga"?’;:* /lﬁxﬂﬁ‘a&é
bt —
'JLULI Mo /_i%wk% S s P Tered
OCIR/ T INR

TRINITY PARKWAY Appendix G-5 / Page 63



OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR

e e Tuesday, May 7, 20035
AWCE PRREY
SOVERNOR

5
Dianna F. Noble, P.E. - Dir of Environmental Affs.
Texas Departraent of Transportation

125 £ 11th Street :w.t’,_;".,mg;;fm;, oy
Austin, TX 78701 SIS

RE: TX-R-20050211-0003-5¢

EiS - Trinity Pkwy: TH3SE/SH183 to US 175/SH3 10 (Daflas County)
TDrear Ms. Moble:

Your application for assistance referenced above has been reviewed. The conuments received are stmmnarized
below.

The subject Environmenial Impact Staternent was submitted to the following for the completion of the State of
Texas stergovemmental review process ander federal Executive Order 12372 and the Texas Administrative
Code: Texas Historical Commmission, Texas Parks and Wildlife Departrnent, Texas Cosunission on
Environmentat Quality, Texas Department of Agricubture, Texas Department of Housing and Cormyrienity Affairs,
and the North Central Texas Council of Governments,

A “no comment,” was received from the Texas Historical Commission. To date, ne other comments have been
received. No other substantive comments were received.

We appreciate the opportunity to review your proposat, Please let me know if we can be of further assistance.

Sineerely,
s

Denise 5. Francis, State Single Point of Contact
DSE/dsi

¢¢: Texas Departenent of Fransportation

Posr e Bose 12428 Acsee Fros PR71T R2Ea03- 20 o Va3 L Tur Reiay Seies
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Poden,
TEXAS COMMITTEE ON NATURAL RESOURCES

; V ‘ 4144 COCHRAN CHAFPEL ROAD
Q DALLAS, TEXAS 75209
(214) 3528370
NTTA
P.O. Box 260729

Plano, TX 75026

Attn; Mr. Christopher Anderson
Dear Mr. Anderson:

Since 1 was unable to attend the March 29 Public Hearing on the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement conceming the Alternatives for the proposed

tollway along the Trinity River, I have enclosed comments re these Alternatives.

Please see that these comments are entered in the Public Hearing record.

Thank you,

Ee DA

Edward C. Fritz

ECFedf
Cc:  Janice Bezanson

RECEIVED
MAR 3 1 2003
{ NCRTH TEXAS TOLLWAY
A AUTHORITY

TRINITY
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TEXAS COMMITTEE ON NATURAL RESOURCES
4144 COCHRAN CHAPEL ROAD
DALLAS, TEXAS 75209
(214) 3528370

Do Not Allow a Road To Be Built
Between the Levees of the Trinity River
By Edward C. Fritz
March 29, 2005

In the entire world, there is no road between the levees alongside a river or stream. The
reason is that such a road would reduce any walking and natural life of the river area by humans
and animals, and would reduce the available plants and trees. A toll road between levees would
cause noise, air pollution and other problems over a wide stretch of the river.

In Boston, Massachusetts, city officials created a tunnel under the river for automobiles,
leaving the river and its sides free from cars, but even that action has problems.

fn Dallas, the Trinity River between the levees can be enjoyable for human and animal
presence if a road is placed outside the existing levees, as a road already exists, and could be
made wider on Industrial Boulevard outside the proposed levees. The dollar amount for such a
road could be increased by another vote. Under either condition, another vote may be necessary.

Those who want to build a road between the levees now want to build it much higher, so
it will not be flooded. This would make it even more harmful to walkers and animals, as well as
more costly. A road outside the levees would not need to be built up like that.

If a new road is needed, it should be outside the levees. That would leave the area inside
the levees good for walking and for animals, plants, and trees. Dallas citizens and citizens
outside Dallas, could finally enjoy walking and meeting near the river at all seasons that are not
too rainy. The Trinity in Dallas is great. It should be saved for the citizens and for the animals

and plants that have lived there. A road should not be built inside the Trinity levees.
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o s RECEVEE PRoyggy
Larry R. Soward, Commissioner JUN 03 2005 N g ; 2005
Glenn Shankle, Executive Director i yosd JT-ENV NAG EMENT
TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
Protecting Yexas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution 6@[_\
May 26, 2005 val

4
1

Ms. Dianna F. Woble, P.E.

Director, Environmental Affairs Division
Texas Department of Transportation

125 East 11" Street

Austin, Texas 787012483

Re: Trinity Patkway Draft Environmental Statement

Dear Ms-Mobit:

The staff of the Air Quality Planning and Implementation Division has reviewed the air quality
_sections of the nvironme; d Section 4(f) Evaluation for Trinit

Parkway From [H-35E/SH-183 TOUS-175/8H-310, Dallas Co Texas(FHWA-TX-EIS-02-02-
D). The air quality analysis was detailed and complete and was found to be sufficient.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment and if you have any questions, please contact Mr. Ken
Gathright of my staff at $12-239-6458 or kgathrig{@tceq.state.tx.vs.

Sincerely,

Condn

Candice Garrett, Director
Air Quality Planning & Implementation Division

P.0. Box 13087 Austin, Texas TAT11-3087 *#  S512/239-1000 *  Internet address: www.lceq.state tx.us
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RINITY PARKWAY
. DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
"~ PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT FORM
MARCH 29, 2005 AT THE DALLAS CONVENTION CENTER
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The North Texas Tollway Authority (NTTA) is seeking your comme hts on the proposed projeth
your verbal and written comments. To be included in the project record, written comments must be submitted
to the NTTA Office on or postmarked by April 8, 2005. All comments received will be given consideratian.
Please note you will not receive a direct written response to your comments or questions. Thank you for your
comments (To mail this form, fold in thirds and affix appropriate pos|rage).

General Comments, Concerns or Suggestions (i.e., altematives, environmental cancerns, andfor significant issues)
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TRINITY PARKWAY

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT FORM

MARCH 29, 2005 AT THE DALLAS CONVENTION CENTER
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T Tollway Authority (NTTA) is seeking your comments on the pr?:‘puset#project‘ elcome
your verbal and written comments. o be included in the project record, written comments must be submitted
to the NTTA Oifice on or postmarked by April 8, 2005. All comments received will be given consideration.
Please note you will not receive a direct written response to your c:omments or questions. Thank you for your
comments (To mall this form, fold in thirds and affix appropriate postage).

General Comments, Concerns or Suggestions (i.e., altamatives, Anvironmental concerns, and/or significant issues)
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Gold Metal Recyclers, Ltd.

Rebecca Dugger, Director
Trinity River Project Office
1500 Marilla, Room 6BS
Dallas, Texas 75201

On April 13, 2005, the City Council will vote on the locally preferred — -
alignment option for the Trinity Parkway. Council will also choose the
southern ending option for the proposed roadway. On the Industrial
Alternative — South Alignment ending option, the freeway will go down
Lamar Street and Industrial Boulevard. On the River Alternative — South
Alignment ending option, the road will go along the levee.

There are obvious reasons why the Industrial Alternative — South Alignment
ending option should be not be chosen. This option will have a negative
impact on the adjoining neighborhoods and businesses. Homes, churches
and businesses will be displaced. Also being next to the highway, there will

be a nolse factor and visual problems for the homes.

The highway going along the levee will not have as great an impact on
businesses or homes along Lamar and Industrial.  Also, purchasing
businesses along Lamar and Industrial will be much more expensive than
| purchasing property for the highway along the levee.

I hope the above facts will help you decide mot to choose the Industrial
Alternative — South ending option, and to select the River Alternative —
South Alignment ending option for the Trinity Parkway.

Sincerely,

B

Bob Goldberg

APR-@8-2805 B9:81AM FAX:i214 678 3226 ID: TOLLWAY AUTHDORITY PAGE:@@z R=95%
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David B. Geay
9432 Viewside D,
Dallas, Texas 75231
April 6, 2005
NTTA
P.O. Box 260725
Plano, TX 75026

Attn: Mr, Chnistopher Anderson.

Please ¢xtend the cormnment period for the Draft Environmental Tmpact Statement of the
Trinity Parkway beyond the Friday, April 8, 2003, deadline. The time allotted for the
public review was less than usual to begin with,

The docement is over 800 pages in length, and T am unable to complete 2 fill reading of
this document before the deadlive. 1 need to study the décurnent's contents properly in
order to prepare an adequate response,

The EIS public review is an important and legally required step in asscssing the mipacts
of a large public project. A thorough review by all intcrested parties is an integral part of
this procoss,

pectfully submitted,
/ WWQ/ oS dpr&

David Gray

Q
N
_ BN
B RECER =SS~ )
i 3 =VED) 4
APR 2005 g APR I 1205 | §
% Cimspo) o
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TRINITY PARKWAY IMPORTANT

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT f you would like to receive newsletters;
PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT FORM nd announcements as this study
MARCH 29, 2005 AT THE DALLAS CONVENTION CENTER rogresses, please make sure that you

ave completed an address information
heet. Visit the sign-in desk if you have

Your Name: M'\KQ/ G\Keef\ WOOD _(Please print clearly) [Ny questions.
Your Mailing A&dress: 300 So. Sant powd. et
Ru - §-12b
Dallas, 7* 15201

The North Texas Tollway Authority (NTTA) is seeking your comments on the proposed project. We welcome
your verbal and written comments. To be included in the project record, written comments must be submitted
to the NTTA Office on or postmarked by April 8, 2005. All comments received will be given consideration.
Please note you will not receive a direct written response to your comments or questions. Thank you for your
comments (To mail this form, fold in thirds and affix appropriate postage).

General Comments, Concerns or Suggestions (i.e., alternatives, environmental concerns, and/or significant issues)
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TRINITY PARKWAY IMPORTANT

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT If you would like to receive newsletters|
PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT FORM nd announcements as this study]
MARCH 29, 2005 AT THE DALLAS CONVENTION CENTER rogresses, please make sure that you

ave completed an address information|
heet. Visit the sign-in desk if you havey

Your Name: %wu... m (Please print clearly) ny questions.
Your Mailing Address: MA szﬁ;u ME
QO Mawnr St ST A
Ralles Ty 75903,

The North Texas Tollway Authority (NTTA) is seeking your comments on the proposed project. We welcome
your verbal and written comments. To be included in the project record, written comments must be submitted
to the NTTA Office on or postmarked by April 8, 2005. All comments received will be given consideration.
Please note you will not receive a direct written response to your comments or questions. Thank you for your
comments (To mail this form, fold in thirds and affix appropriate postage).

General Comments, Concerns or Suggestions (i.e., alternatives, environmental concerns, and/or significant issues)
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Dallas
ifjzens ,
ouncil

Suite 6212
Dallas, Texas 75202 March 29, 2005

Phone 214-653-1031
Fax 214-T48-7338

;:ﬂ::: Agather Christopher Anderson
Chabirian” Director of Planning
North Texas Tollway Authority

B P. 0. Box 260729

26
s Plano, Texas 750
Immediate Past Chairman

Dear Mr. Anderson:

Donna D. Halstead

President

I support the 3b alignment for the Trinity Parkway. In other words, I support a
Directors parkway alignment that has all lanes on the downtown side or the river with six lanes
Joel T. Allison from State Highway 183 to Continental and four lanes from Continental to State
David W. Biegler Highway 175. I also support widening the four lane section to six lanes in 2025 if the
RS W Dechuic traffic demand justifies it.
Thomas M. Dunning
Thomas J. Engibous " : . .
Linda W, Hart The need for this reliever route is apparent. Anyone who regularly drives on
Frederick B. Hegi, Ir Stemmons knows that rush hour is several hours long. Rush hour is defined as an
I":‘:ﬂi“:"‘;" i average speed of 20 miles per hour or less. In the foreseeable future, rush hour will be
o rerm‘. f: eight hours long.
John Field Scovell
John L. Ware The Trinity River Project has three main components: flood protection, recreation, and
T Michzel Wikson traffic improvements. The Balanced Vision Plan outlines steps to be taken to make

these three components compatible. The 3b alignment is consistent with this Plan and
is necessary if we are going to implement the Plan.

The Dallas Citizens Council has been a partner in the development of this project
since its approval by the voters in 1998. The very life of our downtown depends upon
the projects included in the Balance Vision Plan. The floodway protection and
reliever route are critical to our tax base and the economic health of downtown. Our
citizens have committed significant local funds to this project because they clearly
understand the importance of this project to the whole community. The development
of the reliever route is a critical element of this project and we urge you to approve the
alignment supported by the majority of the citizens of Dallas, the 3B alignment. By
doing so, you will have earned the gratitude of generations of Dallasites yet unborn.

Sincerely,

Donna Halstead
President
Dallas Citizens Council
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April 27, 2005

M. Christopher Anderson
North Texas Tollway Authority
P.O. Box 260729

Plane, TX 75026

RE: Proposed Trinity Parkway: From TH-35/8H-183 to US-175/8H-310
(Dallas County, FHWA-TX-EIS-02-02-D, C5J 0918-45-121)

Dear Mr, Anderson;

Thank you for providing the Quarterly Status Report (January 2005 through
Match 2005} and Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the proposcd
project referenced above, The Texas Parks and Wildlife Department (TPWD) has
been given the opportunity to review and comment on the impact of the proposed
project on fish and wildlife resources.

TPWD provided comments on the DEIS in a letter dated March 18, 2005,
addressed to Denise 8. Francis, State Single Point of Contact, Governor’s Office
of Budget, Planning, and Policy. Tlease refer to the attached copy of our response
Ictter to obtain TPWD comments regarding this project.  Tf you have any
qucstions, please contact me at (903) 675-4447,

Sincerely,

Ol i

Karen B, Hardin
Wildlife Habitat Assessment Program
Wildlife Divizion

kbh:10976 (10950) RECE:‘?VED
Attachment APR 79255
P A,
NORTH TEXAS TOLLWAY
AUTHORITY

o manage and conserve the natural and culiural resonrces of Yexas and o pravide banting, fishing
and putdoor recreation apporiasitles for ke use and enjoynont of present and future penerations.

TRINITY PARKWAY
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March 18, 2005

Ms. Denise $ Francis

State Singie Point of Contact

Goverpor's Office of Budget, Planning & Policy
£.0. Box 12428

Austin, TX 78711

RE:  Proposed Trinity Purkway: From JH-35/SH-183 to US-175/SH-310
{Bxallas County, FHWA.TX-EIS-02-02-D, CSJ 0918-45-121)

Dear Ms. Fruncis:

Thank you for providing the Draft Environmental fmpact Statement {DEIS) [or
the proposed urbsn toll road project located southwest of the Dallas Central
Business District in the City of Dallas. Land use/land cover within the study area
of the project is dominated by the Trinity River/Dallas Floodway, though also
inchudes residential neighborhoods and commercial/industrial areas.

The Nerth Texas Tollway Authority (NTTA) proposes to dusign, construct,
operate, and maintain a limited-aceess toll facility for a distance of approximately
Y miles us needed to provide a relief route around the existing freeway loop
encircling downtown Dallas.  The project would consist of 4-6 mixed-flow main
lanes, local street interchanges, and freeway-to-frceway interchanges at the north
termings, soath terminus, Woodall Rodgers Freeway, and H-45, Additional
imterchiange vonnections are included, but viry among the build aiteratives
considercd in the DEIS. No finsl reconuncndation for a preferred alternative was
presented in the DEIS, and NTTA is awaiting public amd agency convment prior to
recommending a2 preforred alternative in the Final Environmental Impact
Staterment (FEIS).

The City of Dallas promotes multi-objective management of the Dallas Floodway
and Trinity Raver commidor with goals and objectives relating to Hood control,
transportation, recreation, cconomlic developmont, and environmental restoration.
Numerous planning efforts by local, state, and federal agencies have resulted in
plans for multi-use fecilitics within the Trinity Comider/Dullas  Floodway
inchading park and recrcational facilities, lakes, a chain of wetlands, the Trinity
Parkway (proposcd action), floodway and levee extensions, and additional
parkland to preserve existing furest and creatc an wrban park of over 6,000
mnterconnected acres, Many of these features are progosed within the study area
of the proposcd project. I a preferred altermative for the Trinity Parkway is

To mnnage und conrserse e naiwral pad ciftural rexources of Tevds apd to provide hiniing, fishing
aad autdoor recreation appovtunilies for the nse and exwjuyment of present and fofure gencrations.
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Penise Francis
Page 2
March 18, 2005

identified within the Dallas Floodway, additivnal National Environmental Policy
Act (NEPA) documentation would be developed to address flood control and
recreational improvements that would be integrated into the project s a result of
interageney coordination with the City of Dallas and the USACE,

Six build altcrnatives and a no-build alternative were considered for the project,

»  Alternative } No-build

» Alternative 2A - Irving/Industrisl Boulevard Elevated:  Tnvolves
construction of an elevated facility above existing city streets and will
follow Trving/lndustrial Boulevard for 5.6 miles, a new alignment for 1.2
miles, and Lamar Street for the remainder of the project.  This facility
would be located in a commercial arca northeast of the Tiinity River and
floodway.

»  Alternutive 2B — brvinp/Industrial Boulev t-Girade:  Involves
construction of an at-grade facility foHowing (he same route as Allepnative
2A, though the existing Erving/Industrial Boulevard and Lamar Street
would be replaced us access/frontage roads to the toll facility,

» Altgmative 3A — Combined Parkway/Riverside Original:  Tnvolves
construction of un at-grade facility placed within the floodway between the
cast leves and the Tronity River for 5.6 miles. The remainder of the
roadway will be located on the landside of the levee and will typically be
elevated over a commercial area while making connections at the north
and seuth termin,

s  Alterpative 3B — Combined Parkway/Riverside Modified: Involves
constriction of an at-pgrade facility similar to Altermative JA, though
includes deletion and modification of some ramps. This alternative has
reduced ramp intrusion in the floodway area,

Altcrnative 4 — Split ParkwawRiverside: Involves construction of an al-
grade facility with nortbbound mainlanes placed within the floodway
between the eust levee and the Trinity River and the southbound mainfanes
placed within the floodway between the west fovee and the Trinity River
for 4.2 miles of the proposed roadway within the floodway. The
remainder of the roadway has a combined confliguration {(no split) and will
exhibit efevated and at-grade portions while making connections at the
north and south formind,

«  Alternative § - Split Parkwav/Landside; Involves construction of an at-
grade facility similur to Altermnative 4, though the mainlanes will be placed
direcily landside (outside} of the Ievees, rather than within the floodway.

The build altematives wouid require acquisition of new righi-of-way (ROW).
Alternative 2A, 213, 3A, 3B, 4 and 5 will require approximately 252.5, 342.3,
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Denise Francis
Page 3
March 18, 2005

393.1, 393.5, 495.2, nnd 393.6 acres, respectively. Alternatives 3A, 3B, 4, and 5
will requirc ROW acquisition at 171, 152, 205, and 14 acres, respectively, from
within the Trinity River Greenbelt Park. Other parks and recreational areas in the
vicinity of the Alternatives may experience proximily effects, visual intrusion, and
noise impacty, though no ROW will be scquired within these existing or future
parks (Sleepy Hollow Park, Oak CHff Founders Park, Moore ark, and Great
Trinity Forest Park).

As described in the DEIS, the upland grassland community in the study arca
comprises the majority of the land within the Dalius Floodway and consisis of
Johnson grass, Bermuda grass, vinemesquite, brown-cyed susan, goldentod, and
ragweed, This Aood control parkland area is mowed semi-annually by the City of
Dallas as part of the floodway maintenance plan. Withio the Dallas Floodway are
also scattered wetland depressions, trecs along the river chagpel, and trees
scattered within the floodway. Riparian bottomland forests exist within the arca
adjacent to the Trinity River just downstream of the Dallas Floodway. The
riparian bottomiand forest consigis of mixed sccondary/mature growth vegetation
composcd predominantly of secondary growth tree species, such as hackberry,
American elm, and cedar ¢lm, ranping from 6-8 inches dbh, Mature pecan, red
oak, mulbetrry, and bur vak are scattered throughout the forested arca. Along the
river are several coltonwood and black willow ranging from 24-36 inches dbh.
Understory vegetation inchide ragweed, Virgima wildrye, poison ivy, swamp
privet, and box clder saplings. The remaining vegetation within the study arca
consists of landscaping associated with comnmercial, industrial, and residentéal
areas,

Impacts to wetlands and Waters of the U.S. are greatest {155, 155, and 153 acres)
for Alternatives 3A, 3B, and 4, whereas impacts are much less (0, <3, and <6
ucres) for Altematives 24, 2B, and 5, All build alternatives would impact 7 acres
of woodlands considered as high-quality wildlife habitat. The impacts will be
associated with the U.S. Ammy Corps of Engincers (USACE) Datlas Floedway
Extension {DFE} Lamar Leves construction.  Alternatives 3A, 3B, and 4 would
impact 121, 121, and 220 acres of the maintained grassland habitat within the
Dallag Floodway,

The DEIS describes numerous mitigation measurcs as commitments made by the
NTTA and the City of Dallas and stutes that the Federal Highway Administration
(FHWA) Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOTYNTTA and the City of
Dallas have the responsibility to ensure the mitigation and cahuncement teasures
commiited to in the environmental document are completed satisfactonly. Those
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Denise Francis
Page 4
March 18, 2005

mitigation measures committed 1o in the DEIS that apply to fish and wildhife
resources include;

* 3 construction oversight and cnvironmental monitoring program to ensure
environmental commitments arc met and measures arc  properly
implemented during construction,

» a visual impact mitigation plan created to aveid and minimize loss of
shrubs, trees, and other vegetation and includes plans for retaining wally
where cut or fill slopes would result in cxcessive vegetative disturbance
and plans for tree enhancement that indicate where to plant trees, the
replacement ratio, tree sive, type, and planting technigue,

» minimizing temporary dnpacts to vegetation by marking the location aud
boundaries of construction and identifying arcas te be avoided during pro-
censtruction meetings,

«  are-vegetation plan specifying the areas to be re-vegetated and the specics
to be planted. Consultation with wildlife and land managoment agencies
will specify the use of species native to the project arca for habitat quality
cnhancement. The plan would also have a specific provision that stands of
riparian hardwoods alTected by the project would be replaced by replanting
similar species along the Trinity River and that all riparian habitat lost to
construction would be replaced wilhin the peneral study urea in accordance
with the City of Dallas Vegetation Ordinance,

+ aplan to avoid and minimize effects to threatened and endangered species
and impacts to other wildlife. An interior least temn survey in colluboration
with the .S, Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) prior 1o construction
will be condugted 1o determine presence o the project ares and would alse
serve to determine the presence of other spegies that may require spectal
treatment. The locations of nest areas and roost sites would be flagged for
avoidince,

» a wetland mitigation plan developed in accordance with the USACE and
USFWS will quantify the project impacts and mitigation requirements,
will desipnute the location of replacement wetlands, and will dotermine the
methods ta restore impacted wetlands, and

* a Stonm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SW3P) will be prepared to
minimize impacts to water quality,

The DEIS mentions mitigation recommendations that may be considered for the
project. Recommendations mentioncd to improve acsthetics that may benefit fish
and wildlife habitat include using nutive landscaping aleng the ROW and
relocating or incorporating existing trees into the highway design instead of tree
removal.  Recommendations mentioned to minimize impacts to wildlife and
vegetation resources include feneing fhe construction zone to limit impacts
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Denise Francis
Pape 5
March 18, 2005

outside of the project area, fencing trees and shrubs during censtruction, trimming
trees rather than removing them, replacing trees that are removed, and using
temporary and permanent crosion control that includes re-vegetation with mative
grasses and shrubs.

Although the DEIS states that for this project TXDOT will consider mitigaion for
bottomland hardwoods and riparian fosses, the DEIS deseribes the hackberry-eim
series that exists in the project area as being securc, globally and in the state, and
therefore, recomunends that non-regulatory mitigation should not be required. The
DEIS does offer mitigation measurcs 1v be cotsidered for impacts to wildlife
because of potential habitat fragmentation and reduction in wildlife habitat
connectivity as a result of the project.  Thess measures include acquisition of
replaccment habitat of comparable biological valucs; protective measures tor
existing or acquired lands such as fencing, bammers, and sigas; creation of
replacement habitat by conversion of less sensitive upland habitat into wetlands
by excavation and planting; contribution to a witipation bank; minimizing the
crossing of flowing stremms and utilizing bridge spans to the greatest extent to
minimize tmpects on ripatian and squalic commaniiies, using bridge spans to act
as wildlife comidors, allowing unrestricted movement of wildlifc; fencing
dungerous wildlife crossings to divert wildlife through wooded areas along the
ROW to culverts or bridge spans where crossings can be more safely made;
limiting the use of herbivides and other chemicals for ROW maintenance; and
scheduling mowing for ROW maintensnce to facilitate the natural resceding of
ipdigenous spring and autumnal herbaceous communities,

Texas Parks and Wildlife Department (TPWD) offers the following comments
concerning this project. In accordance with Provision (YA Xi) of the TxDOT-
TPWD Memorundum of Undurstanding (MOU) and the Memorandum of
Agreement (MOA), the boltivmland hardwood habitat is considered a “special
habitat feature™ and the riparizn vegetation constitutes “unusual vegetation™.
Non-regulatory mitigation for loss of any of the bottomland hardwood and
viparian habitat impacted by the project should occur at a onec-tu-one mutio.
Although the hackborry-elm series is designated as being secure, globully and in
the state, according to Plant Communities of Texas (Series Level), the upland
woodhund and riparian habitats within this urban sctiing are valuable resources for
wildlife providing a natural refuge in an area that has been dramatically altered hy
development. Loss of waoded habitat will potentially impact wildlile at a Joval
level. The re-vegetation plan cormmitted w0 in the DEIS mentions the special
provisions to plant similar species of the impacted riparian habitat within the
study urea along the Trinity River. Upland weodlands, riparian habitats, and
bottemlund hardwood arcas nced to be included in the caleulation of the area of

Appendix G-5 / Page 80 TRINITY PARKWAY



APR-29-PA05 18:11 FROM: TOLLKAY ALTHORITY 21452896826 TO: 2142731307 P.BS

Denise Francis
Page 6
March 18, 2005

wildlife habitat affected, and TPWD would like to be involved in the development
of the re-vegetation plan. Planting a varisty of mast-producing tree and shrub
speeies beneficial to wildlifo is encouraged. To enhance native grasscs available
to wildlifc in the project area, TPWD recommends that Bermuda grass and other
non-native species be avoided to the extent possible in reseeding efforts within the
ROW, though TPWD understands that slopes may require certain grasses to
control crosion. The mitigation measures mentioned in the DEIS Section 7.3
Measures to Minimize Impacts to Wildlife and Vegetative Resources should
be followed to the extent feasible 1o address habitst fragmentation and reduction
in wildlifc habitat connectivily. Additionally, the DEIS mcations potential
mitigation that muy be cligible for funding through the U.S. Department of
Transportation {USDOT) Transportation Enhancement Program. TPWD strongly
encourages use uf such funding to implement practices that may benefit wildlife
such as wildlife underpasses, landscaping with native vegetation, and acquisition
of scenic eascments,

Of the Alternatives presented, Aliernatives 3A, 3B, and 4 are proposed within
the Dallas Floodway, riverside of the levees and will affect 345, 333, and 442
acres of the 10D-yr base floodplain. ARematives 2A, 2B, and 5 are proposed
outsule the Dallas Floodway, landside of the levees and will affect 39, 56, and
324 acres of the 100-yr base floodplain. Floodplains and the riparian vegetation
and wetlands they support act as nalural baflers to floods and aid in water
quality maintenance and groundwater recharge,  These bepefits van be lost
through clearing of vegetation, filling, and excavation activites associated with
development. These areas also provide foraging and nesting habitat to fish and
wildlifc. TPWD feels as if reducing the vegetated area within the Aoodway by
increasing impervious surfaces may have z negative effect on water guality
maintenance within the floodway, Additionally, the No-Build Alternative and
the Altcrnutives proposed outside the floodway would aveid larpe impacts to
existing wetlands and would reduce the amount of wetland tnitigation required.
The existing wetland and vegetative cover within the Ooodway would
experience ldle alteration with Alternatives No-Build, ZA, 2B, and 5. With
Aliernatives available that would reduce impacts Lo the floodplain and associated
ecological functions this Deparmment cannot support alternatives that may
adversely impact or reduce the 100-year floodplain. TPWI requests that the
proposed development of a wetland mitigation plan be coordinated with TPWD
staff, in addition to USACE and TISFWS staff.

TPWD is appreciative of the extensive planning and collaboration with local,
state, and federal agenvies to design 4 facility hat can be incorporated into a
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multi-use environment. TPWD locks forward to the results of a re-vegetation
plan that will offset the loss of wildlife habitat in an urban setting. This effort
is conmmendable and hopefully other TxDOT districts will follow this exampie.
Thank you for the opportunity 1o review and comment on the DELS and the FEIS,
once complete. IF you bave any guestions, please contact mc at {903) 675-4447,

Sincercly,

Wﬂwﬁw

Karen . Hardin
Wildlife Habitat Assessment Program
Wildlife Division

kbh/10950
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Regional Transportation Council —
The Transportation Policy Body for the North Central Texas Council of Governments =

(Metropolitan Planning Organization for the Dallas-Fort Worth Region)

March 28, 2005

Mr. Allan Rutter

Acting Executive Director

North Texas Tollway Authority
5900 West Plano Pkwy., Suite 100
Plano, TX 75093

Dear Mr. Rutter:

The North Central Texas Council of Governments has reviewed the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement titled Trinity Parkway: From IH-35E/SH-183 to US-175/SH-310, Dallas County,
Texas for the proposed Trinity Parkway Project. The recommended alternative description, a
staged six-lane limited access tollway, is consistent with the design concept and scope
assumed in the current conforming Metropolitan Transportation Plan, Mobility 2025: The
Metropolitan Transportation Plan, 2004 Update. The same design concept and scope is also
contained in the soon-to-be-adopted Metropolitan Transportation Plan, Mobility 2025: The
Metropolitan Transportation Plan, Amended April 2005.

Congratulations on achieving this milestone in the development of the Trinity Parkway. This
concept has been shown to have substantial mobility benefits for not just the City of Dallas and
the Dallas Central Business District, but for the entire Dallas-Fort Worth region as many other
corridor improvements are contingent on the construction of the Trinity Parkway. The Regional
Transportation Council supports the continued development and expedited implementation of
this project.

Please call Michael Morris at (817) 695-9240 or Dan Lamers at (817) 695-8263 if we can be of
continued assistance in moving this project forward.

Sincerely,

@mﬂtﬁ%
' , Regional Transportation Council

Commissioner, Collin County
DL:cmg

cc: Dave Blair, NTTA
Chris Anderson, NTTA
Michael Morris, P.E., NCTCOG
Jeff Neal, NCTCOG .
Mike Burbank, NCTCOG
2004-2005 UPWP Element 5.01 Project File

P. Q. Box 5888 + Arlington, Texas 76005-5888 - (817) 695-9240 - FAX (817) 640-3028 ®
hitp:/fwww.nctcog.dst.tx.usftrans
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North Central Texas Council Of Governments . . Q—Q

WAIVER OF REVIEW UNDER
TEXAS REVIEW AND COMMENT SYSTEM (TRACS)--
EXECUTIVE ORDER 12372

Applicant Organization: Texas Department of Transportalion

Project Title: EIS = Trinily Pkwy: IH35E/SH183 to US 175/SH310 (Dallas Countly)

Stale Application Identification (SAH):  TX-R-20050211-0003-50
Date Received: — February 17_2004

The North Central Texas Council of Governments has received ihe subjecl grant application. Under the
provision of the TRACS rules we are waiving review for the following reason(s):

O The application is a continuation of funding request.

O The applicetion amends a previously reviewed application, which had been favorably reviewed. The
proposed amendment does not materially alter the project scope or affect NCTCOG's evaluation under its
review criteria.

X' The applicant organization of lhis project has been in operation for a number of years and has a good
track record. Review is waived on this project because of previous favorably reviewed applications for

similar projects.

U The project is not expected to have significant impacts outside the project area. The project is not
anticipated to have adverse environmental impacts or duplicate exisling services.

0 The project is primarily for research and demonsiration purposes. Itis not likely lo duplicale exisling
services.

11 The project is not likely to affect another entity or implementing agency.

O NCTCOG is waiving review because of a possible conflict of interest; i.e., we will receive funding through
this program or we have provided support for the project.

0 NCTCOG is waiving review because NCTCOG's review process is a three-tier committee process, which
{akes approximately 60 days: thus, there is nol enough time for appropriale review prior to the grant
award.

O NCTCOG is waiving review because this application is not on the Governor's list of state and federal
programs requiring TRACS review.

Waiver of review does not indicate approval or disapproval of the application.

- ?{?ﬂ /@3‘“
F i

Date

Other

Lucille Jonson
Assistap{ to the Executive Direclor
616 Six Flags Drive, Centerpoint Two
P. O. Box 5888, Arlington, Texas 76005-5888
(817) G40-3300 FAX. 817-640-7806 @ recycled paper
www. ncleog.ong
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CITY OF DALLAS

RECEIVED

APR 0 6 2005

RORTH TEXAS TOLLWAY
mmuom

April 6, 2005

Christopher Anderson, Planning Director
North Texas Tollway Authority

5950 W. Plano Parkway, Ste. 100
Plano, TX 75093

Subject: Agency Request for Comment Period Extension
Dear Mr. Anderson,

The City of Dallas City Council is preparing to make its recommendation for a
Locally Preferred Alignment (LPA) for the Trinity Parkway, as a result of the
release of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for this road. The
Council requested that they be briefed by the North Texas Tollway Authority on
the document and make their decision on the roadway after the Public Hearing
was held on March 29, 2005. A briefing was held on April 4, 2005 to the Council
Trinity River Committee, and another briefing was held on April 8, 2005 to the full
City Council. The next Council Action date is April 13, 2005. It is at that time that
Council will make their decision on the LPA.

We understand that the formal Public Comment Period ends on April 8, 2005.
Therefore, we respectfully request an extension to the comment period so that
Council may receive all pertinent information for making their decision on April
13, 2005.

Sincerely,

Jill A. Jordan, P.E.
Assistant City Manager

OFFICE OF THE CITY MANAGER CITY HALL DALLAS, TEXAS 75201 TELEPHONE 214870-3302
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WOODBINE ' X

1445 ROSS AVE., SUITE 5000, DALLAS, Tx'.:sz.uz-ms’,\\

ORPORATION

BEJRORMENTS PHONE (214) B55-6000 FAX (214) R56.-6020 \
) MICHAEL K. KOESLING »
April 4, 2005 SENIOR VICE PRESIDENT i

Via Fax No. 214.461.2052 and Mail

RECEIVED
APR 1 12005

Y
NORTH TEXAS TOLLWA
_AUTHORITY

VTR

APR 2005

Mr. Chris Anderson, P.E.
North Texas Tollway Authority
Box 260729

Plano, TX 75026

2:1" ek

Re:  Trimty Parkway DEIS
Written Comments

Dear Mr. Anderson:

1 would like to thank you and acknowledge the cxcellent job you and Halff Associates have done
in coordinating the Trinity Parkway Project and the preparation of its Draft Environmental
Impact Statement and Section 4(f) Evaluation (DEIS). This effort has been lengthy and complex
but also very informative.

As you may know I have participated as a member of the Community Advisory Work Group
since its inceplion many years ago. Ihave found the process to be inclusive and straight forward
while affording opportunities for review and critique. The Trinity Project is vitally important to
the Dallas Community. We offer our support and endorse Altcrnative 3B Combined Parkway-
Riverside (Modified) and submit the following comments with respect thercto:

1. The proposed Reunion Boulevard Portal is highly significant to downtown and the
Dallas Community. This portal will serve as downtown Dallas’ primary access-way
to the planned Trinity Lake and Park as well as serving as the major access-way for
Dallas Community at large. It will be utilized by countless city visitors, convention
center attendees and will become a major destination once completed. Its proper
design and development, which I recognize is not part of this study, is however of
paramount imporiance.

2. The full diamond interchange planned at Houston Street/Jefferson Boulevard is a
critical element of this plan and is vital in assuring downtown and Oak CIiff the
ability to access and exit the parkway. This interchange must be built concurrent with
the Trinity Parkway as it is the primary point of access to and from the parkway for
the downtown community and a significant part of Oak CHIf. Any change in the
timing of this interchange construction which might cause its opening not to occur
concurrent with the opening of the Trinity Parkway would be highly detrimental to the
project and totally unsatisfactory to the community at large.
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Page 2

3. The DEIS states that the proposed number of initially constructed lanes (Alternative
3B) will reduce as the Trinity Parkway parallels downtown from six lanes to four
lanes at the request of the City of Dallas as a result of a study published in the report,
A Balanced Vision Plan for the Trinity River Corridor (City of Dallas, 2003). Right-
of-way however, will be acquired to permit the full six-lane section at a later time. In
my review it appears that the cost estimate for adding the two deferrcd lanes at a later
time compared to the cost estimate for constructing the two lanes with the initial
construction show that the deferrcd construction is at least twice the initial cost. The
cost savings in doing all six lancs with the initial construction (on new alignment,
without traffic) ccrtainly justifies and warrants its inclusion, notwithstanding the
delays, congestion and construction impact parkway patrons would otherwise
expericnce.

4. Many of the elements shown oxn the exhibits for Alternative 3B are indicated as
“Proposed Improvements — Others” which T understand are not included in NTTA’s
costs for the project. It is important to note, however, that these improvements by
“Others,” primarily the Woodall Rogers/Industrial Blvd. improvements, are
significant and close coordination with the City of Dallas and TxDOT to ensure that
these improvements also are provided on a timely basis so that they are available once
the Trinity Parkway Project is ready to open is critical.

From conversations with members of Hallf Associates I recognizc that the Trinity
Parkway cannot interchange with the planned exténsion of Woodall Rogers to provide
movements in all four directions without seriously impacting and compromising the
signature bridge. The DEIS indicates that direct connections of the Trinity Parkway
at Woodall Rogers will be provided for southbound traffic going castbound and
westbound traffic going northbound. The exhibits do show a full directional
interchange at Industrial Blvd. with the planned extension of Woodall Rogers. . As
mentioned above this full directional interchange at Industrial Blvd. is shown as work
by “Others.” The impact of Project Pegasus on the downtown area will be significant.
Its construction and the fact that a number of existing on ramps and exit ramps along
Stemmons will be eliminated in the process coupled with the expressed intention that
the Trinity Parkway provide limited access through the downtown area underscores
and highlights the importance of making sure the Industrial Blvd./Woodall Rogers
full directional interchange is in place at the time the Trinity Parkway Project opens.
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Thank you for the opportunity to participate in this project. If1may be assistance, pleasc do not
hesitate to contact me.

(UL o

Michac] K. Koesling
mh

Sincerely,

(o5 Mr. Martin Molloy
Halif Associates
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DHAFT ENVIBONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT f you would like to receive newsietters
PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT FORM d announcements as Ihis study
MARCH 29, 2005 AT THE DALLAS CONVENTION CENTER rogresses, please make sure that you

ave complsled an address information
heet. Visit the sign-in desk i you have
YourName: /K E.  KuT #E/Z  (Piease print clearly)  [BnY questions.
PAES.0ERT FREADS & Oed TRin-7y TrAAI
Your Mailing Address:

3?3’3 e Ploce
DR1BS 7 7520

The North Texas Toliway Authority (NTTA} is seeking your commenis on the proposed project. We welcome
your verbal and written comments. To be included in the project record, written comments must be submitted
to the NTTA Office on or postmarked by April 8, 2005. All comments received will be given consideration.
Please note you will not receive a direct written response to your comments or questions. Thank you for your
comments (To mail this form, fold in thirds and affix appropriate postage).

General Comments, Concerns or Suggestions (i.e., alternatives, environmental concerns, and/or significant issues)
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APR-11-20E8 B3:51 FROM: TOLLWAY RAUTHORITY 2345284506 TO: 2142731307 P.66

P .

IMPORTANT .
il you would like to receive newslette
nd announcemenls as this siud
gresses, please make sure thal y
ve completed an address informatio
t. Visit the sign-in desk if you hav

TRINITY PARKWAY

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT FORM _
MARCH 29, 2005 AT THE DALLAS CONVENTION CENTER

Your Name: ME fmoed Lés’% HA™Y otsase print clearly)

Your Mailing Address; 237 & jf\du QE’MJ %hd )
Dalleg e T75AR0F

NORTM TEX
A5 TOLEw
AUTHO! moft'w"w (\\3

The North Texas Toliway Authority (NTTA) is seeking your camments on the proposed project. We Welcome
your verbal and written comments. To be included in the project record, written comments must be submitted
to the NTTA Office on or postmarked by Aprit 8, 2005. All comments received will be given consideration.
Please note you will not receive a direct written response to your comments or questions. Thank you for your
comments {To mail this form, fold in thirds and affix appropriate posiage).

General Comments, Concerns or Suggestions (i.s., a:mmazivé, environmental concems, and/or significant issues)
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TRINITY PARKWAY IMPORTANT

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT If you would like fo receive newslette
PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT FORM nd announcements as this stud
MARCH 29, 2005 AT THE DALLAS CONVENTION CENTER rogresses, please make sure that yo

ave completed an address information
heet. Visit the sign-in desk if you hav

s
Your Name: JERT LE T TEEJ._ (Please print clearly) y questions.
Your Mailing Address: ao L

Darmas 75318

The North Texas Tollway Authority (NTTA) is seeking your comments on the proposed project. We welcome
your verbal and written comments. To be included in the project record, written comments must be submitted
to the NTTA Office on or postmarked by April 8, 2005. All comments received will be given consideration.
Please note you will not receive a direct written response to your comments or questions. Thank you for your
comments (To mail this form, fold in thirds and affix appropriate postage).

General Comments, Concerns or Suggestions (i.e., alteratives, environmental concerns, and/or significant issues)
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e 0ol he Melid Ogale of Mo projuct

Appendix G-5 / Page 94 TRINITY PARKWAY



TRINITY PARKWAY IMPORTANT

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT If you would like to receive newsletter
PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT FORM nd announcements as this ~stud
MARCH 29, 2005 AT THE DALLAS CONVENTION CENTER rogresses, please make sure that yo

ave completed an address_informatio
heet. Visit the sign-in desk if you hav

Your Name: '\\_ vchae L LMCQ% J'C{[Piease print clearly) ny questions.

Your Mailing Address: _&g\l; (4:“1
Jgo g~ PO .10 &S
Dilter, g 78 LHT-573%

The North Texas Tollway Authority (NTTA) is seeking your comments on the proposed project. We welcome
your verbal and written comments. To be included in the project record, written comments must be submitted
to the NTTA Office on or postmarked by April 8, 2005. All comments received will be given consideration.
Please note you will not receive a direct written response to your comments or questions. Thank you for your
comments (To mail this form, fold in thirds and affix appropriate postage).

General Comments, Concerns or Suggestions (i.e., alternatives, environmental concerns, and/or significant issues)

TRIN
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MAR.ZE.2085  4:58PM MARY KAY 972 687 1613 NO. 856 P.2

Mizhos! L Lunceford
Sanior Vice Presidant, Goveramant Relations

March 28, 2005 M A Ry KAyo

Christopher Anderson
Director of Planning
NTITA

P. O. Box 260729
Plano, TX 75026

Dear Christopher,

1 support the 3b alignment for the Trinity Parkway. In other words, I support a parkway alignment
that has all lanes on the downtown side or the river with six lanes from State Highway 183 to
Continental and four lanes from Continental to State Highway 175, T also suppaort widening the four
lane section to six lanes in 2025 if the traffic demand justifies it.

The need for this reliever route is apparent. Anyone who regularly drives on Stemmons knows that
rush hour is several hours long. Rush hour is defined as an average speed of 20 miles per hour or less.
In the foreseeable future, rush hour will be eight hours long,

The Trinity River Project has three main components: flood protection, recreation, and traffic
improvements. The Balanced Vision Plan outlines steps to be taken to make these three components
compatible. The 3b alignment is consistent with this Plan and is necessary if we are going to
implement the Plan.

Every city needs a focal point. The Trinity River is that focal point for Dallas, something long overdue
for our city. With the Trinity project comes a marvelous opportunity for economic development,
particularly on the Oak Cliff side of the river. Oak Cliff will then have the opportunity to blossom to its
full potential. And, of course, there is the ever pressing need to ensure flood control, so vital to the
Stemmons Corridor area and downtown, It is my understanding that the Stemmons Corridor represents
nearly SO billion in real estate value on the tax rolls. It must be protected, as must downtown.

In 1998 the voters approved $246 million in bonds for the Trinity River Corridor with $84 million
assigned for the design, construction and right of way needs for the Parloway. They have been patient
while plans, studies, and environmental impact statements were being formulated. But it is now time
to act if we ave going to turn the vision they approved into reality. Please vote to approve Trinity
Parkway alignment 3b, Generations will be grateful.

Mary Kay Ine.

PO, Box 799045
Dellas, TX 753792045
O72687-5734

Fax 972487-1613
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TRINITY PARKWAY IMPORTANT

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT If you would ik to receive newsletters

PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT FORM nd announcements as this study]

MARCH 29, 2005 AT THE DALLAS CONVENTION CENTER progresses, please make sure that you

have completed an address information
heet. Visit the sign-in desk if you have]

Your Name: KACHARD .. M ASo N (Please print clearly) E“Y questions.

Your Mailing Address: 908 clUAgIAKE DR

DAUASs T 252725

The North Texas Tollway Authority (NTTA) is seeking your comments on the proposed project. We welcome
your verbal and written comments. To be included in the project record, written comments must be submitted
to the NTTA Office on or postmarked by April 8, 2005. All comments received will be given consideration.

Please note you will not receive a direct written response to your comments or questions. Thank you for your
comments (To mail this form, fold in thirds and affix appropriate postage).

General Comments, Concerns or Suggestions (i.e., alternatives, environmental concerns, and/or significant issues)

T SLPPORE” TRE PROECT = UKRes YO 1o selLEect
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IMPORTANT 'J
If you would like to receive newslette
nd announcements as this study]
rogresses, please make sure that you
ave completed an address information
heet. Visit the sign-in desk if you havel
ny questions.

TRINITY PARKWAY

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT FORM

MARCH 29, 2005 AT THE DALLAS CONVENTION CENTER

Your Name: [2 AU 1A =T McGowa=D _ (Please print clearly)

Your Mailiﬁg Address: |54 Cedldae Hicn
DALLAS T J520%F

The North Texas Tollway Authority (NTTA) is seeking your comments on the proposed project. We welcome
your verbal and written comments. To be included in the project record, written comments must be submitted
to the NTTA Office on or postmarked by April 8, 2005. All comments received will be given consideration.
Please note you will not receive a direct written response to your comments or questions. Thank you for your
comments (To mail this form, fold in thirds and affix appropriate postage).

General Comments, Concerns or Suggestions (i.e., altenatives, environmental concerns, and/or significant issues)

T Prefe® ALTermaTwe Y PRul oLl
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TRINITY PARKWAY ; IMPORTANT

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT If you would like to receive newsletters
PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT FORM nd announcements as this study
MARCH 29, 2005 AT THE DALLAS CONVENTION CENTER progresses, please make sure that you

ave completed-an address information|
heet. Visit the sign-in desk if you have

Your Name: Lﬁrfdk\l ]M: ”% (Please print clearly) ny questions.
Your Mailing Address: { 36 QJQUQJMJ:L S
Dallps 72 7535

The North Texas Tollway Authority (NTTA) is seeking your comments on the proposed project. We welcome
your verbal and written comments. To be included in the project record, written comments must be submitted
to the NTTA Office on or postmarked by April 8, 2005. All comments received will be given consideration.
Please note you will not receive a direct written response to your comments or questions. Thank you for your
comments (To mail this form, fold in thirds and affix appropriate postage).

General Comments, Concerns or Suggestions (i.e., alternatives, environmental concerns, and/or significant issues)

MORE. i s 2wk on)
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APR-13-20@85 B7:36 FROM: TOLLWAY AUTHORITY

2145284826

P. 0. BOX 17300
FORT WORTH, TEXAS 76102

REPLY TO
ATTENTION OF

Programs and Project
Management Division

M. Christopher Anderson

Planning Director

North Texas Tollway Authority
5900 West Plano Parkway, Suite 100
P.O. Box 260729

Plano, Texas 75026

Decar Mr, Anderson:

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment o1
Environmental Impact Statement and Section 4(f) Evaluation
February 2005.

The U.S.Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), Fort Wort
regarding the adequacy of the DEIS to meet the requirements
Policy Act and the USACE’s Trinity River and Tributarics E
Record of Decision, dated April 29, 1988. We would like to
to discuss our concerns and reach a satisfactory resolution to

Thank you again for the opportunity to comment on the
any questions concerning our request, please contact me at (8

Sinccrely,

Mo

Michael J. Mo
Deputy Distri

DEPARTMENT OF THE /
FORT WORTH DISTRICT, GORPS OF|

:{ Engineer

TO:2142731387

\RMY
ENGINEERS

L0300

\ the Trinity Parkway Draft
(DEIS), dated

1 District, has serious concerns

of both the National Environmental
nvironmental Impact Statement
meet with you as soon as possible
these concems.

Trinity Parkway DEIS. If you have
17) 886-1515.

yut

(e v BonulE

ETSIELAR 30
Pi-‘ i t_".__'\‘l

s
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rAM 1 Regional Transportation Council — 2
1= The Transportation Policy Body for the North Central Texas Council of Governments

a my (Metropolitan Planning Organization for the Dallas-Fort Worth Region)

March 28, 2005

Mr. Allan Rutter

Acting Executive Director

North Texas Tollway Authority
5900 West Plano Pkwy., Suite 100
Plano, TX 75093-4694

Dear Mr. Rutter:

1 would like to offer my congratulations to the North Texas Tollway Authority on achieving this
milestone in the development of the Trinity Parkway Project. It is due to the continued
cooperation of all of the agencies and local governments that this critical project is growing
closer to implementation. The agreed-upon configuration currently being proposed and
documented in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), Alternative 3B (staged six-lane
“Combined Parkway — Modified” Alternative from S.H. 183/1.H. 35E to U.S. Highway 175/S.H.
310), is the result of an extensive public involvement and agency coordination effort. 1 strongly
encourage you to continue with these efforts in the subsequent final EIS process, as well as the
detailed design and engineering phases. North Central Texas Council of Governments’ staff will
continue to provide any information or services necessary to expedite the Trinity Parkway as a

toll facility.
Sincerely,
Michael Morris, P.E.
Director of Transportation
DL:emg

cc: Dave Blair, NTTA
Chris Anderson, NTTA
Jeff Neal, NCTCOG
Mike Burbank, NCTCOG
2004-2005 UPWP Element 5.01 Project File

P. 0. Box 5888 - Arlington, Texas 76005-5888 - (817) 695-0240 - FAX (817) 640-3028 @
hitp:/www.nctcog.dst.tx.us/trans
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TRINITY PARKWAY IMPORTANT

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT if you would like to receive newsletter
PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT FORM nd announcements as this stud
MARCH 29, 2005 AT THE DALLAS CONVENTION CENTER progresses, please make sure that yo

- have completed an address informatiol

Q heet. Visit the sign-in desk if you hav
Your Name: Ay m\.’) w v/  (Please print clearly) ny questions.

Your Mailing Address: A3 T=\0 0 100 \Aulf[{ -
=2l T\ Hs 208

The North Texas Tollway Authority (NTTA) is seeking your comments on the proposed project. We welcome
your verbal and written comments. To be included in the project record, written comments must be submitted
to the NTTA Office on or postmarked by April 8, 2005. All comments received will be given consideration.
Please note you will not receive a direct written response to your comments or questions. Thank you for your
comments (To mail this form, fold in thirds and affix appropriate postage).

General Comments, Concerns or Suggestions (i.e., alternatives, environmental concerns, and/or significant issues)
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TRINITY PARKWAY IMPORTANT

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT If you would fike to receive newsletter
PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT FORM nd announcements as this stud
MARCH 29, 2005 AT THE DALLAS CONVENTION CENTER rogresses, please make sure that yo

have completed an address informatio
heet. Visit the sign-in desk if you hav

Your Name: LQ\/JUN O’L/\HQL (Please print clearly) ny questions.
' ;
Your Mailing Address: 923 [ Mﬁ%&m ills . |
Dadlas, TX 18208

The North Texas Tollway Authority (NTTA) is seeking your comments on the proposed project. We welcome
your verbal and written comments. To be included in the project record, written comments must be submitted
to the NTTA Office on or postmarked by April 8, 2005. All comments received will be given consideration.
Please note you will not receive a direct written response to your comments or questions. Thank you for your
comments (To mail this form, fold in thirds and affix appropriate postage).

General Comments, Concerns or Suggestions (i.e., alternatives, environmental concerns, and/or significant issues)

1 paelen Ye Mo bugld” ephvm of Conesy. TE Hioge 13

o poefeaged b\ eptun wonld B liegnncve #4 “ SplF
| Rowpsde Bucld ophons 2A, 2B sun BE e L
Complotel, NoT ap 00NDA W Wiy OPINON) | MM'QW\MAL/ has
0 oned ]ﬁNaﬁowl Indiustenl Blvp, o OV 5:‘)?4\?: yeshs . T
(omald ot tn) bamile's buhiess 0 (emeny, a0 Readet %

— _ i
00551 hly y,cfl.gss 00 Dassidlu waun \dnp wlo i herome cuty

i!)uﬁogl,llu. Nnmﬁ N d@ossiw;;ﬁ,u%m aRe. o o) |
\ \ S 1S — T 1
ipnd. 1 Lﬁu)a heen Comasa ’}'D & Mol e

Yhe "Goit cod of Houn ) taBronco N \ 00k d4o.
@M&b_b&mﬂm \stened o wp wachl Y r?k‘dkr T hope
j Cougd eopan Wik have Soue.

Lm%_%_mmes_hmmiw
i, Ploo  wallos s ophoens Wsewd h Hee DTUA

Q'[WféﬁJHL ”; hoge uald \T\El)ma“%onlﬁ -.\u.‘av\ﬂ}a»m wlluence. T hope
e putcome 5M§J09J\'ep{ by W#W WAL (OMIALAKS A
: / Reflect [

pE)
<

\

me  ovested sver e grst oughd Jerzs .

TRINITY PARKWAY Appendix G-5 / Page 103



IMPORTANT
If you would like to receive newslette
nd announcements as this stu
progresses, please make sure that yo
ave completed an address informatio
heet. Visit the sign-in desk if you hav

TRINITY PARKWAY

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT FORM

MARCH 29, 2005 AT THE DALLAS CONYENTION CENTER

The North Texas Tollway Authority (NTTA) is seeking your comments on the proposed project. We welcome
your verbal and written comments. To be included in the project record, written comments must be submitted
to the NTTA Office on or postmarked by April 8, 2005. All comments received will be given consideration.
Please note you will not receive a direct written response to your comments or questions. Thank you for your
comments (To mail this form, fold in thirds and affix appropriate postage).

General Comments, Concerns or Suggestions (ie., alternatives, environmental concerns, and/or significant issues)
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TRINITY PARKWAY IMPORTANT

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT If you would like fo receive newsletter
PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT FORM nd announcements as this stud
MARCH 29, 2005 AT THE DALLAS CONVENTION CENTER rogresses, please make sure that yo

ave completed an address information
heet. Visit the sign-in desk if you hav

Your Namer=—/ 277 M Pace (Please print clearly) [N questions.
Your Mailing Address: 752 Jagza g aVs,
\_\bq;/,(,,, 1 X, —y o

The North Texas Tollway Authority (NTTA) is seeking your comments on the proposed project. We welcome
your verbal and written comments. To be included in the project record, written comments must be submitted
to the NTTA Office on or postmarked by April 8, 2005. All comments received will be given consideration.
Please note you will not receive a direct written response to your comments or questions. Thank you for your
comments (To mail this form, fold in thirds and affix appropriate postage).

General Comments, Concerns or Suggestions (i.e, alternatives, environmental concerns, and/or significant issues)

Need 575 [R as T £ g% [ anes o9
T s L [£uUR  Eac F B e c ol
L
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TRINITY PARKWAY
DOCUMENTO BORRADOR DE LA DECLARACION DE IMPACTO AMBIENTAL IMPORTANTE
FORMULARIO PARA COMENTARIOS DE LA AUDIENCIA PUBLICA
29 DE MARZO DE 2005 EN EL DALLAS CONVENTION CENTER Si usted desea rechir informacion y anuncios
s progrese este documedd, por favor complele
Nombre:_APmes L PREIS (LETRA IMPRENTA POR FAVOR) [datos en ka hola de registo. Tengaa bien pasar
la mesa de enrecha para la alencén de
Direccion: [00 ?@FK #9 Jié inquictudes.

La Autoridad del Norte de Texas para Autopistas por Peaje (NTTA) solicita sus comentarios acerca del
proyecto propuesto. Son bienvenidos sus comentarios tanto verbales como escritos. Para ser incluidos en
el archive del proyecto, los comentarios escritos deberan ser entregados en la Oficina NTTA en o estar
sellados por el correo a no mas tardar para el 8 de abril de 2005. Todos los comentarios recibidos se
someteran a consideracion. Por favor tenga en cuenta que usted no recibira respuestas por escrito dirigidas
directamente a usted por sus comentarios o preguntas. Gracias por sus comentarios (Para enviar este
formulario por correo, por favor doble en tres y coloque la estampilla correspondiente).

Comentarios Generales, Interrogantes or Sugerencias (por ejemplo: alternativas, interrogantes ambientales, y/o
temas signiﬁcativos}

Plepse Consipec R workinws THE On/off REmpS AT
Lonriwonrst + 7He neaw) f.':)/)f‘kn.!ﬁ}( 1o _Tyem 3B

THe eory Reduesred 7Hpr 3R Fe Lewvised . Z pm £e 4 gesrwg
THeT 3B Be pevised Os v taves o Ror7/100) OF 80
flropecty ,
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APR-11-20@5 @8:46 FROM: TOLLWAY AUTHORITY

TRINITY PARKWAY

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT FORM

MARCH 29, 2005 AT THE DALLAS CONVENTION CENTER

Your Name: Qt '_)/; ﬁ?%é’ﬁ

2145284826 TO: 2142731387 P.4-4

IMPORTANT /

If you would like o receive newslette
nd announcemenis as this stud
rogresses, please make sure that yo
ave completed an address informati

heet. Visit the sign-in desk if you hav
y questions.

___(Please print clearly)

525 Tyde Qo Blver’ |

Your Mailing Address:

M. A

Do sl 7K 7527

The Norih Texas Tollway Authority (NTTA) is seeking your comments on the proposed praject. We welcome
your verbal and written comments. To be included in the project record, written comments must be submitted
to the NTTA Office on or postmarked by April 8, 2005. All comments received will be given consideration.
Please note you will not receive a direct written response fo your comments or questions. Thank you for your
comments (To mail this form, fold in thirds and affix appropriate postage). '

General Comments, Concerns or Suggestions (i.e., alternalives, environmental cancerns, and/or significant issues)

T gt cosrAer

T g A A5

P e T—T
RECEIvEY \

APR 082005 |

NORTH TEXAS 1O LLWAY

___ AUTHORIIY —__/"

UYLy
APR 2005

Hadbt-

TRINITY PARKWAY
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TRINITY PARKWAY IH{IPORTA!!T

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT If you would like to receive newsletters|
PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT FORM nd announcements as this studyf
MARCH 29, 2005 AT THE DALLAS CONVENTION CENTER rogresses, please make sure that you

have completed an address information|
heet. Visit the sign-in desk if you have|

A ! "
Your Name: ?1 wmak \ 2Ll (Please print clearly)  [any questions.
Your Mailing Address: g'i ok nyf Colerdo 'g}r,ﬁ
“DORIsS  Tzpds 1520%

The North Texas Tollway Authority (NTTA) is seeking your comments on the proposed project. We welcome
your verbal and written comments. To be included in the project record, written comments must be submitted
to the NTTA Office on or postmarked by April 8, 2005. All comments received will be given consideration.
Please note you will not receive a direct written response to your comments or questions. Thank you for your
comments (To mail this form, fold in thirds and affix appropriate postage).

General Comments, Concerns or Suggestions (i.e., alternatives, environmental concerns, and/or significant issues)
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DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT If you would like to receive newsletter
PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT FORM nd announcements as this stud
MARCH 29, 2005 AT THE DALLAS CONVENTION CENTER rogresses, please make sure that yo

ave completed an address informatio
heet. Visit the sign-in desk if you hav

Your Name: EL W,‘;_ ‘Q (/kj@ () {_ L J,_/_[P]ease pnnt c]eaﬂy) y ques“l:ms.
Your Mailing Address: %Of/]’ WigsT Colerids WD o
Dpline TEhl 152y

The North Texas Tollway Authority (NTTA) is seeking your comments on the proposed project. We welcome
your verbal and written comments. To be included in the project record, written comments must be submitted
to the NTTA Office on or postmarked by April 8, 2005. All comments received will be given consideration.
Please note you will not receive a direct written response to your comments or questions. Thank you for your
comments (To mail this form, fold in thirds and affix appropriate postage).

General Comments, Concerns or Suggestions (i.e., alternatives, environmental concerns, and/or significant issues)
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TRINITY PARKWAY IMPORTANT

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT f you would like to receive newslefter
PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT FORM nd announcements as this stud
MARCH 29, 2005 AT THE DALLAS CONVENTION CENTER progresses, please make sure that yo

ave completed an address informatio
heet. Visit the sign-in desk if you hav

Your Name: C%LW?Q i (—)\AJL[/L-" _{P|ease print c|ear|y) ny quesﬁons.
Your Mailing Address: Ro4  (nscT CoroRAvo ‘21l
“Dalns T TexhS  1520Y

The North Texas Tollway Authority (NTTA) is seeking your comments on the proposed project. We welcome
your verbal and written comments. To be included in the project record, written comments must be submitted
to the NTTA Office on or postmarked by April 8, 2005. All comments received will be given consideration.
Please note you will not receive a direct written response to your comments or questions. Thank you for your
comments (To mail this form, fold in thirds and affix appropriate postage).

General Comments, Concerns or Suggestions (i.e., alternatives, environmental concerns, and/or significant issues)
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TRINITY PARKWAY IMPORTANT

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT If you would like to receive newsletter
PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT FORM nd announcements as this stud
MARCH 29, 2005 AT THE DALLAS CONVENTION CENTER rogresses, please make sure that yo

ave completed an address informatio
heet. Visit the sign-in desk if you hav

Your Name: /7} 0/2731‘-( 2@6)-( 0F SkAPlease print clearly) [Ny questions. E {E
Your Mailing Address: 55U Droregae Aoy
@ﬂ cLAis 7S Zoq

L

The North Texas Tollway Authority (NTTA) is seeking your comments on the proposed project. We welcome
your verbal and written comments. To be included in the project record, written comments must be submitted
to the NTTA Office on or postmarked by April 8, 2005. All comments received will be given consideration.
Please note you will not receive a direct written response to your comments or questions. Thank you for your
comments (To mail this form, fold in thirds and affix appropriate postage).

General Comments, Concerns or Suggestions (i.e., alternatives, environmental concems, and/or significant issues)
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Campbell B. Read
Wildlife Task Force Chair, Texas Committee on Natural Resources

5839 Monticello
Dallas, TX 75206
(214) 827-6217
cr mu.edu
NTTA
P.0.Box 260729 March 29,2005
—— 9292005
Plano, TX 75026
Attention Christopher Anderson

TRINITY PARKWAY DEIS: COMMENTS

Texas Committee on Natural Resources (TCONR) opposes the construction of a high-speed
tollroad within or partially within the floodplain in the Dallas Floodway. With the exception
of the No-Build option, the alternatives listed in the DEIS induce urban sprawl, favor
pollution of the air and water near downtown Dallas and in the proposed park in the
floodway, increase the risk of flooding, reduce natural areas, open space, and oxygen-
producing trees, and waste taxpayers’ money.

Comment Period.

The DEIS is a very lengthy document, and few members of the interested citizenry have easy
access to a hard copy. The comment period, ending April 8, 2005, is therefore inadequate
and should be extended by 60 days.

Hydrauligs, .
There is %ﬁﬁrsis of the effect on flooding risks of construction of any of the alternative
roadway options. It is insufficient for NTTA and its consultants to promise to rectify this
shortcoming for the one and only roadway option chosen as the Locally Preferred Plan
(LPP). Neither the Dallas City Council nor its staff nor interested citizen groups can
adequately make a fully-informed choice without this crucial data being presented for every
option. Effects on flooding risks, including costs and impacts, should be evaluated for every
option before a LPP is selected.

Second-Class Status of Natural Greenspace '

Throughout the development of the DEIS, preservation of natural areas and the promotion of
a natural greenway along the Trinity River Corridor have been relegated to a secondary status
by public officials. Since taxpayers’ money will be expended on the LPP, air and water
quality improvements as well as preservation of natural areas are public interest goals which
should be as high a priority as transportation.

Lower-Scale Improvements Not Considered

NTTA consultants have stuck rigidly to requiring the construction of 6 to 8 lanes of tollroad
in or by the Dallas Floodway. NTTA should examine transportation improvements on a
lesser scale that can encourage development while preserving neighborhood integrity and
greenspace, such as widening and beautifying Industrial Blvd with four lanes and a median
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with crossover strips, and evaluating costs of such an alternative with costs of those to which
the DEIS is restricted. NTTA has consistently refused to consider this option. I wonder
whether the option which elevates Industrial Blvd was picked in order to be so costly as to be
rejected, while consultants claim that they consider it to be the sole Industrial Blvd-oriented
alternative.

Failure to Evaluate All Costs

The DEIS fails to evaluate all the economic costs for the various tollroad alternatives. Why
are only one or two portal ramp access points to the Floodway park and conveyance lakes
proposed ? How much do they cost ? How much will the related Calatrava Bridges cost 7 1
raise the same question regarding levee embankment construction, storm water pollution
prevention, toll plazas, and thoroughfare interchanges. Taxpayers should see what all the
costs are for the Trinity parkway project, but also for the related projects mentioned.

Air Quality

The DEIS needs to state what amount of air pollution adding to the air quality non-attainment
in our region will be generated by traffic on the tollroad, but it does not. Vague assurances
from the consultants that increases here will be offset by decreases there are insufficient. The
benefits arising from an expanded regional mass transit operation a la DART include
improved air quality, but are not considered in the DEIS; they should be promoted.

NEPA Requirements Not Met

Both NEPA and Federal Highway Administration regulations require NTTA and its
consultants to evaluate all connected project components in a single Environmental Impact
Statement. This DEIS is part of the overall failure of governmental entities (including the
City of Dallas as well as NTTA and TxDoT) to do just that. The most glaring example of
this failure was the approval of the Dallas Floodway Extension(DFE), downstream from the
Dallas Floodway, in 1998, part of a planned effort to fragment connected project components
of what is clearly a single project. The DFE process excluded examination of transportation
alternatives in the Dallas Floodway, confining itself in that context to a limited review of
conveyance lakes. One can imagine government officials in a meeting: “Hey, guys, we got
away with segmenting the project geographically; let’s see if we can get away with
fragmenting it environmentally”. This has led to the DEIS under review here, one that also
fails to examine more sustainable and ecologically beneficial alternatives than the 6-to-8-
lane, 80,000-vehicles-per-day Trinity Parkway.

Comphe L BT

Campbell B. Read
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ROBERT REEVES
& Associates, Inc.
PLANNING AND ZONING CONSULTANTS

April 5, 2005

Christopher Anderson
NTTA

P.0O. Box 260729
Plano, Texas 75026

RE: Preferred Trinity Tollway — Alternative Ending Options

Dear Mr. Anderson:

On behalf of my client, Gold Metal Recyclers located at 4305 S. Lamat, we are asking
for your support of the Riverside — South Alignment for the Trinity Tollway — Alternative

Ending Option. This preferred option will go along the levee and not have as great an
impact on adjacent properties as the Industrial — South Alignment.

We strongly oppose the Industrial — South Alignment, which will have a major impact on
adjoining neighborhoods and businesses. Homes, churches and businesses will be
displaced. An elevated highway next to single-family homes will cause noise issues and
will be a major visual intrusion into the neighborhood.

Please support the Riverside — South Alignment,

Sincerely:

Robert Reeves

RECEIVED )
APR 07 2635

NORTH TEXAS TOLLWAY
AUTHORITY

Founders Square * 900 Jackson Street » Suite 160 » Dallas, TX 75202 = (214) 749-0530 » Fax (214) 749-5605
rob.reeves@sheglobal.net ’
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TRINITY PARKWAY IMPORTANT

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT If you would like to receive newsletter

PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT FORM nd announcements as this stud

MARCH 29, 2005 AT THE DALLAS CONVENTION CENTER rogresses, please make sure that yo
have completed an address informatiof
heet. Visit the sign-in desk if you hav

Your Name: \)Jm fetser (Please print clearly)  [2nY questions.

Your Mailing Address: 08 Sandy

[rving T4 7svéo

The North Texas Tollway Authority (NTTA) is seeking your comments on the proposed project. We welcome
your verbal and written comments. To be included in the project record, written comments must be submitted
to the NTTA Office on or postmarked by April 8, 2005. All comments received will be given consideration.
Please note you will not receive a direct written response to your comments or questions. Thank you for your
comments (To mail this form, fold in thirds and affix appropriate postage).

General Comments, Concerns or Suggestions (i.e., alternatives, environmental concerns, and/or significant issues)
T Commuie 3(/\27»' Tryrtg #  Dullg. My ofiér
X r:'m\ of Ty ZS'E: Mﬂ of Dawn/a/wﬂ .Dﬂ.{/ﬁ
L beloye His - crm:,/né L K ar(/Jé Neded and
Z sepuct Mo project.
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Date: April 11, 2005 Pages:21

(including cover)

TO:

Namse: Mr. Chis Anderson

Office: NTTA, Planning Director

Telephone: (212) 461-2021

FAX Number: (212) 5284826

FROM.

Name; Gene T. Rice, Jr. )

Office: U.S. Aty Corps of Engineers, ATTN: CESWF-PM-C

P.O. Box 17300, Ft. Worth, TX 76102-0300

Telephonea: {817) 886-1374

FAX Number: (817) 886-6443

REMARKS:

Chris,

| have attached the draft comments on the Trinity Parkway DEIS.

Call me if you have any questions,

kA

Thank you

APR-~11-2005 ©8:58AM FRiX: ID: TOLLWAY AUTHORITY PRGE:BB1 R=92%
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8 April 2005

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Fort Worth District

Comments on
Trinity Parkway - Draft Environmental Impact Statement

1. General Comment: Multiple references and statements arc made that the on-going
Dallas Floodway Extension Project is a potential joint development project. The
Dallas Floodway Project (DFE) is not and bas nsver been considered for joint
development with any other project. Remove all references to DFE as a potential
joint developrnent project.

2. General Comment: The Corridor Development Certificate (CDC) process is not a
Federal permitting process, the Fort Worth District, US Army Corps of Engimeers,
acts only as the technical revicwer for these certificates.

3. General Comment: The Fort Worth District Record of Decision requiremerits for
actions within the Dallas Floodway were not discussed in this document. The
Record of Decision is attached for your use. This criteria for activitics within the
floodway needs to be included in this document in various locations.

4. Gencral Comment: The Right-of-Way costs for Alternatives 3A, 3B, 4, and 5 are
overstated. The lands associated with the existing Dallas Floodway and Dallas
Flocdway Extension will not be purchased for the parkway, instead the
construction of the project will be treated Jike any other action crossing the
project lands, it will be subject to the requirement that if future operations by the
United States require it removal, relocation, ot other alteration, the action will
take place without expense to the United States,

5. General Comment: As the DFE Lamar Levee i not a joint project; all impacts of
Lamar Levee should not be counted toward impacts of the parkway. And impacis
of the parkway construction between the DART Bridge and SH-175 need to be
quantified.

6. General Comment: If a floodwall / levee constructed is within the Dallas
Floodway or Dallas Floodway Extension projects, it must be designed to meet,
cither the FEMA certification criteria for 100-yzar flood protection (levee or
floodwall). If the parkway is placed on fill within the Dallas Floodway or Dallas
Floodway Extension projects the fill must be at least 1 foot above the future 100-
year flood elevation (based on the Corridor Development Certificate hydraulic
maodel) 100-year flood.

7. Page 1-46 & 1-47: the proposed City lakes do not “mitigate the cffccts of the
parkway embankments on floodway conveyance and . . . offset the effect of
embankments on valley storage.” The excavation for the parkway embankments
performs this function. The lakes are a proposed feature by the City of Dallas.

AFR-11~-2005 B3:58AM  FAX: ID: TOLLWAY AUTHORITY PRGE:@B2 R=92%
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8. Page 3-11, last paragraph: “The USACE anticipates completion of the Dallas
Floodway EIS in the winter of 2005.” It should read The USACE anticipatcs
completion of the Draft Dallas Floodway EIS in the winter of 2005."

9. Page 3-75, last paragraph: Itis stated . .. “The majority of the lands within the
Dallas Floodway arc composed of this habitat type, consisting of upfand grasses,
scattered wetland depressions, with trees common along portions of the river
channel and scattered throughout the floodway.” A better distinction would be to
identify there are arcas that arc subject to intepsive mowing on a frequent
schedule, for example the levees and the 50 foot toe on either side, and the native
grasslands that lie within the floodp! in that are subject to periodic mowing, but
generally of less frequent naturc. Those less disturbed grasslands have
significantly more value to wildlife resources that utilize the river, wetlands and
the riparian cosridor composed of trees {hat line the banks of the existing channel
and edditional scatter riparian trees within the floodway.

10. Page 3-112, first paragraph: Iris stated. .. "Several USACE projects, undertaken
from 1939 to the present, have reinforced the levees and improved the floodway".
The US Army Corps of Engineers did not undertake a project to modity the
existing floodway until 1953.

11. Page 3-116, first paragraph: The Dallas Floodway Extension actually has two
modifications to the 1965 authorization. The modification not listed is a flood
contro] credit for advanced construction costs for compatible portions of
previously constructed non-Federal levees (Rochester Park and Central
Wastewater Treatment Plant), was authorized in accordance with Section 351 of
the Water Resources Development Act of 1996 (P.L.104-303) . . . [Section 351,
WRDA 1996 (Projcct Modification - Added twd Non-Fedecal Levees and
provided Construction Credit) - Rochester Park Levee and Central Waste Water
Treatment Plant (CWWTP) Levee.).

12, Page 3-116, first paragraph: “Platc 3-5 shows the major features of the DFE
Recommended Plan” Actually, the plan / project is authorized and undec
construction,

13, Page 3-117, first paragraph: The document states; “Excavated material from the
wetlands may be utilized for constmiction of the:levees, potentially for the
construction of the Trinity Parkway (proposed setion), *. This statement should
be removed becausethe excavated material will be used during the construction of
the DFE by the Corps to construct the fevees and it will not be used for the

- Trinity Parkway. Additionally, the DFE project will provide ecosystem
restoration / mitigation, but not for the Trinity Parkway construction impacts. The
DFE project will provide recreation facilitics.

14. Page 3-117, second paragraph: The Chain of wetlands, Lemar Levee, and
Cadillac Heights levee will not be completed by the ¢nd of 2008,

15. Page 3-117, third paragraph: The Court did not order the Corps to prepare a
gupplement. The Court cnjoined construction of the DFE project until a adequate
analysis of the cumulative iropacts of other projects in the same geographic arca
was prepared. The Corps chose the option of deing a Supplemental EIS as a
means to comply with the Court order.

b2

APR-11-200S BE:SBAM  FAX: ID: TOLLWAY AUTHORITY PRGE: B3 R=92%
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16. Page 4-8, fourth paragraph: .. . the No-Build alternative would c_onm'butﬁ fo
increased traffic congestion as well as both human and air quality impacts. How
does the No-Build alternative contribute to increased traffic congestion s well as
both humsn and air quality impacts? It may not decrease the congestion, but i, in
and of itself, cannot contribute to the congestion.

17. Page 4-12, first paragraph: Itis stated . . . “In addition, me_potmt[al_ibf loss of
property and life during a 100-year flood event would be virtually elirainated
outside the floodway levees.” Where will there be improvement in 100-year
flood protection due to the Trinity Parkway project?

18. Page 4-13, fourth paragraph: Itis stated. .. “Wetland mitigation banking may
also be considered for compensation to impacted, wetland resources.” That may
be true for the transportation projects, but it is not true for the Corps of Engineers
projects. Wetland mitigation will be done on project lands.

19. Page 4101, last paragraph: Itissiated. .. “Detailed information concering the
proposed design and construction of Alternatives 3A, 3B, 4, and 5 within and
adjacent to the Dallas Floodway is presented in Chapter 2 Alternatives
Considered.” While many details of the designs are discussed, the detail of the
plan to move the lower partion of the East Levee, between Corinth Steeet and the
DART Bridge, further east impacting Sump 7E, is not fully disclosed. It is only
shown on Plate 2-9B, in a note on the drawing. This movement of the levee has
not been priory coordinated with or approved by the Corps of Engincers. We
recoramend that you initiate coordination with us on this proposed modification to
the Jevee ss lacking full detail of how that modification would be completed while
maintaining the currontly level of flood damage reduction benefits we find that
proposed change currently unaccopiable. In addition, modification to the levee to
accommodate the alternative tollroad alignments would require the project
proponent to identify and provide hydraulic and cavironmental mitigation for any
impacts to those resonrces.

20. Page 4-104, first paragraph: “The riverside alignments (Altematives 3A, 3B, and
4) would potentially convert a large amount of emergent wetlands to un-vegetated
open water, which would result in some loss of habitat quality. However, these
habitat types are relatively abundant throughout the floodway and are relatively
easy to re-establish.” This statement is technically correct, but wetland impacts
should be considered within the eco-rcgion, where there has been an overall loss.
Additionally, with the changes to hydraufics and structure within the floodway,
re-establishment of these wetlands may be more difficult aud costly than implied.

21. Page 4-115, Summary of Hydraulic Design: While is may be true that the
parkway alternatives do not violate FEMA floodplain regulations, the controlling
oriteria is the Corps ROD criteria (see comment # 3). It has not been shown that
any of the alternatives considered meet the criteria for the ROD. Until an
adequate hydraulic analysis and information is presented to show how each
alternative impacts the operation of the floodway and meets the ROD criteria, the
analysis of altematives in incomplete. A table should be developed similar to the
following, based on hydraulic analyses. The table should include at minbmum
water surface elevation and valley storage for cach altetnative at each site

AFR-11-2885 B8:51AM  FAX: ID: TOLLWAY AUTHORITY PAGE: PB4 R=92%
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identified. Tn channel and overbank velocities would assist in determination if
crosive velocities would require additional benk protection.
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22. Page 4-117, sccond paragraph: It is stated . . . “This project does not constitutc a
significant risk of increased flooding since the adverse consequences associated
with the probability of flooding attributable to this project are negligible, There
would be no inereasc in flood heights at any existing structure.” There is not
hydraulic modeling information presented to backup this statement. The levees
upstream, adjacent to, and downstream arc structures and flood level impacts
should be shown in tabular form for all altemnatives.

23, Page 4-120, second paragraph: It is stated . . , “Tt wowld not noticeably increase
the base flood elevation or flood risk to property or to human life. In order to
prevent a substantial adverse impact on natural and bensficial floodplain values,
appropriate mitigation measures would be incorporated into the project.” The
impacts to the environment of each altemative has not been quantified, nor has the
appropriate mitigation, therefore, a real comparison of the alternatives cannot be
made at this time.

24. Page 4134, Table 4-45, Trinity River Greenbelt Park (Trinity River); Ttis stated .
.. “a project’s noise analysis should evaluate noisc levels where frequent human
activity occurs. Because of infrequent human use, there are no noise impacts to
the Trinity Park ” Additionally, it is stated . . . “To avoid noise impacts that may
result from future development of activitics adjacent to the project, Jocal officials
responsible for land use control programs should ensure, to the maximum extent
possible, that new activities within Trinity Park are planned or constmcted with
the following predicted noise environment in mind.” The noise cffect analysis
presented gives the impression that should the tollroad come first, the future uses
of the floodway should be modified to be cotnpatible with the noise the tollroad
would generate, However, an effect assessment should be based upon 2

APR-11-280@5 ©8:51AM  FAX: ID: TOLEWAY AUTHORITY PAGE:BES R=92%
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comparison to future conditions, As the City of Pallas has spent significant
investment of time and funds into designing an expansive and creative use of the
floodway for recrcation, the noise effect analysis should be discussed in light of
the proposed future adjacent land uses. The increase in noise could also have a
significant impact to the natural environment, so this increase in noise should l_:e
evaluated to determine its impacts on the existing ecosystem. Additonally, this
point has been understated to Public and is not evident in the Executive Summary.

25. Page 4-150, Table 448, Plate 3-20, Storm Drainage — Storage Sumps: Impacts
are shown 1o Sumps 2E, 4E, 6E, 7E, 1W, 2W, 3W, & 4W. The possible
mitigation or recovery to the impacted storage needs to be identified.

26. Page 4-151, Stonn Drainage: Itis stated. .. “Alternatives 2A, 2B, and 3B would
impact Sump 7E” The possible mitigation or recovery to the impacted storage
needs to be identified.

27, Page 4-157, Section 4.20.8: The table is unclear as to what it is trying to show.
Please explain,

28. Page 4-158, Table 4-50, US Army Corps of Engincers; The Trinity River
Corridor CDC Process. This is not a Corps of Enginecrs process; it is a local
government process.

29. Page 4-158, Table 4-50, US Army Corps of Engineers: The ROD Criteria for the
Trinity River should be listed under the Corps of Engincers.

30. Section 4.24.2, Cumulative Impacts: This section does a good job of listing the
projects within the geographic arca, but does not attempt to quantify / qualify the
impacts (positive or negative) of each listed activity. In order to understand the
overall cumulative impacts of the projects, a project by project analysis / listing of
the areas impacted and the effects needs to be put together and displayed in this
section of the repert. :

31, Page 4-183, lust paragraph: It is stated . . . “Practical measures to mipimize barm
to floodplains are incorporated into the preliminary designs of the Trinity
Parkway build altematives, which directly affect the Dallas Floodway.” This is
good news, but what area the measures incorporated into the designs?

32. Page 4-184; A discussion of the ROD criteria should be inserted after the fourth
paragraph.

33. Page 4-195,5econd paragraph: A reference is made to Section 2.3.11 as the
section discussing the donation of property to the City of Dalias by Industrial
‘Propertics Corporation, This section is actually “Identification of Preferred
Altemative”, please corvect this reference.

34, Page 4-196, third paragraph; Itis stated . . . “Other planned transportation system
improvements, flood control projects, and development projects (see Tables 4-53
and 4-54) would also be subject to the requirements of the above federal and/or
state regulations ensuring their impacts were mitigated to insignificance, thereby
reducing the cumulative effect of these projects.” This argument was rejected by
the Federal Court in the DFE lawsuit, as being “conclusory . . . and fail to meet
NEPA's requircment that an ageney take a “haxd look™ at the environmental
consequences, including cumulative impacts, that a project will bave.”

35. Page 6-4, Table 6-1 Estimate of Probable Cost:
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a. Costs for Environmental Mitigation (Noise, HazMar, ‘Wetlands) are the
same for each alt=rnative ($5,000,000). Thcse costs shouid be better
defined, based on alignments and impacts to areas and resources and not
given a blanket number.

b. Right-Of-Way Acquisition / Relocation Assistance: Costs should not
include acquisition of property associated with cither the Dallas Floodway
or Dallas Floodway Extension. o

c. Possible Contribution from USACE (Levec Improvements): This line
should be either removed or have no costs included. o

36. Page 7-29, Section g: Tt is stated . . , “the planting of trces associated within the
Dallas Floodway would be determined after considering input from USACE and
the desires of the City of Dallas™. The statement should read as follows: “. ..
after considering requirements from USACE and the desires ... %,

37. Page 7-31, Section 6: Itis stated . . . “A wetland mitigation plan would be
prepared prior to project construction. This plan would be developed in
collaboration with the USACE and the USFWS, Location of replacement
wetlands and methods 1o restore impacted wetlands would be included in the
mitigation plan. The wetland mitigation plan would document the impacts of the
proposed Trinity Parloway and its mitigation requirements.” The impacts and
required mitigation of each altcrnative should be developed aow for all
alternatives to give the public and agencies the whole picture of the impacts,
‘mitigation required, and location of the mitigation for the project. Without this
information, the evaluation of the alternatives is incomplete,

38, Page 7-31, Section 7.d: It is stated . . ¥ Any construction in the floodplam would
be required to preserve existing valley storage and a detailed hydraulic analysis,
fill permits and CDC review would take place by FEMA, City of Dallas,
NCTCOG, and USACE.” This statement should include the ROD as required
criteria.

39. Figure 2-YB and 2-10C show 2 road on top of the West Levee from upstream of
Houston Street to IH-35E, This placement of a fosd on top of the levee has not
been coordinated with or apptoved by the Corps of Engincers and is not
acceptable,

Trinity River and Tributaries Environmenta] lmpnct Statement and Record of Decision
{Dated Aprli 29, 1988)

The USACE prepared the Trinity River and Tributasies Regional Envi | Impact St

(TREIS) b *...Individually or datively, these projects [devalopment projects in tho Upper
Trinity River walershed) were felt to have the potential to compraimise the exisling protection afforded 1o
flood piain residents, because of porceived Impacts to weliands and other natural resources, and

by of compating public d ds for other uses of the river channel and flocd plain, the District
Engineer detenmined that it was necessary to devalop a regional perspective in order to propedy
evalugte the impacts of indlvidual permit decisions in accordance with fhe spirt and intent of National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and other applicable laws. In the Record of Declsion (ROD) for the
EIS the USACE eslablished strict critsria to be met for Standard individual Pormis. These criteria have
been extended 1o Nationwide General Permits through a Reglonal Condition, In respense to the
TRE!S ana ROD, the citles and counties In the Trinlty River comidor fonmed tha Trinlty River Steering
Commidee, Tacilitated by the Norih Central Texas Countil of Governments (NCTCOG). The result was
the establishment of the Corridor Developmant Certificate (COC) Process.

6
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RECORD OF DECISION
REGTONAL ENVIRORMENTAL ZINPACT STATEMENT
PRINITY RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES
I, Intreduction
Since its early histery, the U.S. Army Coxps of Engineers has played an
impogtant role in the development of the aation'e water resourles.
Originally, this involved comstrucction of harbor fortifications and
coastal defenses, Later duties ipeluded the improvement of waterways ta
provide avenues of commexce and xeduce flood hagards. An imporrant part
of its mission today is the protection of the nation'c watexways
through the administration of the Regulatoxy Program. The Corps is
directed by Congress under Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of
1865 (33 USC 403) to regulate all work or structures in ox affecting
the course., ecndition, or capacity of navigable Waters of the United
Seates. Section 9 (33 USC 401) directs the Corps to regulate the
constructian of any dam or dike across a mavigable watex of the
United Btates. The intent of these laws is to protect the navigable
capacity of waters important teo interstate commerce. Addicicnally, the
Corps is directed by Congress under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act
(33 USC 1344) to regulate the dischaxge of dredged and fill material
into all waters of the United States, including adjacent wetlands. The
intent of this law is to protsct the nation's waters from the
indiecriminate discharge of material capable of causing pollutien, and
to rostore and maintain their chemical, physical, and biclogical
integrity. BecausSe the District Engineer's decisicn co igsue or deny a
permit under these laws is a sigmificant rFederal Action, wvarious other
gtatutes, principally Public Law 91-130 (the Nationmal Environmental
Policy Act, or WEPA) come into play. Among other thinga, WEPA requires
rhe consideration of the direct, indirect, and cumulative impacte of an
action (40 CFR 1508.25(C)). Late in 1984 and early in 1985, it becams
apparent that numerous unrelated development projecte were being
proposed along the Trinity River and its tributaries ia Dallas. Denten,
opnd Tarrant Countics, Texas, Mest involved modification of the river
channel and/ox fleed plain in ooéme form or asother, and most regquired a
Corps of Engineecrs permit as a result. Because, individually or
cumulatively, these projecto were felt te have the potential to
compromige the existing protection afforded to flood plain residentzs,
tecause of perceived impacts to wetlands and other natural resources,
and because of gowpeting public demands for other uses of the river
channel and £166d plain, the District Engineer determined that it was
necessary to develop a regional pérspective in order to properly
evaluate the impacts of individual permit decisions in accerdance with
the spirit and intent of NEPA and other applicable laws. The Draft
Regional Environmental Impact Statement (BIS), publiched in May 1986,
snalyzed a number of scenarios which were specifically deaigned to
identify possible, significant cumulative impacts associated with
different permitting strategies for the Trinity River flood plain. In
addition ro developing a baseline condition, it examined three groups
of conditiecmns based on a) maximizing environmental guality, b) ultimate
jnplementation of the Federal Emergency Management Ageucy's (FBMA)
minimum criteria for the flood imsurance program, and ¢) maximizing
econemlic development. The results of the Draft Regional ElS indicated
etrongly that there are potential cumulative impacts associated with
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individual floed plain development projects which are both measurable
and gignificant. Additionally, the Draft Regienal EIS indicated that
the permltting approach adopted by the Corps of Engineexs had the
potential te have significantly different impacts on & number of
regional pazameters, espacially flood hazards. Even though the analyses
were not complete, and the public comment on the Draft Regional EIS
indicated that there wae much work teo follow, the implicatioms to the
ongoing Requlatory Program conld net be overlooked. In regponse to
this, the Corps formulated a set of interim criteria to be in effect
until the Record of Decision was rendersd. Many of the commefts
received on the Draft Regiomal EIS indicated that the slate of
alternatives analyzed did not represent a realistic appreach to
regulatory stxategiea. In many cases, the predicted results were
publicly unac¢eptable. Two important examples include the overtopping
of the Dallas Flocdway levaes under two of the scenarics, and a
subgtantial downstream shift in the Disselved Oxygen ‘‘sag" resulting
in noncompliance with State Water guality standards in the reach below
the Trinidad gage. After careful amalysis of ‘thc public and agency
input. several new scenarios werc formulated for analysis in the Final
Regicnal EIS. In addition to updating the bascline, three scenarics,
representing the same three broad cabcgories that had been previously
addressed, were developed. Many people suggosted that the Maximum
Development scenarios analywed in the Oraft Regicnal EIS were Coo
extremc, either because they conflicted with an ongoing project, or
because levees were physically impractical in somes porticns of the
flesd plain. In response to this criciciem, we agreed to replace them
with a ‘‘Composite Future“ scenario. Each city was tasked to provide
the North Central Texas Council of Governments (NCTCOG} a delineaticom
of the "™most likely” limits of maximum encroachment within their
jurisdietion. NCTCOG compiled each city's individual predicrion and
presented the resultant set of maps to local staffa and local elected
officials before providing them to the Corps for amalysie. The:
Modified Floodway scenarie of the Final Regional EIS replaced the
floodway-based scenarios of the Draft Regienal EIS as 2 representative
compromige hetween maximum (realistic) development and maximum
{realistic) envirommental quality. In this scenarie, the Corpe defined
the geogrophic limits of a drainageway incorporating the FEMA ccncept
with significant technical variationg. For the third scenario, the
Corps revised and represented a Maximum Envirommental Quality gcenario,
hydraunlically identical to the reviecd baseline because it incorporated
=0 additicpal flood plain projects except water quality, recreation,
and wildlife enhancemencs. Of the scenariocs, or alternatives, examined
in the Fimal Regiomal EIS, this is the envirenmentally preferred
alteroative. The extensive coordination and public involvement
characteriastic of the Regional EIS process continued during the comment
period on the Final Reglonal BIS, which extended from its release on
October 22, 1287, through January 31,1988, During this period, I held a
public meeting at Lamar High School at which eleven pecple submitted
statements. My staff attended in excesr of twenty mestings with local
government, staffs, public agencies, and citizen groupd. In addition,
sixty-six written comments on the Final Regional EIS were received.

II. Discusgion of I and ¥
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Most of the formal public comment and discussion with local governments
centersd on three general issussa: the aporopriate level of floed
protzetion (100-year vs. SPF}, the level of accurecy of the hydraulic
and hydrolegic analyses displayed in the Regiozal EIS, and the issue of
equity as it pertaing to governmental regulatien. *Benefits" and
vcosts" of an actiom, whether it be a proposed project or & propesed
regulaticn, do not always occur to the same group of people, let alone
in the came order of magnitude. The definition of the "public intereat”
which is at the heart of the Regional EIS cal'ls for an assessment of
the tradeotfs inherent between public demands for enhanced
environmental guality in the rxiver corrider and for ite use for needed
public facilities, and economic development and the rights of private
1andownars. A major consensuc achieved through the review of the Final
Regicnal EIS is that additional regisnal increases in £lood haszards for
aither the 100-year or Standard Project Flood are undesirable, and that
the thrust of floed plain management, in the short term, should be te
stabilize the flood hazard at existing levels through regulacion.
Future efforts on the part of both the Corps and local organizations
may be required to xeduce fleood hazard over the long tezm. The
Regicnal EIS is probably the most comprehensive such study dcene in the
United Seates. It has highlighted the need for planning for the region
and cooperation ameng the governmontal eatities along the Trinity River
corridor to aghieve quality development. The document, waz developed for
the esle purpose of establishing a permitting strategy for the Tripity
River and its tributaries. It does not centain a technical baseline
that will remain current over time and is not to be used as a deciyn
document . Design decisions requixing water surface predictions bazed on
critical storm centerings, and which are seangitive to valley storage
compurations, must be based on detailed site-specific engineering
enalyses. Other site-specific public or private fleod control
management decisions should likewlse be based on gurrent techoical
apalyges. Further, rlood insurance data must be obtained fxom the

FEMA and not from the Regional EIS. Neither the Regional EIS nor thia
Record of Decision encroaches upon the reeponsibility of design
engineexs ox the autherity of local govermmente. The Regional EIS, its
public review, and thism Record of Decision serve only to establish and
document the "best overall public interest® &s it appliss to the
Trinity River and its tributaries. It remaing the responsibility of
design engincers to perform competent work in accosdange with
professional design practices. Permit applicancs which proposed f£loed
plain modifications and/or site-specific flood contxel structures will
necd to satisfy review agencies as to the reascnableness of design
assumptiong, Throughout the development of this Record of Decision, the
Corps hag worked c¢losely with the NCTCOG to ingure consistency with
their COMMON VISION program, The ericeria listed below for the West
Pork, Elm Pork, and Main Stem are consistent with Che Statement of
Prineiples for Common Permit Criteria submictted by the Steexing
committee of local government officials. Bechuse of the maseivenesg of
this undertaking and the importance of its impact on future growth, the
comments from the citles and other gévernmental entitles have been
carefully considered.

III. Decision
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Based on my consideration of the data developed and presented in both
the Draft and Final Regicnal EIS's and my careful conoiderstion of all
public input, I have deternined that, for the purposes of the Regionmal
EIS stufly areia, my Regulatory Frogram will be henceforth bazed on the
following criteria- The baselipe to be used io analyzing permit
applications will be the most current nydraulic and hydrolegic model of
the specific site in guestion. The burden of proof of compliance with
these criteria rests with the permit applicant. Vaxiance from the
criteria would be made only if public intersst factors net accounted
for in tho Regienal EIS overwhelmingly {ndicace that the "best overall
public interest® is served by allcwing such variance.

A. Hyéraulic Impacts--Projects within the SEF Flood Plain of the Elm
Fork, West Fork, and Maip Stem, The following maximum allowable
hydraulic impacts will be satigfied, using ressonable judgment baged on
the degree of aceuracy of the evaluation, and using cross sections and
1and elevations which are representative of the reaches undex
consideration: :

1. He risc in the 100-year or SPF elevation for the preposed

condition will be allowed.

2. The maximum allowable loss in storage capacity for 100-year

and SPF discharges will be 0% and 5% rospectively. :

3. Alterations of the flood plain many not create or increass an

erosive water welocity om-or off-gite.

4. The tlood plain may ke altered only to the extent permitced by

equal conveyance reduction on both sides of the chamnel.

B. Hydraulic Iwpacts--Tributary Projacts. For tributaries with drainage
areas less then 10 square miles, valley storage reductions of up to 15%
and 20% for the 100-year and Standard Project Floocds, respectively,
will be allewed. For tributaries with intermediately-sized drainage
areas (10 cquare miles =0 100 square miles), the maximum valley atorage
reduerion allowed will fall batween 0% and 15% for the 100-year flood
and 5% and 203 for the Standard project Flood. Incregses in wacer
surface slevacions for the 108-year flood will be limited to
approximacely zero feet. Increases in water gurface elevations for the
Standard Project Flood will be limited to these which do not cause
significant additional floeding ox damage to others, Projects involving
tributary streams with drainage areas in excess of 100 square miles
will be required to meet the same critexia as main stem projects (see
“AY above) .

C. Cumulative Impacts. The upstream. adjacent, and downstream effects
of the applicant's proposal will be considered. The proposal will be
reviewed on the assumption that adjacent projects will be allowed to
bave an efuitable chance to be built, such that the cumulative impacts
of both will not exceed the common criterda.:

D. Demign Level of Flood Protection. The engineering amalysis will
include the effects of the applicant's proposal on the 100-year and
standard Project Fleods and should demonstrate meeting FEMA, Texag
Water Commimmion, and local criteria, ac well as Coxrpa, for Both flood
eventes.

10
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1. For levees protecting urban developmént, the minimum design
eriterion for the top of levee ia the SPF plus 4.0, unlesa &
relief system can be designed which will preveak catastrophic
failure of the levee system.

2. For £ills, the minimum design criterien is the 100-year
elevation, ses abcve,- plus cne foot.

E. Borrow Areas. The excavation of wharrow" areas to elevations lower
than the bottom elevation of the stream is gemerally hydrologically
undesiraple. The volume of such excavations, above the elevatiem to
whieh the area cen be kept drained, can be considered in hydrolegic
storage computaticns.

F. Preservation of Adjacent Project Storage. The applicant will be
required to regpect the valley atorage provided by adjacent projects By
ensuring that their hydraulic connection to the river is maintained. 4.4
the preject blecks the hydraulic comnection of the adjacent project,
then the applicant will be xequired te provide additicpnal valley
storage to offset the loss caused by the bleckage of the hydraulic
connection.

G. Special Aquatic Sites. Value-for-valus replacement of special
aquatic sites (i.e. wetlands, pool acd riffle complexes, wud flats,
etec.} impacted by non-water dependent proposals will be required.

These criteriz will be used by the Corps for the exprees purpose of
evaluating new permit applications reccived subsequent to the effective
@ata. They will not be used ta reevaluate any flood plain project
already constructed or permitted. They apply te permit applications
from public agencies as well as private sector applications. In
2ddition to the criteria discuosed above, the follewing guidelines will
ba used by my staff in evaluating perwit applications:

A. Runocff. Site drainsge systems should minimize potential erosion and
sedimentation problems both on site and in recsiving water bodies,

B. Habitat Mitigatios. A scandardized, habitat-based evaluation method
should be used to evaluate the impacts of the applicant's prepesal to
fish and wildlife resources. Guidelines for the quality and quantity of
mitigation are #s follows:
1. Category 2 resources--habitat of high value which is scarce,
or is becoming scarce in the ecoregion--no net lose of habitat
value. Category 2 resources in the srudy area ineclude vegetated
shallows, riffle and pool complexes, and riparian forests, ag
well ao wetlands (see above for mitigatiom of wetlands). A buffer
strip of natural vegetation 100' feet wide on each eide of the
channel for main area prejects, and 50 feet for triburaries,
should be maintained.
2. Category 3 resourceg--habitac of medium-to-high value that is
relatively abundant in the ecoregion--no net loss of habitat
value while minimizing the loss of the habitat type. (This meana
té reduce the loses of the habitat and compensate the remainder of
loss of habitat value by ereation or imprevement of ethar
Category 2 or 3 resources,) Category 3 rasources in the study

1
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area include deep water, Dative rangeladd, upland forests, and
upland shrubland.

3, Category & resources--habitat of low:te-medium value-—
mitigation should be to minimize the loss of habitat value, which
can be mccomplished by aveidance or improving other hablitat
types. Category 4 reacurces in the study arca include cropland
and ieproved pasture.

C. Cultural Resources. Cultural resources, including prehigtoric and
historic sitea, will be identified and gvaluated according to Natienal
Register of Historie Placex Criteria. Identification procedures may
jovolve literature review, pedestrian survey, and excavation to
identify buried cultural materials. Sites which ave eligible fer
inclusion in the National Register of Higtoric Places will be treated
by measures which range from avoidapnce, to preservation in place, ke
mitigation through excavation.

D. Dther Regional Needs and Plans. Consideration will be given when
evaluating permit applications of the propoeal's impact on reagicnal
facilities which have been identified as important through the Regicnel
BIS process. These include, but are not limited to, & linear hike/bike
gystem linking large flood plain parke throughout the Metroplex, the
Trinity Tollway, and 6ites for regional stormwater detention basins.
(Specific locations and plans for these facilities will concinue to
evolve through eoordination with NCTCOG and local govezrmments. )
Zpplicants will be urged to design projects which do not precluds
future iwplementation of these regional assets. It is wy conclusien
that the eriteria and guidelines set forth above represent the best
available definition of the "overall public interest," taking inte
account the rights of individeal landowners and the diract, indirect,
and cumulative impacts of individual acticns under by purview. Further,
I conclude that thess poligies represent all the practical means known
to me to avoid or minimize cavironmental harm within that framework.
This document will therefore provide the specific framework within
which we will operate the Fort Worth District's Regulatory Program
within the Recgicnal HIS study area.

/Signed/

JOHN E. SCHAUFELBERGER
Colonel, Corps of Engineera
District Eagineer

Date: April 29, 1988
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FHWA-TX-EIS-02-02-D
Draft Environmental Impact Statement And Section 4(f) Evaluation
Trinity Parkway From TH-3SE/SH-183 To US-175/SH-310, Dallas County, Texas

1) Regulatory is still in the process of verifying the jurisdiction determination for watcrs of tho
U.8. and weflands. Therefore, the information in the DEIS may not be accurate, depending on
Regulatory comments.

2) The DEIS indicated that 7.0 acres of forested hahitat would be impacted by build alternatives
within the project arca. According to ....... The riverside levee alternatives (especially
altematives 3A and 3B) could impact additional forested and floodplain resources within the
Dart RR/AT&SF 1o MLK reach.

3) The DEIS indicates that the Dallas Floodway EIS would be completed in the winter of 2005.
This is not likely since we Were awaiting the details from the Trinity Parkway stady and those
details are not in the DEIS.

4) The DEIS fails to identify and disclose detailed mitigation plans (i.c., quantities, locations,
measures) for impacts to natural resources from the build altematives. Therefore, it is hard to
deterrmine the true effects of each altornative and if mitigation areas will have any adverse
impacts to environmental resources.

5) No information was provided in the DEIS to discuss the potential impacts/costs/problems to
the public that could oceur when the 100-year plus 2.0 foot flood event oceurs. The DEIS says
that a detailed hydraulic study will be conducted upon identification of a preferred alicrnative.

6) Mitigation measures and locations to address long-term impacts to water quality are not
disclosed. Will the project have long-term runoff/debris/polhutant abatement measures?

7) No functional values/locations for mitigation are included. Levels of impact are disclosed, but
levels/significance of mitigation are not disclosed.

8) The total costs in the DEIS include mitigation costs, but the amounts are not broken out by
resource.

9) The DEIS identifies 1,420 acres (67%) of urban landscape comumunities within the study area
(page 3-75, Table 4-37). What docs this consist of? Seems high considering the bulk of the
study area is within the floodway. ‘

10) The DEIS suggests potential use of mitigation banking to address wetland and vegetation
impacts, but does not identify where the banks are located.

11) The DEIS indicates that ncw development near the Trinity Parkway would be 2 likely

indirect impact to the study area. What are the quantitative effects on wetlands, forests,
grasslands, warer quality, ect.7 Will zoning change?
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12) Page 4-90 of the DEIS says that the “City of Dallas PARD indieates no negative impacts to
any existing parks/recreationel areas”, but in Table 4-32 negative impacts are listed.

13) Page 4-99 of the DEIS says that “wetland surface storage is likely the primary function lost
under sliernatives 3A, 3B, and 47, What about the wildlife habitat values that would be lost?

14) The DEIS indicates that scasonal wetlands would be converted to open-water habitat. Would
similar or higher quality seasonal wetlands be created elsewhere?

15) The DEIS indicates that it will balance the floodplain eut/fill impacts from alternatives 3A,
3B, and 4 through joint cooperation with other floedplain development projects. However, what
happens if other altcrnatives for the joint projects are selected that don’t benefit the needs of the
Tinity Parkway project (L., 2a USACE floodwall alternative versus expansion of the existing
levee) or these other joint projects are termitated? The Trinity Parkway project should be
considered a stand-alone project so that the impacts can stilk be addressed.

16) The DEIS indicates that cumulative impacts to cultural fesources is likely due to new

development on private lands, However, we do not have an idea of what those impacts
could/would be.
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In General:

The purpose of NEPA’s prccedures is to “insure that
environmental information is available te public officials
and citizens before decisions are made and before actions
are taken.”40 CFR § 1500.1(b) (2002). 40 CFR § 1502.1
gtatesg that “(t)lhe primary purpose of an environmental
impact statement 18 to serve as an action-forcing device to
insure that the policies and goals defined in the Act are
infused into the ongoing programs and actions of the
Federal Government.” It does not appear that the EIS maets
these goals. There are no detailed discussions of the
environmental impacts of the proposed alternatives for the
roadway. Therefore the EIS fails to make envircnmental
information available te either public officials or
citizens prior to the action being taken or that the EIS
insures that the policy and gozls of NEPA are met. Rather
than discussing the environmental impacts on wetlands,
water guality, water rescurces, vegetation, wildlife, and
other environmental concerns the EIS in rather conclusory
terms states that the effects will be mitigated through
compliance with executive order, statue, or regulations.
Such statement do not caomply with the:environmental
analysis required under REPA.

Kleppe v. Sierra Club, 427 U.S. 390(1976) is one of the
leading case involving cumulative impacts. It is the first
time that the U.S. Supreme Court considered whether an EIS
could be deficient for failure to take a “hard look” at
cumulative impacts. See Terrance L. Thatcher,
Understanding Interdependence in the Natural Epvirzonment:
some thoughts oa Cumulative Impact Assessment under the
National Environmental Policy Act, 20 Envtl. L. 611.

Kleppe stated that "when several propbsals for coal-related
actions that will bave cumulative ox synergistic
environmental impact upcn a region are pending concuzzently
before an agency, their envirommental consequences must be
considered together.” It appears from reading the EIS that
a number of interrelated road and bridge projects are being
constructed in the same wvicinity as the Trinity Parkway.
Further these projects connect to the Trinity Parkway.
Under the rationale of Kleppe, these prcjects in the same
geographic region which are pending before USDOT FHA should
be considered in a single EIS,.

Page 4-11; paragraph 4.2.6: NEPA does not allow deferral of
the consideration of potential environmental impacts. They
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should be considered for each alternative prior to the
preferred alternative being selected. Under NEPA an agency
is required to engage in a “rigorous environmental analysis
of thee selected finalist [alternatives] before making its
altimate decisions,” Surfrider Found. V. palton, 989
F.Supp. 1309, 1325 (5.D. Cal. 1998). The EIS doe not
appear to meet this criteria.

Page 4-17; paragraph 4.2.7: It is not possible to meet the
full disclosure requirements of NEPA if the degree of
integration and the cumulative impacts of the various
alternatives within the Dallas Flocdway are not discussed
in the EIS.

page 4-18 fourth paragraph. The environmental consequences
for 34, 3B, 4 and 5 must be disclosed within the EIS aleng
with cumulative impacts., The discussion of their impacts
cannot be deferrzed.

Page 4-19%, second paragraph. peferral of a description of
the environmental impacts of the roadway to a subsequent
document does not meet NEPA full disclosure requirement.

Page 4-97; Paragraph 4.82 states precautions would be taken
to avoid unnecessary impacts to wetlands and aguatic areas
without identifying the types of precautions which would be
taken.

Page 4-100; Subpart 4,9 degcribes imphcts in general terms
and does not identify specific direct or cumulative
impacts. The table found at 4-37 only provides a
tabulation of acres and not the effects of the dizect or
cumulative impacts on those acres.

4-162; Subpart 4.24.2 The cumulative effects analysis is
very general and does not consider the specific impacts of
the alternatives along with other reasonable foreseeable
projecta. The cumulative impact regulation requires that
the incremental impact of the action when added to other
past, present and reasonably foreseeable action. 40 C.F.R.
1508.7, The cumulative impacts analysis 1is primary
conclusory —emarke. Ceonclusory remarks do not equip a
decision maker te make an informed decision about
alternative course of action and do not meet the
roquirements of NEPA. Defenders of Wildlife v. Babbitt,
130 F. Supp. 24 121, 138 (D.C. 2001)
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Page 4-182 addressing wetlands. states that other planned
transportation system improvaments would be subject tc
executive crder and applicable regulations insuring the
impacts are mitigated. Such broad sweeping conclusery
statements do not provide the type of cumulative impacts
analysis required under NEPA. Texas Committee on Natural
Resources v. VanWinkle, 197 F.Supp.2d 586 (WD, TX, 2002).
The same type of conclusozry statements are included for
floodplaing on page 4-184, water quality on page 4-188, air
guality on page 4-191

Page 197, last two paragraphs. These paragraphs are
conclusory without data to support the conclusicns. There
appears te be no cumulative impacts analysis.

Page 198, first paragraph states that impacts to biological
resources would be avoided or minimized in compliance with
existing fedexal statues. Leaving the avoidance of impacts
to compliance with existing statues does not meet NEPA
criteria. See Texas Committed on Matural Resources v. Van
winkle, supra. )

Page 198, paragraph 4.24.2.9 states that the magnitude and
significance of negative impacts are expected to be limited
and contrcllable. This statement does not identify the
impacts, it does not identify the environmental effects of
the impacts or identify how the impacts will be limited or
controlled. It falls to meet NEPA disclosure criteria.
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Regulatory Branch Comments .
Draft Enviconmental Impact Statement Trinity Parkway Project
5 April 2005
L We bave reviewed this project in accordance with Section 404 of the Clean Wator

Act and Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899. Under Scction 404, the U. 8.
Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) regulates the dischaige of dredged and fill mst_cna]
into waters of the United States, including wetlands. Our responsibility undec Section 10
is to regulate any work 1n, or affecting, navigable waters of the United States. Any such
discharge or work requires Department of the Army authiorization in the form of a permit.
For more information on the USACE Regulatory Program, please see our Internet
homepage at www.swf.usace.army.mil and select "Permits".

2. Based on the information submitted, it appears thiat a Departroent of the Armty
Standard Individual Permit would be required to authorize five of the six build
alternatives considercd. When more detailed information about the project is available,
please provide us with suitable maps of the propased projoct area showing the location. of
proposed discharges, the type and amount of material (temporary oF permaneat), if any,
to be discharged, and plan and cross-section views of the proposed project. Please refer
to the enclosed guidance for Departinent of the Army submittals and the Checklist for
Applications for ludividual Department of the Army Permits for additional details about
the information that should be submitted for this and. future projects and consider
forwarding your response as soon as possible so that evaluation of your request may
contimue. Please note that it is unlawful 1o start work withaut a Department of the Aoy
permit if one is requircd. We encourage you to avoid and minimize adverse impacts to
streams, wetlands, and other waters of the United States in planning this project.

3 Sections 3.4.6, 4.8, and 7.4 should be re-titled to "Waters of the U. 8., including
Wetlands" This revision would provide clasification that wetlands are a type of waters
of the United Statcs.

d, The first and second paragraphs of Scction 3.4.6 should be teplaced with tho
following: "The USACE regulates certain activitics in waters of the U. 8. For the
purposes of Section 404 of the Clean Water Act, waters of the U. S. are defined at 33
CFR 328.3 as:

a. all waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be
susceptible to usc in interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are
subject to the ebb and flow of the tide;

b. all interstate waters including interstate wetlands;

c. all other watars such as intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including
intermittent streams), mudflats, sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie pothales, wet -
meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds, the use, degradation or destruction of which
could affect interstate or foreign commerce including any such waters:

1) which are or could be used by interstate ar foreign travelers for
recreational or other purposes; or ’

Page 1 of 3
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2) from which fish or shellfish are ar could be taken and sold in
interstate or forcign commerce; of
3) which arc used or could be used for industrial purpose by
industries in interstate commerce;
d. all impoundments of waters otherwise defined as waters of the United

States under the definition;
c tributaries of waters identified in paragraphs 1-4 above;
i the territorial seas;

wetlands adjacent to waters (other than waters that are 1hcmselv&_s
wetlands) identified in paragraphs 1-6 above". Waste treatment systems, including
trearment ponds or lagoons designed to the meet the requirements of the Clean Water Act
(other than cooling ponds as defined in 40 CFR 123.1 1(fm) which also meet the criteria of
this definition) are not waters of the U, B.

3. The USACE project number in the third paragraph on page 385 should be
changed to 200000308.

6, Plate 3-16 should be re-titled to "Waters of the Unitcd States." The legend should
be clarified to identify items that are waters of the United States.

7. In section 4.8, you describe the impacts that may result from the construction and
operation of the proposed altematives. Please clarify in the introduction to this section
that the applicant is still in the process of finalizing the delineation and determination of
waters of the United States and that the information used in the DEIS is provided solely
for comparison purposes.

8. Rased on the preliminary data provided in section 4.8, it appears that Altematives
2A, 2B and 5 would result in fewer impacts to waters of the U. S. than Altematives 34,
3B, and 4. [t would be beneficial to provide additional qualitative details regarding the
potential impacts of each alternative aside from total area of impact. It would-be helpful
to include substantive information on the quality of the aquatic resources and the method
of determination of quality to help the reader judge which altemative would have the
lcast adverse overal] effect on the aquatic environment.

9. In paragraph 3 of section 4.9.2.1 on page 4-102, you doscribe the need fora

permit under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. Yon.should also describe in this

paragraph that a permit under Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act would most
likely be required as well,

10,  In the paragraph titled "Section 404 Pcrmit Requirements” of secton 4.12.1,
pleasc revise sentence one 1o in¢lude the following; "The USACE regulates activities that
would result in the discharge of dredged or fill material into waters of the United States
under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act," In addition, you should include a section
referencing the need for a permit under Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act.

Page 2 of 3
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11.  Indesigning crossings of waters of the U, 8., we encourage you to consider the
following:

a. culverts and bridges should be designed to maintain channe] geometry and
minimize disturbance to waters of the U. S. and riparian areas to the maximum extent
practicable;

b. all erossings, particularly culvert crossings should be designed in ways
that avoid the need for channel widening to convey high flows. To achieve conveyance
of high flows without altering channel geometry, crossings should be designed to employ
the use of such approaches as a single culvert to convey the frequent flows with
additional culverts placed at a higher elevation to convey less frequent events;

c erossings should be designed in order to minimize the need for future
maintenance activities, such as regular mowing or sediment removal in waters of the U.
S. Such maintenance frequently results in long-term financial commitments and
prolonged adverse impacts on the aquatic environment; and

d. stabilization activities along waters of the U.S. should be designed to
avoid the use of concrete, gabions, and similar hard structures. In areas requiring stream
bank protection, we recommend the use of bioengineering techniques and native
vegetation, where practicable.

12.  InSection 7.4 on page 7-15, you should note that the mitigation plan for the
project should be developed using the Regulatory Guidance Letter 02-2 titled "Guidance
on Compensatory Mitigation Projects for Aquatic Resource Impacts Under the Corps
Regulatory Program Pursuant to Section 404 of the Clean Water Act and Section 10 of
the River and Harbors Act of 1899" dated December 24, 2002 (cnclosed). We
recommend also that you consider the Fort Worth District Draft USACE Mitigation
Guidelines dated December 24, 2003 (enclosed), in developing the mitigation plan.

Page 3 of 3
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TRINITY PARKWAY ; ;

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT If you would like to receive newsletter
PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT FORM nd announcements as this stud
MARCH 29, 2005 AT THE DALLAS CONVENTION CENTER rogresses, please make sure that yo

ave completed an address informatio
heet. Visit the sign-in desk if you hav

Your Name: %M%e A‘Mﬁ-ﬂﬁ (Please print clearly) Y questions.
Your Mailing Address: Qe .0 Progtass
‘!lD 6 Seat Q&;n_p.u-lla q}u.n.a_m..d_

b;w»&a  Teran 75063 -375S

The North Texas Tollway Authority (NTTA) is seeking your comments on the proposed project. We welcome
your verbal and written comments. To be included in the project record, written comments must be submitted
to the NTTA Office on or postmarked by April 8, 2005. All comments received will be given consideration.
Please note you will not receive a direct written response to your comments or questions. Thank you for your
comments (To mail this form, fold in thirds and affix appropriate postage).

General Comments, Concerns or Suggestions (i.e., alternatives, environmental concerns, and/or significant issues)
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INDUSTRIAL PROPERTIES
CORPORATION

March 28, 2005

M. Christopher Anderson

Director of Planning

North Texas Tollway Authority

5900 West Plano Parkway, Suite 100

Plano, Texas 75093

Dear Mr. Anderson:

1 support the 3b alignment for the Trinity Parkway. In other words, I support a parkway
alignment that has all lanes on the downtown side or the river with six lanes from State
Highway 183 to Continental and four lanes from Céntinental to State Highway 175. 1
also support widening the four-lane section to six lanes in 2025 if the traffic demnand
justifies it.

The need for this reliever route is apparent, Anyone who regularly drives on Stemmons
knows that rush hour is several hours long. Rush hour is defined as an average speed of
20 miles per hour or less. In the foreseeable future, rush hour will be eight hours long.

The Trinity River Project has three main components: flood protection, recteation, and
traffic improvements. The balanced Vision Plan outlines steps to be taken to make these
three components compatible, The 3b alignment is consistent with this Plan and is
necessary if we are going to implement the Plan.

Industrial Properties Corporation developed Trinity Industrial District, along Stemmons
Freeway and we are vitally interested in both the flood protection and the traffic relief for
this area.

In 1998 the voters approved $246 million in bonds for the Trinity River Corridor with
$84 million assigned for the design, construction and right of way needs for the Parkway.
They have been patient while plans, studies, and environmental impact statements wers
being formulated. But it is not time to act if we are going to turn the vision they
approved into reality. Please vote to approve Trinity parkway alignment 3b. Generations
will be grateful.

sﬁfér

operties Corporation

400 EAST CARPENTER FREEWAY « IRVING, TEXAS 75062-3955 - 972/650-8400 ?‘i\_}‘{ 973/650-8440
rmget@iperenan.com » www.ipeexas com

Appendix G-5 / Page 140 TRINITY PARKWAY



QPRfi_l-:?BBS 18: 38 FROM: TOLLWAY AUTHORITY 2145284826 TO: 2142731387 P.11-11

R

e

pe-2005 11:32qm From-PEPSICO S AND | 4014 767 1248 T-003  P.oo2/8002  F-014
Apr=08= i

< pePsICO
" gy Teian R 5

1 Papsi Way Samers, Naw York 10538 WW. penaieo.com

April 8,2005

M. Chsistopher Anderson, Planning Director
North Texas Tollway Authority

5900 West Plano Parkway, Suite 100

P.O. Box 260729

Plano, Texas 75026

Re:  Trinity Parkway -
Draft Environments! Impact Statcment

Dear Mr. Anderson;

Our company is a customer of the Cargill, Inc. warehouse and distibution facility
Jocazed at 3196 Quebec Sweet in Dallas, We nnderstand that rail access from the south to
the Cargill warehouse will likely be intemupied in the mext several years duc 1o
construction of the Trinity Parkway praject. Cargill’s ability to receive and distribute
gmdsﬁommisﬁdlitykmelyimponmwomBusimss.cmy'ilneedsmbemade
whole far this loss of aceess so that they can continus fo serve their customers, including
us. The economic impact of this situation upon Carpill would nitimately adversely affect
us as a customer. We would stropgly advacate a feasible economic solution for Cargill at
this Jocation so that they can continue to scrve this merketplace st their curent price

strueture.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely, -
Robert Spear
Sr. Industry Manager
PepsiCo Global Sweeteners

04/08/2008 FRI 10:23 [TI/RX NO 75711 Q@ooz
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OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY
Washington, D.C. 20240-0001

OFFICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY AND COMPLIANCE
1849 C STREET, NW, Room 2342-MIB
Washington, DC 26240
PHONE: 202/208-4169
FAX: 202/208-6970

o Elivia Gonzalez Dates  May 26,2008
TX-DOT
Ph. 512-416-2610

FAX: 812.416-3746 Pages: 3, including this cover sheet,

From:  Ethel Smith
Subject:  DOI response on Trinity Parkway, TX  [ER 05/167]

Attached is the Department’s response dated May 26, 2005 on
subject project,

Thank you for your patience.
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