
 AGENDA
Special Meeting

BEE CAVE DEVELOPMENT BOARD

Tuesday, August 29, 2023

4:30 PM, City Hall

4000 Galleria Parkway

Bee Cave, Texas 78738-3104

THE CITY OF BEE CAVE DEVELOPMENT BOARD MEETINGS ARE AVAILABLE
TO ALL PERSONS REGARDLESS OF DISABILITY. IF YOU REQUIRE SPECIAL
ASSISTANCE, PLEASE CONTACT KAYLYNN HOLLOWAY AT (512) 767-6641 AT
LEAST 48 HOURS IN ADVANCE OF THE MEETING. THANK YOU.

A quorum of the Planning and Zoning Commission and/or City Council may
be in attendance at this meeting. No action will be taken by the
Commission or Board.

1. Call meeting to order

2. Roll Call

3. Consent Agenda.
All Consent Agenda items listed are considered to be routine by the
Board and will be enacted by one motion. There will be no separate
discussion of these items unless a Board member requests the item on
the agenda. Information concerning consent agenda items is available for
public view.
 
A.     Consider approval of the minutes of the Regular Session
conducted on July 25, 2023.
B.     Consider approval of the minutes of the Workshop Session
conducted on August 8, 2023.

4. Discuss and consider action on a Professional Services Agreement with
RTG for the design and realignment of the Southwest Collector/ Hamilton
Pool Road.

5. Discussion and update from the Workshop Session regarding current
and future City projects and priorities.



6. Discussion regarding future administrative items, meeting times and
dates.

7. Adjournment

The Board may go into closed session at any time when permitted by
Chapters 418 or 551, Texas Government Code, or Section 321.3022 of
the Texas Tax Code. Before going into closed session a quorum of the
Board must be present, the meeting must be convened as an open
meeting pursuant to proper notice, and the presiding officer must
announce that a closed session will be held and must identify the
sections of Chapter 551 or 418, Texas Government Code, or Section
321.3022 of the Texas Tax Code authorizing the closed session.

I certify that the above notice of meeting was posted at Bee Cave City Hall,
4000 Galleria Parkway, Bee Cave, Texas, on the 25th day of August, 2023 at
1:30 P.M. (Seal)



Economic Development Board Meeting
8/29/2023

Agenda Item Transmittal

 Agenda Item:  3.

 Agenda Title:  Consent Agenda.

 Board Action:  

 Department:  City Secretary

 Staff Contact:  Kaylynn Holloway, City Secretary

1. INTRODUCTION/PURPOSE

2. DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION

a) Background

b) Issues and Analysis

3. FINANCIAL/BUDGET

Amount Requested  Fund/Account No. 
Cert. Obligation  GO Funds
Other source  Grant title
Addtl tracking info  

4. TIMELINE CONSIDERATIONS

5. RECOMMENDATION

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Type
Minutes of July 25, 2023 Backup Material



Minutes of August 8, 2023 Backup Material



MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE  
BEE CAVE DEVELOPMENT BOARD 

CITY OF BEE CAVE 
July 25, 2023 

  
STATE OF TEXAS              § 
COUNTY OF TRAVIS        § 
 
Present: 
 
Quinn Gormley, President 
Christian Alvarado, Vice President 
Christy Black, Director 
John Dashtara, Director 
Kevin Hight, Director 
Victoria Winburne, Director 
 
Absent: 
 
Tony Lockridge, Secretary 
 
City Staff: 
 
Clint Garza, City Manager 
Kaylynn Holloway, City Secretary 
Ryan Henry, City Attorney 
Lindsey Oskoui, Assistant City Manager 
Kevin Sawtelle, City Engineer 
Megan Will, Planning and Development Director 
Dori Kelley, Communications  
Lanie Marcotte, Parks and Facilities Director 
Anna Jensen, Administrative Coordinator 
 
Call to Order and Announce a Quorum is Present 
 
With a quorum present, the regular meeting of the Bee Cave Development Board was called to 
order by President Gormley at 4:30 p.m. on Tuesday, July 25, 2023. 
 
 

Consider approval of the minutes of the Regular Session conducted on May 23, 2023. 
 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Director Hight, seconded by Vice President Alvarado, to 
approve the minutes of May 23, 2023.  
 
The vote was taken on the motion with the following result: 
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Voting Aye: President Gormley, Directors Alvarado, Black, Dashtara, Hight and 
Winburne  

 Voting Nay:  None  
 Absent: Director Lockridge 
 
The motion carried 6-0. 
 
 
Discuss and consider action regarding the Development Board’s current fiscal year 2022-2023 
budget and proposed fiscal year 2023-2024 budget. 
 
City Manager Clint Garza presented this item. 
 
MOTION:  A motion was made by President Gormley, seconded by Director Hight, to approve an 
expenditure of up to $3,000, out of the 42,000 legal fees line item, to instruct staff to identify 
outside Counsel for the Board to work the Shared Services Agreement. 
 
The vote was taken on the motion with the following result: 
 

Voting Aye: President Gormley, Directors Alvarado, Black, Dashtara, Hight and 
Winburne  

 Voting Nay:  None  
 Absent: Director Lockridge 
 
The motion carried 6-0. 
 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Director Hight, seconded by Director Black, to approve the 
budget for Fiscal Year 2023-2024. 
 
The vote was taken on the motion with the following result: 
 

Voting Aye: President Gormley, Directors Alvarado, Black, Dashtara, Hight and 
Winburne  

 Voting Nay:  None  
 Absent: Director Lockridge 
 
The motion carried 6-0. 
 
Discussion regarding future meeting times and dates. 

 
The Board will hold a Workshop Session on August 8th. 
 
No action was taken on this item. 
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Adjournment 
 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Director Hight, seconded by Vice President Alvarado, to 
adjourn.  
 
The vote was taken on the motion with the following result: 
 

Voting Aye: President Gormley, Directors Alvarado, Black, Dashtara, Hight and 
Winburne  

 Voting Nay:  None  
 Absent: Director Lockridge 
 
The motion carried 6-0. 
 
The Economic Development Board adjourned the meeting at 4:49 p.m. 
 
PASSED AND APPROVED THIS _____ DAY OF ___________, 2023. 
 
 
  
        ______________________________ 
        President 
ATTEST: 
 
 
________________________________ 
Secretary/Treasurer 



MINUTES OF THE WORKSHOP MEETING OF THE  
BEE CAVE DEVELOPMENT BOARD 

CITY OF BEE CAVE 
August 8, 2023 

  
STATE OF TEXAS              § 
COUNTY OF TRAVIS        § 
 
Present: 
 
Quinn Gormley, President 
Christian Alvarado, Vice President 
Christy Black, Director 
John Dashtara, Director 
Kevin Hight, Director 
Tony Lockridge, Secretary 
Victoria Winburne, Director 
 
City Staff: 
 
Clint Garza, City Manager 
Kaylynn Holloway, City Secretary 
Lindsey Oskoui, Assistant City Manager 
Travis Askey, Finance Director 
Jenny Hoff, Communications Director 
Dori Kelley, Communications  
Lanie Marcotte, Parks and Facilities Director 
 

 
Call to Order and Announce a Quorum is Present 
 
With a quorum present, the workshop meeting of the Bee Cave Development Board was called 
to order by President Gormley at 10:12 p.m. on Tuesday, August 8, 2023. 
 

Discussion and update regarding current and future City projects and priorities for strategic 
planning purposes including, short and long-term budgets for all operational needs and 
capital improvement projects.  
 

Previous discussions by the board regarding projects and general direction of the corporation 
led staff to recommending a future workshop where directors could have a more lengthy 
discussion about goals and priorities.   
 
In addition to the adopted Capital Improvements Plan, other topics below were discussed:  
 
1. Workforce Housing  
2. Review of City Ordinances and impacts to economic development of the city 
3. Capital Project prioritization 
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4. Property acquisition 
5. Business coaching 
6. Marketing (including virtual model, planning tools, website updates, and branding roll out) 
7. Business attraction (including use types not currently allowed by code) 
8. Staff resources and project management  
 
The Board will set up a future sessions to discuss projects. 
 
No action was taken on this item. 
 
Adjournment 
 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Director Dashtara, seconded by Director Black, to adjourn.  
 
The vote was taken on the motion with the following result: 
 

Voting Aye: President Gormley, Directors Alvarado, Black, Dashtara, Hight, Lockridge 
and Winburne  

 Voting Nay:  None  
 Absent: None 
 
The motion carried 7-0. 
 
The Economic Development Board adjourned the meeting at 2:21 p.m. 
 
PASSED AND APPROVED THIS _____ DAY OF ___________, 2023. 
  
        ______________________________ 
        President 
ATTEST: 
________________________________ 
Secretary/Treasurer 



Economic Development Board Meeting
8/29/2023

Agenda Item Transmittal

 Agenda Item:  4.

 Agenda Title:  Discuss and consider action on a Professional Services Agreement
with RTG for the design and realignment of the Southwest Collector/
Hamilton Pool Road.

 Board Action:  Discuss and Consider Action

 Department:  Assistant City Manager

 Staff Contact:  Lindsey Oskoui

1. INTRODUCTION/PURPOSE

Authorize approval of a contract with RTG for schematic design of the Southwest Collector and Hamilton
Pool Road Extension.
2. DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION

a) Background

On November 9, 2021 Council authorized staff to issue a Request for Proposals for the Hamilton Pool Road
Alternative Access Study. The purpose of the study was to assess the impacts of a potential new local
roadway connecting Hamilton Pool Road and Bee Cave Road. 
 
On December 12, 2021 Council adopted an amendment to the City's Thoroughfare Plan. This amendment was
specific to the alignment of the "Collector roadways" generally located south of State Highway 71, east of
Palermo Drive, west of Old Burnet Road and north connecting to Cueva Drive. During discussion of this
Amendment Council directed staff to include study these roadways in the scope for the Hamilton Pool Road
Alternative Access Study.
 
On December 15, 2021 staff issued an addenda to the RFP for the Hamilton Pool Road Alternative Access
Study expanding the scope of the study to include the grouping of Collector roadways east of Hamilton Pool
road described above. 
 
On February 22, 2022 City Council authorized city to negotiate a contract with Rodriguez Transportation
Group (RTG) to complete the Feasibility Study Report for the Hamilton Pool Road Alternative Access
Study; this contract was executed on May 31, 2022. 
 
RTG completed the requested study in December 2022.  On January 25, 2023, City Council accepted the
study, attached, and, of the four scenarios presented for possible realignment configurations of Hamilton Pool
Road, Council selected “Scenario 2”. As a companion action to accepting the study, Council also directed

https://beecave.novusagenda.com/agendapublic/CoverSheet.aspx?ItemID=3120&MeetingID=422
https://beecave.novusagenda.com/agendapublic/CoverSheet.aspx?ItemID=3142&MeetingID=427
https://www.beecavetexas.gov/home/showpublisheddocument/4652/637751795474170000
https://beecave.novusagenda.com/agendapublic/CoverSheet.aspx?ItemID=3186&MeetingID=433
https://beecave.novusagenda.com/agendapublic/MeetingView.aspx?MeetingID=492&MinutesMeetingID=484&doctype=Agenda


City directed staff to initiate the process of updating the Bee Cave Thoroughfare Plan to 1) add a
Neighborhood Collector roadway connecting Hamilton Pool Road to Great Divide Drive 2) configure  the
intersection of Hamilton Pool Road and the new Neighborhood Collector roadways as depicted in Scenario 2
of the Feasibility Study Report and 3) remove access from the future Neighborhood Collector roadway to
Cueva Drive in the vicinity of Avispa Way (“the Cueva Drive Connection”)
 
On February 14, 2023 City Council unanimously passed Resolution No. 2023-02 authorizing the City Manager
to initiate the process to amend the Thoroughfare Plan included within the “Our Bee Cave 2037
Comprehensive Plan."  
On February 21, 2023, Planning & Zoning Commission held a Public Hearing on the Thoroughfare Plan
Amendment and made a recommendation to Council to approve the Amendment.
On February 28, 2023, Council adopted the Amendment to the Thoroughfare Plan via Ordinance 500,
attached.
During its August 8, 2023 workshop, the Economic Development Corporation discussed the EDC funding the
schematic design of the new road. 

b) Issues and Analysis

The attached scope, budget, and schedule are for the EDC’s consideration to fund the schematic design of
new road. 
 
The fee is $ 1,491,992.29.  At this stage in the process, it is not possible to know the precise extent and format
of environmental review and public engagement that may be required by TXDOT or Federal funding sources. 
Rather than automatically “over-scoping” at this stage to cover the most extensive requirements, the attached
memo was produced to 1) identify the possible degrees to which additional environmental analysis and public
participation may be required 2)  provide a generalized range of associated additional cost 3) and preemptively
alert the EDC to a possible future amendment to this contract once those parameters are established.    
If approved, the NTP is proposed to be issued in October 2023, after the start of the fiscal year.
 

3. FINANCIAL/BUDGET

Amount Requested  Fund/Account No. 
Cert. Obligation  GO Funds
Other source  Grant title
Addtl tracking info  

4. TIMELINE CONSIDERATIONS

5. RECOMMENDATION

Authorize the City Manager to execute on behalf of the Economic Development Corporation a Professional
Services Agreement with RTG for the work described in the attached exhibits.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Type

https://beecave.novusagenda.com/agendapublic/Coversheet.aspx?ItemID=3661&MeetingID=494
https://beecave.novusagenda.com/agendapublic/Coversheet.aspx?ItemID=3671&MeetingID=496
https://beecave.novusagenda.com/agendapublic/Coversheet.aspx?ItemID=3680&MeetingID=497
https://beecave.novusagenda.com/agendapublic/CoverSheet.aspx?ItemID=3884&MeetingID=523


Feasibility Study Report for the Hamilton Pool Road Alternative
Access Study

Backup Material

Ordinance 500 Thoroughfare Plan Amendment Backup Material

Proposed PSA - Exhibit A Scope Backup Material

Proposed PSA - Exhibit A-2 Schedule Backup Material

Proposed PSA - Exhibit B Budget Backup Material

Memo explaining potential future amendment to scope - enviro,
public involvement

Backup Material



     

 
 

 

Documentation of Public Meeting 
Prepared by: 

Rodriguez Transportation Group, Inc. 
 

Project Location 
City of Bee Cave 

 

Southwest Collector and HPR Extension 

 
Project Limits 

Palermo Drive to Shops Parkway 
 

Meeting Location 
Bee Cave City Hall, 2nd Floor Meeting Room 

4000 Galleria Parkway, Bee Cave, TX 
 

Meeting Date and Time 

Wednesday, November 16, 2022 

6‐8 p.m. 
 

Translation Services 

N/A 
 

Presenters 

N/A 
 

Elected Officials in Attendance 
Representative Vikki Goodwin ‐ Texas House of Representatives (Dist 47) 

Mayor Kara King ‐ City of Bee Cave Councilmember 
Andrea Willott, City of Bee Cave 

 
Total Number of Attendees (approx.) 

61 

 
Total Number of Commenters 

270 

Submittal Date 
January 20, 2023



Open House Public Meeting Summary Report 
Meeting Date:  November 16, 2022, 6-8 p.m. 
Southwest Collector and HPR Extension  
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Open House Public Meeting Summary Report 
Meeting Date:  November 16, 2022, 6-8 p.m. 
Southwest Collector and HPR Extension  

   

‐1‐                                                        January 19, 2023 
 

A. Comment/response matrix 
Printed comment forms were provided for attendees at the meeting and 27 completed forms 

were collected during the meeting, with an additional form being mailed in.  Several alternate 

ways for citizens to provide input were provided as well, including: 

1. Attendees could mail in the comment form to the address provided on the back of the form. 

2. An e‐mail address was provided for attendees to submit comments after the meeting:  

HPR_Comments@rtg‐texas.com.  

For the above methods of commenting, the original deadline noted on the comment form to 

submit comments was December 7, 2022. 

3. The Exhibit boards and roll plots presented at the meeting were posted to The City of Bee 

Cave’s web page after the meeting with links provided for submitting comments 

(https://www.beecavetexas.gov/news/whats_new/give_input_on_potential_new_roads),  

The comment period was extended to January 11, 2023. 

 

The compiled list of citizen comments received through the deadline of January 11, 2023 is 

provided in Appendix A.  A preliminary response is provided to each comment. 

   



Open House Public Meeting Summary Report 
Meeting Date:  November 16, 2022, 6-8 p.m. 
Southwest Collector and HPR Extension  

   

‐2‐                                                        January 19, 2023 
 

B. Meeting Notices 
Advance notices of the open house public meeting were provided to the public via the City’s 

web page (City Calendar), as well as the City’s Facebook page.  Documentation of the notices is 

provided in Appendix B. 

C. Sign‐In sheets  
A sign in table was provided at the entrance to the meeting room.  The completed sign‐in 

sheets are provided in Appendix C.  

D. Comments received 
Scans of the original comments that are compiled n the comment‐response matrix (Appendix A) 

are provided in Appendix D.  This includes: 

1. Comment forms received at the meeting or mailed in afterword; 

2. Comments provided on the roll plot exhibits on the evening of the meeting; 

3. Comments received via e‐mail; and 

4. Comments provided via the City of Bee Cave’s webpage “Jotform” platform.  

For privacy, any provided contact information from these forms has been redacted. 

The following table summarizes the number of comments received by the various commenting 

methods by the deadline of midnight 01/11/23.  While the comments received via methods 1 

through 3 above generally noted whether they were in favor of the proposed SWC and HPR 

Extension, only comments received via method 4, the City’s website, specifically asked for a yes, 

no, maybe, or no opinion.  Rather than subjectively judge which of the comments received via 

method 1 through 3 were in favor or not, only the City website comments with the specific 

votes were tabulated. 

Table 1:  Summary of Public Meeting Comments Received 

Comment Method 
No. of  Poll:  In favor? 

Comments 
Yes  No  Other 

Received 

Comment forms (1)  28 

N/A Roll Plot Comments (1)  26 

E‐mail Comments (2)(3)  50 

COBC Website (2)(4)  166  101  (61%)  43  (26%)  22  (13%) 

Total Comments Received:  270                 
        

(1) From the 11/16/22 Open House Meeting         
(2) Received after 11/16/22 Open House Public Meeting but before midnight 01/11/23 

(3) Received via HPR_Comments@rtg‐texas.com        
(4) Received via City of Bee Cave (COBC) Website ("Jotform" platform)      

 

 

 



Open House Public Meeting Summary Report 
Meeting Date:  November 16, 2022, 6-8 p.m. 
Southwest Collector and HPR Extension  
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E. Meeting Exhibits 
Exhibits summarizing the current findings and recommendations were prepared and presented 

at the meeting, and are included in Appendix E.  As noted previously, these were also posted to 

the City of Bee Cave’s web page after the meeting as well.  These included the following: 

1. Exhibit Boards (12 total) and narrative.  The same exhibit boards were presented via 

projector on a wall in the meeting room, along with narration for each slide.   

2. Roll Plot – a 1” = 100’ scale plot of the preliminary recommended improvements for the 

Southwest Collector (SWC) and HPR Extension (HPRE) was provided at multiple locations in 

the meeting room.  The roll plot included the recommended layout for the intersections of 

SWC and HPRE with a proposed re‐aligned HPR (Option 2). 

3. Insets were provided for alternative intersection configurations of SWC and HPRE with HPR; 

Options 1, 3, and 4. 



Open House Public Meeting Summary Report 
Meeting Date:  November 16, 2022, 6-8 p.m. 
Southwest Collector and HPR Extension  
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End of Public Meeting Summary Report 



Open House Public Meeting Summary Report 
Meeting Date:  November 16, 2022, 6-8 p.m. 
Southwest Collector and HPR Extension  
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APPENDIX A: 
COMMENT-RESPONSE MATRIX 



HPR Alternative Access Study - Open House
November 16, 2022

Comment/Response Matrix

Comment 
Number

Commenter Name Date Received Source Comment Response

1 Marilynn Milor 11/16/2022 Comment 
Form

It appears that the road through the Brown property is 68' wide w/ bike lanes.  This then narrows down to 2 lane road at 
Spanish Oaks.  There is no stop sign or traffic control at Great Divide.  So cars will be jockeying for position from Brown 
Property to Spanish Oaks road.

The preliminary typical roadway section shown at the public meeting provides a 2 lane roadway with a continuous 
middle turn lane as well as 10' wide shared use paths (SUP's) on either side.  All within a preliminary estimated right of 
way (ROW) width of 68'.  Based on comments received as well as additional review by the design team, a roundabout is 
shown in the final recommended conceptual layout at the intersection of HPR extension and Great Divide.  This will 
have a YIELD condition at all approaches. 

2 John Milor 11/16/2022 Comment 
Form

Please provide bike lane on new roads. The conceptual design shown at the public meeting provides for a shared use path (SUP) adjacent to both sides of the 
roadway.  There is flexibility to refine this concept in further project development efforts by others.  For example, an 
alternate design could include a striped bike lane (5 min. width) adjacent to the travel lanes within the same 68' ROW 
footprint by reducing the 10' SUP to a 5' sidewalk width.  

3 Michelle & Fred 
Williams

11/16/2022 Comment 
Form

Having traffic diverted from a Highway through residential areas is dangerous and drastically affects the property values 
as well as destroying the rural quality of the neighborhood.  Hwy 71 traffic will exit to speed through the perceived short 
cut to another location.  As a citizen of Bee Cave, I do not want to pay for roads to redirect traffic into the commercials 
areas to benefit the developers of shopping centers.  I would imagine that building a new city office in the commercial 
track on 71 and directing shoppers through the shopping centers is planned to benefit the commercial businesses, not 
the residents.

Thank you for your input.

4 Dave Ginger 11/16/2022 Comment 
Form

I'm opposed to Option 1 & 2.  Both these options encourage traffic to use the proposed HPC.  I'm in favor of the bypass 
(HPC) in that it will allow no access to Highway 71 West.  Without the HPC, my only method to go west on 71 will be 
through the Village of Spanish Oaks.  With the HPC and additional light at Field of Dream; access to Hamilton Pool & 71; 
Village of Spanish Oaks light and Vail Drive, I would at least have three to four routes to gain access to Highway 71 
West.

Thank you for your input.

5 Cary J. Carnes 11/16/2022 Comment 
Form

My main concern is limited to the proposal to connect the road or roads to Avispa Way.  The traffic that will dump into 
our neighborhood will ruin our way of life.  Sounds alarmist but today you and I can walk pets and children around our 
loop (no sidewalks) and feel safe.  With the connected roadway to Upper Avispa Way, this will come to an end; if google 
tells people it is one second faster then people are going to take that route. The roads, Cueva and Avispa Way cannot 
handle this increase and I and my neighbors are steadfastly against it.

Thank you for your input.

6 Julie Johnson 11/16/2022 Comment 
Form

People (like me) that live the Homestead need to be able to manuever with large trailers and/or RVs at all turns.  Make 
sure there is room to turn these larger items without having to jump a curb or take the turn so wide to avoid a curb that 
we have to impede oncoming traffic.  Need a safe way to turn west onto Hwy 71 - ideally at a traffic signal.  It has 
become very dangerous to turn west out of the Homestead.  Keep in mind that the Homestead is already challenged by 
only having one way in and out.  We don't need any further obstacles to get out into the world.  Thank you.

Based on comments received as well as additional review by the design team, a roundabout is shown in the final 
recommended conceptual layout at the intersection of HPR extension and Great Divide Drive (GDD).  This will have a 
YIELD condition at all approaches, and would accomodate truck-trailer combinations and RV's.  The HPR extension 
provides safe signal-controlled connections from GDD to west bound SH 71 via access to HPR, or to (future) Village 
Oaks Drive.

7 Tom & Maxine Myers 11/16/2022 Comment 
Form

We have lived in the Homestead 44 years.  We would expect a traffic light at Great Divide & 71 which means I have to 
negotiate all changes with a 20 foot load of hay and tractors through all of this change to go left or right on 71.  As a tax 
payer in Bee Cave, I wonder why we have to as a city, pay for and maintain these TxDOT roads?  TxDOT is and has 
widened 71 and now Hamilton Pool Road - encouraging development and building for beyond the capability of existing 
roads, i.e., Hamilton Pool & Hwy 71.  I am not happy with the road through the Brown Property which will be more 
impervious land/road use which exacerbates the Great Divide low water crossing.  Also confounding the residential 
traffic in and out of the Homestead, Spanish Oaks and the Shops of Bee Cave.  Not a happy camper with this through 
road.

Based on comments received as well as additional review by the design team, a roundabout is shown in the final 
recommended conceptual layout at the intersection of HPR extension and Great Divide Drive (GDD).  This will have a 
YIELD condition at all approaches, and would accomodate truck-trailer combinations and RV's.  The HPR extension 
provides safe signal-controlled connections from GDD to west bound SH 71 via access to HPR, or to (future) Village 
Oaks Drive.  With respect to drainage design for the HPR roadway, this will be evaluated in more detail in future studies 
by others.  Including any required mitigation strategies to handle any increases in stormwater runoff caused by 
additional impervious roadway areas, such as HPR exension. 

8 Ben Eckermunn 11/16/2022 Comment 
Form

This is extremely critical to make Bee Cave traffic somewhat manageable but please continue to push TxDOT to widen 
Highway 71 to 3 lanes in each direction.  ASAP, as well as to support 2 left turn lanes in each direction from 71 to 
Hamilton Pool Road and Bee Cave Parkway.  Please do not add extra traffic lights to 71.  Please make sure that the 
plans keep the bike/shared use path which would allow riding bikes to Bee Cave Elementary.

Thank you for your input.  The City of Bee Cave will continue discussions with TxDOT for mobility improvements in and 
around the Bee Cave area, including SH 71 and the SH 71 intersection at HPR and Bee Cave Parkway.  The additional 
traffic lights on SH 71 are necessary to balance the need for improved safety and access for turning movements with 
the need to maintain efficiency for through traffic on SH 71.  Accomodation of bicycles and pedestrians as alternative 
modes to vehicular traffic will remain an important goal as the SWC and HPR extension concepts are carried forward in 
future project refinment efforts. 
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9 Karen Winslow 11/16/2022 Comment 
Form

The problem of traffic is bigger than what can be solved by Bee Cave.  Multiple turn lanes are needed turning left onto 
Hamilton Pool Road along with the lanes on 71 & HPR.  A connecting road from HPR to Great Divide will impede ingress 
and egress for the Homestead.  Drivers will use this road as a shortcut to 71 when HPR backs up.  It will make no 
impact on the decision of shoppers whether they shop or don't shop at the Shops of the Galleria.  Please don't run a 
road across the only access road to the Homestead.  We need TxDOT and County to provide the solution for growing 
traffic problems.

The City of Bee Cave will continue discussions with TxDOT for mobility improvements in and around the Bee Cave area, 
including SH 71 and the SH 71 intersection at HPR and Bee Cave Parkway. Based on comments received as well as 
additional review by the design team, a roundabout is shown in the final recommended conceptual layout at the 
intersection of HPR extension and Great Divide Drive (GDD).   Roundabouts have proven to reduce the number and 
severity of crashes, because all vehicles are approaching at slower speeds.  They are efficient too.  During AM and PM 
peaks, the average delay per approach to the roundabout will be approximately 10 sec/veh resulting in minimal queing 
during peak hours.  This is based on modeling using two (2) different industry standard traffic software programs 
(Synchro and PTV-Vistro).  A nearby roundabout at Highlands Boulevard in Lakeway's jurisdiction accomodating similar 
volumes from its 4 approaches provides an example of how a proposed roundabout at GDD and HPR Extension could 
be expected to operate.

10 Leah Crenwelge 11/16/2022 Comment 
Form

I understand the need for parents to get to Field of Dreams but the road does not need to go through the Brown 
property or across Great Divide.  The Brown property should be a park because it is still pristine.  A feeder road to 
Hamilton Pool will not help a great deal because HPR is still a one lane road.  And an estimated time savings of 2 
minutes seems like way too little to be bothering with.  I do not think the road across Great Divide into the Galleria is a 
good idea because it will just give people a false sense of having another road to use so there will be even more traffic 
like the Katy Freeway in Houston.  I think these plans should be rejiggered.  Thank you.

Thank you for your input.  With respect to the Brown Property, the proposed HPR extension was carefully routed along 
the north edge of the property to minimize impacts, yet still provide the needed access so residents can have 
reasonable access to the park from the east or west and enjoy the park's (future) amenities.

11 Cliff Braddock 11/16/2022 Comment 
Form

Before City makes any decision, do this:  Describe the proposed solution provided by TxDOT to alleviate traffic 
congestion at 71/HPR and also make 71 3-lanes through all of Bee Cave City Limits.  1.  Provide $$ to assist TxDOT to 
improve state roads.  Use Bee Cave supplemental funding to push TxDOT

The City of Bee Cave will continue discussions with TxDOT for mobility improvements in and around the Bee Cave area, 
including SH 71 and the SH 71 intersection at HPR and Bee Cave Parkway.  TxDOT currently has no plans for 
improvements to SH 71.  Much of the region's current and near term funding is earmarked for the I-35 Capital Express 
program (improvements on IH 35 through Austin).

12 D Stauch 11/16/2022 Comment 
Form

1.  Please do not connect Cueva/Avispa to Highway 71.  2.  Please eliminate jog in SW collector near water tower. Thank you for your input.

13 Frances Killebrew 11/16/2022 Comment 
Form

There is no point in having an HPR extension between the Field of Dreams and Great Divide Drive.  This will cause:  
back-up at Great Divide Drive and difficulty for the residents to get out of the neighborhood.  Congestion in Spanish 
Oaks.  Congestion and back-ups at the Shops Parkway which has multiple stop signs.  The idea of taking traffic off 
major highways and dumping it into neighborhoods is BACKWARDS!

The project goal of increasing network efficiency by providing alternative routes will be negated by introducing a 
discontinuity between Field of Dreams and Great Divide Drive.  Based on comments received as well as additional 
review by the design team, a roundabout is shown in the final recommended conceptual layout at the intersection of 
HPR extension and Great Divide Drive (GDD).   Roundabouts have proven to reduce the number and severity of crashes, 
because all vehicles are approaching at slower speeds.  They are efficient too.  During AM and PM peaks, the average 
delay per approach to the roundabout will be approximately 10 sec/veh.

14 Zack Morton 11/16/2022 Comment 
Form

Option 1 shouldn't be an option at all.  It is a disastrous design for eastbound HPR access to Bee Cave Elementary and 
through traffic to Hwy 71.  Option 2 is by far the best option of the 4.  However, I don't understand the left turn at the 
light from HPR extension onto westbound HPR would reduce to 1 lane and the eastbound HPR double left turn lane 
must be longer with only 1 through lane on right to reduce backlog of traffic due to cars waiting in one lane to get into 
left hand turn lanes at light.  Option 3 might be worse than Option 1.  Two lights in close proximity, no reasonable 
access to Bee Cave Elementary from eastbound HPR or southbound southwest collector and a 3rd signal at HPR 
extension not good.  Option 4 is only slightly worse than Option 2.  I think the hard 90 degree turn eastbound of HPR at 
the light is probably not ideal for traffic flow and may encourage traffic onto HPR extension which is not ideal for local 
residents.  And I don't understand the 2 lane westbound merge to 1 lane temporarily between the two new signals.

Thank you for your input.  The designs at the two HPR intersections for option 2 will be reviewed and refined in 
consultation with TxDOT in future project development phases.

15 Carrell Killebrew 11/16/2022 Comment 
Form

The idea that this moves an appreciably useful amount of traffic off of Tx 71 is absurd and will be done substantially at 
the quality of life of residents who live south of Tx 71.  Tx71 problems are the domain of TxDOT not the City of Bee Cave.  
 Further the only way this works even in the slightest is if this bypass becomes heavily utilized which is in complete 
opposition to how Lindsey Oskovi pitched this for Councicl approval.  Simply this some combination bait and switch or 
moving the goalposts.

The proposed SWC and HPR Extension are intended to help local residents have an alternative to using SH 71 for short 
local trips.  This will help SH 71 function more efficiently for "through" trips between Vail Divide and RM 2244, leaving 
local trips able to use SWC and HPR Extension.  For Bee Cave residents using SH 71 between Vail Divide and RM 2244, 
this is estimated to reduce travel time by approximately 7 minutes during the AM peak hour and 10 minutes during the 
PM peak hour.

16 Mark Kogler 11/16/2022 Comment 
Form

I oppose the southwest collector road connecting to Palermo Drive.  This will only bring more traffic into our 
neighborhood of single family homes.  People on SH 71 are using our neighborhood streets in Terra Colinas to shortcut 
traffic on SH 71 to get to Vail Divide and Bee Cave Middle School.  We have already spent $10K on electronic speed 
signs to slow down traffic and Travis County Sheriff has placed speed signs on Palermo Drive - does not work will still 
have speeders.  Do not connect to Palermo Drive.  Contact me anytime.  Thanks Mark

Thank you for your input.  The project goal of increasing network efficiency and reducing reliance on SH 71 by providing 
alternative routes requires continuity and connections to existing roadways, such as the proposed connection to E Joint 
Access Rd. at Palermo Drive.  

17 11/16/2022 Comment 
Form

Thank you for trying to solve the traffic problems associated with growth.  Option 4 looks like the best solution Thank you for your input.
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18 Jeff & Aimee Rockwood 11/16/2022 Comment 
Form

Cut the section of the new road from the Great Divide west along the Brown property.  The Great Divide is the only entry 
to the Homestead and this new road can only benefit the commercial property and not the residence of the Homestead

The project goal of increasing network efficiency by providing alternative routes will be negated by introducing a 
discontinuity between Field of Dreams and Great Divide Drive.  Based on comments received as well as additional 
review by the design team, a roundabout is shown in the final recommended conceptual layout at the intersection of 
HPR extension and Great Divide Drive (GDD).   Roundabouts have proven to reduce the number and severity of crashes, 
because all vehicles are approaching at slower speeds.  They are efficient too.  During AM and PM peaks, the average 
delay per approach to the roundabout will be approximately 10 sec/veh

19 Zlatan Gradncic 11/16/2022 Comment 
Form

I like the way HPR is diverted away from the elementary school.  The main problem we have is the intersection of 71 & 
HPR.  On the evening of the Open House, the traffic was backed up all the way from that intersection to the Galleria. We 
should ask TxDOT  to widen 71 and add 2 left turning lanes in to HPR - that would really bring relief.  The proposed road 
from HPR to Great Divide will be a nice shortcut to avoid the 71 & HPR intersection.  However this will come at a cost of 
the residents that use Great Divide Drive everyday including myself and my family.  Please do not build the road from 
HPR to Great Divide.  Instead, why don't we have a nice big park on the Brown property where all Bee Cave residents 
can enjoy nature and kids can play in the creek.  Please Please Please  Thank you!

The project goal of increasing network efficiency by providing alternative routes will be negated by introducing a 
discontinuity between Field of Dreams and Great Divide Drive.  Based on comments received as well as additional 
review by the design team, a roundabout is shown in the final recommended conceptual layout at the intersection of 
HPR extension and Great Divide Drive (GDD).   Roundabouts have proven to reduce the number and severity of crashes, 
because all vehicles are approaching at slower speeds.  They are efficient too.  During AM and PM peaks, the average 
delay per approach to the roundabout will be approximately 10 sec/veh.  With respect to the Brown Property, the 
proposed HPR extension was carefully routed along the north edge of the property to minimize impacts, yet still provide 
the needed access so residents can have reasonable access to the park from the east or west and enjoy the park's 
(future) amenities.

20 Cathi Brown 11/16/2022 Comment 
Form

Road through Brown Property causes more problems than it solves.  Road will be backed up with car cutting through to 
avoid 71/HPR back-up.  The problem is 71/HPR.  This must be addressed by TxDOT before a bypass road is considered.

The proposed SWC and HPR Extension, hereinafter referred to as the "build alternative", will carry local traffic and 
reduce traffic demand and associated delays on the SH 71/HPR intersection when compared to the no-build 
alternative.  For the 2025 design year, the estimated delay reductions of the build vs. the no-build are:
 AM Peak Period ;  
WB SH 71: thru delay reduced by over a minute from 108 seconds per vehicle to 56 seconds per vehicle.  NB HPR Left 
delay reduced as well.
EB SH 71: thru delay is reduced by nearly half, from 757 seconds (12.62 minutes) to 358 seconds (5.97 minutes), this 
is a 6.65 minute savings, basically a person will have to sit through 3 less cycles of the light.
PM Peak Period ;
WB SH 71: thru delay reduced from 272 seconds (4.5 minutes) to 118 seconds (approx. 2 minutes), a saving of 2.5 
minutes, sit through one less cycle at signal.
NB HPR Left, reduced from 209 seconds (almost 3.5 minutes) down to 84 seconds (less than 1.5 minutes), sit through 
one less cycle.

21 Rob Nelson 11/16/2022 Comment 
Form

Do not force Great Divide Drive traffic/residents thru the Spanish Oaks development.  Public road traffic forced thru a 
private development is bad policy.  The Brown property was purchased - as we were told - as public parkland.  Do not 
ruin it with the bypass road.  Solve the 71/HPR intersection issue - by the way - it's a TxDOT problem, not the taxpayers 
of Bee Cave.

Thank you for your input.

22 Stacy Barne 11/16/2022 Comment 
Form

#1 doesn't address school traffic issue  #2 & #4 use circles, many people can't drive circles effectively, I believe it will 
lead to more accidents.

Roundabouts have proven to reduce the number and severity of crashes, because all vehicles are approaching at 
slower speeds.   The recently constructed roundabout in Lakeway at Highlands Blvd and Baldovino Skyway provides an 
example of a local roundabout that functions efficiently and safely.

23 Terri Mitchell 11/16/2022 Comment 
Form

In the beginning, God created the Texas Hill Country.  Now, the City wants to pave the most beautiful land that is left in 
this town - the Brown property - and uproot fox, deer, birds and more.  Nature.  How much is enough?  Retail east of 
FOD?  Really?  An intersection at Great Divide, the only access in and out?  I say "NO" - cut off that road at the FOD to u 
turn or go onto 71.  HPR re-development makes some sense but can you start with controlling traffic lights and up the 
number of cars that go through each time.  I hope you listen to the residents.  Thank you.

Thank you for your input.

24 Dguana Patel 11/16/2022 Comment 
Form

The best thing that could happen to town.  In full support of plan to connect to Galleria.  It is very congested and we 
must need this.  Road for future growth and better connectivity.  1000% support

Thank you for your input.

25 Chris Abramson & 
Truc Chi Ticu

11/16/2022 Comment 
Form

All 3 options for Hamilton Pool Road would directly and dramatically effect our business and property value.  With all 3 
options, we would be losing land and all frontage/visibility in addition to the effects of prolonged construction.  Option 1 - 
 no exit provided as within feet of the intersection.  Option 3 - NO ACCESS to property accounted for.  Option 4 - takes 
upwards of half our property, forces a crossing of the shared use path and no easy path to 71.  Our hope is that this 
project fails to move forward.  There are two businesses located on the property.  Lakeway Taekwondo and Acton 
Academy.

Thank you for your comment.  Providing a design that affords reasonable and safe access to adjacent businesses and 
properties along the proposed SWC and HPR extension routes will be explored in more detail in future project 
development efforts. 

26 Kim Osborne 11/16/2022 Comment 
Form

Option 2 to alleviate school traffic and provide for access looks to be the best option to me.  Having these connector 
roads would connect Bee Cave in an awesome way.  Thanks for answering all questions I had.

Thank you for your input.
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27 Ed Guttes 11/16/2022 Comment 
Form

This comment form was emailed and contains a drawing.  The wording is as follows:  4-lane road HPR bypass  2-lane 
Road SO Village  Seems incompatible connecting these 2 - dissimiliar roads

The proposed HPR extension provides 2 travel lanes (one in each direction) and a continuous turn lane.  The continuous 
turn lane will end at Great Divide (a proposed roundabout intersection) and will continue further east as a 2 lane road 
within the Spanish Oaks development (i.e., without a continuous turn lane)

28 Michelle Sexton 11/22/2022 Comment 
Form 

(mailed)

I am a resident of Bee Cave for over 25 years and live in the Homestead neighborhood.  We absolutely DO NOT need 
the Hamilton Pool bypass.  This road would cause unneed tax rates and would not help congestion.  Just have the State 
put in two lanes along 71 to make it 6 lanes.

Thank you for your input.
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1. Can this dogleg be straightened for Southwest Connector through traffic?

30 No Name Provided 11/16/2022 Roll Plot

2.  Please no new trafic ligh on 71.  It will slow down 71 traffic too much.  Not required.  Use existing N. Jt Access light.  SH 71 is a state roadway, and TxDOT would need to approve any new traffic control devices, including traffic signals, 
along SH 71.  

The study team determined that the additional traffic signal location on SH 71 would be necessary to balance the need 
for improved safety and access for turning movements to and from the proposed Southwest Collector access point at 
SH 71.  The spacing between this proposed new signal and the adjacent traffic signals at N JT Access (to the west) and 
HPR (to the east) provide adequate spacing to optimize the signal timing and minimize additional delays caused by the 
new signal. 

What about traffic backing up?

29 No Name Provided 11/16/2022 Roll Plot Thank you for your input.  The proposed SWC and HPR extension routes will be reviewed and refined further in future 
project development efforts. 

31 No Name Provided 11/16/2022 Roll Plot Based on the traffic modeling, there is no significant queuing for the WB HPR Extension approach to HPR with the full 
build out option in 2025 for AM or PM. The model indicates Level of Service B for both the AM & PM peak periods.
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No.  Cut the Brown Extension.

Problem is here (HPR at SH 71 intersection), not here (pointing away from intersection).

32 No Name Provided 11/16/2022 Roll Plot Thank you for your input.  The project goal of increasing network efficiency by providing alternative routes will be 
negated by introducing a discontinuity between Field of Dreams and Great Divide Drive.  Based on comments received 
as well as additional review by the design team, a roundabout is shown in the final recommended conceptual layout at 
the intersection of HPR extension and Great Divide Drive (GDD).   Roundabouts have proven to reduce the number and 
severity of crashes, because all vehicles are approaching at slower speeds.  They are efficient too.  During AM and PM 
peaks, the average delay per approach to the roundabout will be approximately 10 sec/veh.  With respect to the Brown 
Property, the proposed HPR extension was carefully routed along the north edge of the property to minimize impacts, 
yet still provide the needed access so residents can have reasonable access to the park from the east or west and 
enjoy the park's (future) amenities.

33 No Name Provided 11/16/2022 Roll Plot Thank you for your input. The City of Bee Cave will continue discussions with TxDOT for mobility improvements in and 
around the Bee Cave area, including SH 71 and the SH 71 intersection at HPR and Bee Cave Parkway.  TxDOT currently 
has no plans for improvements to SH 71.  Much of the region's current and near term funding is earmarked for the I-35 
Capital Express program (improvements on IH 35 through Austin).  The proposed SWC and HPR Extension, hereinafter 
referred to as the "build alternative", will carry local traffic and reduce traffic demand and associated delays on the SH 
71/HPR intersection when compared to the no-build alternative.  For the 2025 design year, the estimated delay 
reductions of the build vs. the no-build are:
 AM Peak Period;  
WB SH 71: thru delay reduced by over a minute from 108 seconds per vehicle to 56 seconds per vehicle.  NB HPR Left 
delay reduced as well.
EB SH 71: thru delay is reduced by nearly half, from 757 seconds (12.62 minutes) to 358 seconds (5.97 minutes), this 
is a 6.65 minute savings, basically a person will have to sit through 3 less cycles of the light.
PM Peak Period;
WB SH 71: thru delay reduced from 272 seconds (4.5 minutes) to 118 seconds (approx. 2 minutes), a saving of 2.5 
minutes, sit through one less cycle at signal.
NB HPR Left, reduced from 209 seconds (almost 3.5 minutes) down to 84 seconds (less than 1.5 minutes), sit through 
one less cycle.
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Oppose.  Do not do (pointing to SWC connection to Palermo Drive).
35 No Name Provided 11/16/2022 Roll Plot 5 acre, 2.5 acre, 2.5 acre (apparent notes on tract sizes). Thank you for your input.

I oppose the connection of the SW Collector to Avispa Way.
37 No Name Provided 11/16/2022 Roll Plot Eliminate bend. Thank you for your input.
38 No Name Provided 11/16/2022 Roll Plot Align - Straight. Thank you for your input.

34 No Name Provided 11/16/2022 Roll Plot Thank you for your input.  The project goal of increasing network efficiency and reducing reliance on SH 71 by providing 
alternative routes requires continuity and connections to existing roadways, such as the proposed connection to E Joint 
Access Rd. at Palermo Drive.  

36 No Name Provided 11/16/2022 Roll Plot Thank you for your input.
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No road through Brown property.
40 No Name Provided 11/16/2022 Roll Plot Parking Thank you for your input. 
41 No Name Provided 11/16/2022 Roll Plot Hike & Bike Thank you for your input. 
42 No Name Provided 11/16/2022 Roll Plot Roundabout (at HPR Extension intersection with Great Divide Drive) Thank you for your input. 

Oppose SW Collector to Avispa Way
44 No Name Provided 11/16/2022 Roll Plot Oppose SW Collector to Avispa Way Section Thank you for your input. 
45 No Name Provided 11/16/2022 Roll Plot Oppose SW Collector to Avispa Way Thank you for your input. 
46 No Name Provided 11/16/2022 Roll Plot Oppose SW Collector to Avispa Way Thank you for your input. 
47 No Name Provided 11/16/2022 Roll Plot Keep as Green space. Thank you for your input. 

39 No Name Provided 11/16/2022 Roll Plot Thank you for your input.  The project goal of increasing network efficiency by providing alternative routes will be 
negated by introducing a discontinuity between Field of Dreams and Great Divide Drive.  Based on comments received 
as well as additional review by the design team, a roundabout is shown in the final recommended conceptual layout at 
the intersection of HPR extension and Great Divide Drive (GDD).   Roundabouts have proven to reduce the number and 
severity of crashes, because all vehicles are approaching at slower speeds.  They are efficient too.  During AM and PM 
peaks, the average delay per approach to the roundabout will be approximately 10 sec/veh.  With respect to the Brown 
Property, the proposed HPR extension was carefully routed along the north edge of the property to minimize impacts, 
yet still provide the needed access so residents can have reasonable access to the park from the east or west and 
enjoy the park's (future) amenities.

43 No Name Provided 11/16/2022 Roll Plot Thank you for your input. 
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ENV. Bird. ROW.
49 No Name Provided 11/16/2022 Roll Plot Bottleneck.  Lights not synchronized through (referring to HPR @ SH 71 intersection) Thank you for your input. The City of Bee Cave will continue discussions with TxDOT for mobility improvements in and 

around the Bee Cave area, including SH 71 and the SH 71 intersection at HPR and Bee Cave Parkway.  TxDOT currently 
has no plans for improvements to SH 71.  Much of the region's current and near term funding is earmarked for the I-35 
Capital Express program (improvements on IH 35 through Austin).  The proposed SWC and HPR Extension, hereinafter 
referred to as the "build alternative", will carry local traffic and reduce traffic demand and associated delays on the SH 
71/HPR intersection when compared to the no-build alternative.  For the 2025 design year, the estimated delay 
reductions of the build vs. the no-build are:
 AM Peak Period;  
WB SH 71: thru delay reduced by over a minute from 108 seconds per vehicle to 56 seconds per vehicle.  NB HPR Left 
delay reduced as well.
EB SH 71: thru delay is reduced by nearly half, from 757 seconds (12.62 minutes) to 358 seconds (5.97 minutes), this 
is a 6.65 minute savings, basically a person will have to sit through 3 less cycles of the light.
PM Peak Period;
WB SH 71: thru delay reduced from 272 seconds (4.5 minutes) to 118 seconds (approx. 2 minutes), a saving of 2.5 
minutes, sit through one less cycle at signal.
NB HPR Left, reduced from 209 seconds (almost 3.5 minutes) down to 84 seconds (less than 1.5 minutes), sit through 
one less cycle.

Thank you for your input.  Environmental resources will be studied in more detail in future project development efforts, 
to determine potential design refinements that would avoid/minimize impacts.

48 No Name Provided 11/16/2022 Roll Plot
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Roundabout here to HWY 71 or Ham. Pool Rd.
51 No Name Provided 11/16/2022 Roll Plot No thru road to Great Divide Dr. Thank you for your input.  The project goal of increasing network efficiency by providing alternative routes will be 

negated by introducing a discontinuity between Field of Dreams and Great Divide Drive.  
52 No Name Provided 11/16/2022 Roll Plot Single Road exit for neighborhood. Thank you for your input.
53 No Name Provided 11/16/2022 Roll Plot Oppose road crossing Great Divide.  Agree. Thank you for your input.
54 No Name Provided 11/16/2022 Roll Plot Roundabout here (at HPR Extension intersection with Great Divide Drive) Thank you for your input.  See response above.

Thank you for your input.  Based on comments received as well as additional review by the design team, a roundabout 
is shown in the final recommended conceptual layout at the intersection of HPR extension and Great Divide Drive 
(GDD).   Roundabouts have proven to reduce the number and severity of crashes, because all vehicles are approaching 
at slower speeds.  They are efficient too.  During AM and PM peaks, the average delay per approach to the roundabout 
will be approximately 10 sec/veh.  With respect to the Brown Property, the proposed HPR extension was carefully routed 
along the north edge of the property to minimize impacts, yet still provide the needed access so residents can have 
reasonable access to the park from the east or west and enjoy the park's (future) amenities.

50 No Name Provided 11/16/2022 Roll Plot
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55 Julie Ellett 11/17/2022 Email Hello, As a resident of the homestead I'm writing to plead that we NOT have a roundabout on the proposed bypass road.  With 
traffic likely to backup on that parallel road (just like 71), residents would never be able to pass in or out of the neighborhood.  
Thank you.   Julie Ellett

Based on comments received as well as additional review by the design team, a roundabout is shown in the final 
recommended conceptual layout at the intersection of HPR extension and Great Divide Drive (GDD).   Roundabouts 
have proven to reduce the number and severity of crashes, because all vehicles are approaching at slower speeds.  
They are efficient too.  During AM and PM peaks, the average delay per approach to the roundabout will be 
approximately 10 sec/veh resulting in minimal queing during peak hours.  This is based on modeling using two (2) 
different industry standard traffic software programs (Synchro and PTV-Vistro).  A nearby roundabout at Highlands 
Boulevard in Lakeway's jurisdiction accomodating similar volumes from its 4 approaches provides an example of how 
a proposed roundabout at GDD and HPR Extension could be expected to operate.

56 Erik Goodlad 11/16/2022 Email Is there a PDF or other digital file we can download and review the options that were on display tonight further before submitting 
feedback?  Thanks, Erik

Yes, please access the information presented at the meeting via this website:  
https://www.beecavetexas.gov/cms/One.aspx?portalId=18412027&pageId=19110017.
Thank you for your interest!

57 David Stauch 11/17/2023 Email Could you share the drawing (pdf) of the file that shows the area north of our property that we were discussing?  I’d like to scale it 
from our fence to the ROW.
In terms of comments, here are my current thoughts:

 1.Firmly against connecting Cueva to 71 as shown.
 2.Want the area north of our fence line to the proposed ROW to be greenspace / greenbelt.  No built improvements.
 3.Want to keep large trucks off the SW collector; make sure they stay on HWY 71..
 4.Want to keep the speed limit to 35 MPH max.  Is this consistent with your thinking?

Thanks,
Dave 

Yes, please access the information presented at the meeting via this website:  
https://www.beecavetexas.gov/cms/One.aspx?portalId=18412027&pageId=19110017.
Responses to comments:
1.  Comment noted.
2.  Comment noted.
3.  Comment noted. With respect to discouraging large trucks from using the Southwest Collector and HPR Extension, 
the reduced speed limit and relatively narrow street section combined with strategic signing (e.g., "NO THRU TRUCKS") 
and enforcement measures will communicate the intended use for local traffic.
4.  Comment noted.  Yes, 35 mph is the listed design speed for a residential collector per the City's current criteria.

58 Jill Carlucci-Martin 11/17/2022 Email Adding a road and traffic circle or stop signs through Great Divide Drive to ease traffic at the 71/HPR intersection is an idea I 
greatly oppose.  This will increase traffic through our neighborhood which will in turn increase the amount of accidents and our 
ability to come and go at our neighborhood's only entrance and exit.  Adding a high traffic road through this area seems like an 
unreasonable use of tax dollars, especially to save just 60 seconds of commuters' time as the proposal suggests.  Our 
neighborhood has a unique risk for wildfire and adding traffic congestion to the only exit seems like a dangerous idea.  Instead 
why can't we put these funds towards efforts to have TxDOT expand 71 to a 3-lane road?  The small HPR bypass is a bandaid that 
will not address the fact that more and more people are moving out towards Spicewood and Dripping Springs and expanding this 
road is inevitable.  Why spend taxpayers' money on this short term solution and in turn create added danger in the process with 
extra through commuter traffic?  If we are truly concerned about shoppers getting into the Galleria, it really takes hardly any time 
to right turn from HPR onto 71 with the dedicated right turn lane.  It seems unreasonable to build this road to try to increase daily 
amount of shoppers.  I'm certain that instead it will just handle overflow through traffic.  I am truly a very concerned citizen and 
hope that the city officials will find a smarter alternative to this proposal.  Best, Jill Martin

Thank you for your input.  The City of Bee Cave will continue discussions with TxDOT for mobility improvements in and 
around the Bee Cave area, including SH 71 and the SH 71 intersection at HPR and Bee Cave Parkway.  The proposed 
SWC and HPR Extension are intended to help local residents have an alternative to using SH 71 for short local trips.  
This will help SH 71 function more efficiently for "through" trips between Vail Divide and RM 2244, leaving local trips 
able to use SWC and HPR Extension.  With respect to the intersection of existing Great Divide Drive at HPR Extension, 
a roundabout is shown in the final recommended conceptual layout.   Roundabouts have proven to reduce the 
number and severity of crashes, because all vehicles are approaching at slower speeds.  They are efficient too.  
During AM and PM peaks, the average delay per approach to the roundabout will be approximately 10 sec/veh 
resulting in minimal queing during peak hours.  This is based on modeling using two (2) different industry standard 
traffic software programs (Synchro and PTV-Vistro).  A nearby roundabout at Highlands Boulevard in Lakeway's 
jurisdiction accomodating similar volumes from its 4 approaches provides an example of how a proposed roundabout 
at GDD and HPR Extension could be expected to operate.

59 Amanda Hill 11/17/2022 Email Hello there,  I'm a Bee Cave resident who lives on Great Divide.  I'm highly concerned about an alternate road that mirrors 71 that 
will "cut through" Great Divide Drive.  Of course those coming from Hamilton Pool will divert and use this road to stay off 71, but 
what about all the residents of the Homestead who use this road to take our kids to school and go to work?  Will we have to sit 
there as second class citizens waiting for an endless stream of cars with no end in sight just to cross over Great Divide and we 
can't even leave our neighborhood?  Even a roundabout means we have to "find a way in" which seems dangerous as we have to 
jut into the roundabout to get our spot in line because the cars aren't really ever going to stop.  It's hard enough to get out of the 
neighborhood with only one entrance and exit.  This will mean a long line every morning with a HUGE delay for ALL the members 
of our neighborhood.  Kindly yours, Amanda B. Hill, JD  Hill Law, PLLC 

Thank you for your input.   With respect to the intersection of existing Great Divide Drive at the proposed HPR 
Extension, a roundabout is shown in the final recommended conceptual layout.   Roundabouts have proven to reduce 
the number and severity of crashes, because all vehicles are approaching at slower speeds.  They are efficient too.  
During AM and PM peaks, the average delay per approach to the roundabout will be approximately 10 sec/veh 
resulting in minimal queing during peak hours.  This is based on modeling using two (2) different industry standard 
traffic software programs (Synchro and PTV-Vistro).  A nearby roundabout at Highlands Boulevard in Lakeway's 
jurisdiction accomodating similar volumes from its 4 approaches provides an example of how a proposed roundabout 
at GDD and HPR Extension could be expected to operate.
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60 Gregory Ellett 11/17/2022 Email Please consider how the residents of the Homestead will be able to get in and out of our residences.  There is only one way in and 
out of our neighborhood.  The propositions put forth are all poor for those of us living here.  Having massive traffic blocking our 
basic entry and exit will not work, having a roundabout will not work, having stop signs will not work.  How will this be solved. This 
is truly a TxDOT issue and not one Bee Cave should be solving.

Thank you for your input.  The City of Bee Cave will continue discussions with TxDOT for mobility improvements in and 
around the Bee Cave area, including SH 71 and the SH 71 intersection at HPR and Bee Cave Parkway.  With respect 
to the intersection of existing Great Divide Drive at HPR Extension, a roundabout is shown in the final recommended 
conceptual layout.   Roundabouts have proven to reduce the number and severity of crashes, because all vehicles are 
approaching at slower speeds.  They are efficient too.  During AM and PM peaks, the average delay per approach to 
the roundabout will be approximately 10 sec/veh resulting in minimal queing during peak hours.  This is based on 
modeling using two (2) different industry standard traffic software programs (Synchro and PTV-Vistro).  A nearby 
roundabout at Highlands Boulevard in Lakeway's jurisdiction accomodating similar volumes from its 4 approaches 
provides an example of how a proposed roundabout at GDD and HPR Extension could be expected to operate.

61 Bonnie Wilson 11/17/2022 Email I am opposed to the extension of roadway to attach to Avispa Way.  Bonnie Wilson, Thank you for your input.
62 Julie Ellett (2) 11/18/2022 Email With the light being put in at the Spanish Oaks entrance, just before the Great Divide Drive turn, and the proposed bypass going 

right through the Great Divide Drive thoroughfare, how are the residents supposed to enter and exit our homes?  The light at 
Spanish Oaks will make a right hand turn (when heading East) impossible and the bypass will make an easterly, left-hand turn 
also impossible.  What are the solutions for the residents? 

Based on comments received as well as additional review by the design team, a roundabout is shown in the final 
recommended conceptual layout at the intersection of HPR extension and Great Divide Drive (GDD).  The HPR 
extension provides safe signal-controlled connections from GDD to and from west bound or east bound SH 71 via 
access to HPR the signal at HPR and SH 71, or to (future) signalized intersection of Village Oaks Drive and SH 71.

63 Leigh Polzin 11/18/2022 Email I have the following comments about the proposed pass through road from HPR to the Shops (which will pass through the ONLY 
exit of the Homestead neighborhood)  During morning school and work traffic, the only way to currently exit our neighborhood is to 
wait for a reprieve in traffic caused by the light at Hamilton Pool Road.  Without the light at HPR, it would be close to impossible to 
turn out of our neighborhood.  So if you add another main street THROUGH our only exit, how will you be able to regulate traffic so 
that we can get through that street.  My understanding  is that a roundabout or a 4 way stop sign would be put at Great Divide.  If 
it's a 4 way stop sign, then I imagine the 60 seconds that is gained in commute time disappears completely.  If it's a roundabout 
how are Homestead residents suppose to get into roundabout traffic when there is an expected steady stream of people during 
morning and afternoon commutes?  And is all of this money spent and the disruption of the Homestead neighborhood worth 
saving a MINUTE on the commute?  A minute that is potentially diminished whe you consider 1) the Great Divide intersection and 
2: will traffic not back up at athe exit point at the shops?  Or will the Homestead or Spanish Oaks intersection become the new 
exit points?

Thank you for your input.  The proposed SWC and HPR Extension are intended to help local residents have an 
alternative to using SH 71 for short local trips.  This will help SH 71 function more efficiently for "through" trips 
between Vail Divide and RM 2244, leaving local trips able to use SWC and HPR Extension.  With respect to the 
intersection of existing Great Divide Drive at HPR Extension, a roundabout is shown in the final recommended 
conceptual layout.   This will provide additional access points to both HPR and Shops Parkway, as opposed to just SH 
71 as is the current condition.  Roundabouts have proven to reduce the number and severity of crashes, because all 
vehicles are approaching at slower speeds.  They are efficient too.  During AM and PM peaks, the average delay per 
approach to the roundabout will be approximately 10 sec/veh resulting in minimal queing during peak hours.  This is 
based on modeling using two (2) different industry standard traffic software programs (Synchro and PTV-Vistro).  A 
nearby roundabout at Highlands Boulevard in Lakeway's jurisdiction accomodating similar volumes from its 4 
approaches provides an example of how a proposed roundabout at GDD and HPR Extension could be expected to 
operate.

64 Marie Lowman 11/18/2022 Email Concerning the HPR alternate access study, over the past few years there has been significant discussion around the Homestead 
subdivision and the Low Water Crossing related to emergency services/safety.  The City Council made the decision to initiate 
improvements to the LWC on the basis of safety reasons - getting emergency personnel in and out of the neighborhood when 
necessary under all conditions - in opposition to a significant majority of residents.  Now, there is a proposal in front of the City to 
further degrade an entrance/egress with a KNOWN emergency access issue even further?  If would behoove the city to add a 
second emergency access prior to any additional degradation to at least maintain the current high risk status that exists today.  
But to add additional traffic to an already high risk scenario would be nothing short of extreme negligence on the part of the city.  
Marie Lowman,

Thank you for your input.  The proposed improvement to the existing low water crossing will improve safety by 
providing improved protection against overtopping and flooding vs. the current condition.  Making it more likely that 
emergency responders can provide emergency services to residences in the Homestead subdivision during extreme 
weather events. With respect to HPR Extension, when connected to GDD will provide additional access points to both 
HPR and Shops Parkway, as opposed to just SH 71 as is the current condition.  Thus emergency responders will have 
alternate routes for potentially faster response times during emergencies.

65 Cathy O'Nell Wenglar 11/18/2022 Email Please do NOT move forward with this horrendous idea to expand east of Hamilton Pool road.  Bee  Cave would lose more of its 
natural habitat and become just more concrete.  Homestead neighborhood would be disproportionately negatively affected as 
well.  The local residents would have to fight the angry, aggressive commuters who would be speeding across Great Divide to save 
a whopping 60 seconds on their commute while Homesteaders are stuck indefinitely trying to get out of the neighborhood which 
already lacks a secondary exit.  This would be devastating in an emergency situation and there will be many accidents and injured 
kids/horses/dogs.  The congestion at 71-HPR is not a Bee Cave issue and TxDOT needs to figure out a flyover at that intersection 
and not just give people (and Waze) another option.  Expanding 71 and HPR to additional lanes or again, adding a flyover option 
for commuters vs. local traffic would make much more sense.  Thanks Cathy Wenglar

Thank you for your input.
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66 Amanda Hill (2) 11/18/2022 Email Clint, I sent comments to the HPR email already and I know many of my neighbors are very vocal but I'm a resident of the 
Homestead and I thought I'd make my thoughts known in a very non-confrontational way.  I live on Great Divide.  My only 
comments to this new road extension which I believe are mirrored by many neightbors is:  (1) We are very concerned about the 
one entrance and exit to our neighborhood as it is and of course the City is aware of the risks in an emergency, fire, etc.  I know 
I'm likely speaking to the choir here.  But an additional entrance and exit would be a good solution so we aren't just stuck on this 
one road out.  (2) With more traffic flowing to an access road from HPR that crosses over Great Divide, that clogs things even 
more and makes most of us just feel even more trapped.  Without stop signs, everyone will pour onto this road to bypass 71 
without any regard to us Homesteaders wh need to get out of the neighborhood to get our kids to school.  (3)  A roundabout will 
give HPR traffic the right of way which will make Great Divide backed up and will have people forcing their way in, causing many 
middle fingers, honking of horns and accidents will happen and if there is an accident on that road it's basically a blockage that 
traps us all in.  I think the concept that many homesteaders feel "trapped" inside the hood without another way out is prevalent 
and with another barrier to getting out or at a minimum slowing things down, it's making that fear worse.  Just wanted to share my 
thoughts.  Kindly yours, Amanda B Hill JD

Email response from Clint Garza on 11/18/22 :   Ms. Hill Thank you for taking the time to reach out!  I hear your 
concerns and though you might be speaking to the choir on some of it, I never mind being reminded.   

Response from RTG:   Thank you for your input.  With respect to the intersection of existing Great Divide Drive at HPR 
Extension, a roundabout is shown in the final recommended conceptual layout.   This will provide additional access 
points for Great Divide Drive (GDD) to both HPR and Shops Parkway, as opposed to just SH 71 as is the current 
condition.  Roundabouts have proven to reduce the number and severity of crashes, because all vehicles are 
approaching at slower speeds.  They are controlled by a YIELD condition on all approaches, so all approaches will be 
afforded equal access to the roundabout.  They are efficient too.  During AM and PM peaks, the average delay per 
approach to the roundabout will be approximately 10 sec/veh resulting in minimal queing during peak hours.   This is 
based on modeling using two (2) different industry standard traffic software programs (Synchro and PTV-Vistro).  A 
nearby roundabout at Highlands Boulevard in Lakeway's jurisdiction accomodating similar volumes from its 4 
approaches provides an example of how a proposed roundabout at GDD and HPR Extension could be expected to 
operate.

67 Chris Horlander 11/18/2022 Email The traffic issues on highway 71 are a TXDOT issue. Texas 71 is a state highway used by the public and not all of the traffic 
passing through beecave is bee cave residents. I think some common sense is in order here, such as how many bee cave 
residents are there (10,000+-) and how many at any given time are actually traveling on highway 71? It’s ludicrous to think that 
during a  future heavy traffic situation generally available navigation apps will only benefit/route Bee Cave residents to either 71 
or the proposed bypass road. Those travelers will not necessarily and likely not be Bee Cave residents.  The development of any 
traffic solutions should be shared by ALL users, hence State Highways.  The developments both West and East of Bee Cave which 
create traffic in Bee Cave are not and absolutely  should not be the sole responsibility of Bee Cave tax payers to provide a traffic 
solution.  Highway 71 provides the opportunity for all Texas  citizens AND non residents with a roadway to their respective  
communities and destinations to and through Bee Cave. TXDOT needs to take the lead and let Bee Cave provide input not the 
other way around.

Thank you for your input.  The City of Bee Cave will continue discussions with TxDOT, Travis County, and others for 
mobility improvements in and around the Bee Cave area, including SH 71 and the SH 71 intersection at HPR and Bee 
Cave Parkway. 

68 Tracey Guttes 11/19/2022 Email Hello All,

Thank you for your efforts in putting together the presentation.

A few thoughts come to mind:

1.  It appears willfully life-threatening to clog up the only exit point from the Homestead knowing full well that there is not an 
alternate exit from this neighborhood?  

2.  No other school in LTISD has an auxiliary roadway. Why is the City of Bee Cave pushing to fund this particular project?

3.  Walkways alongside roadways are not safe.  Especially, along a roadway where the drivers are very specifically trying to get 
somewhere faster than the original route.  Why would you endanger kids by putting a roadway through a nature preserve that 
busloads of kids are going to visit?  

4.  3 lanes plus buffers and the traffic that goes with it is going to eat up a large chunk of the Brown Property thereby ruining the 
"nature preserve".  This feels like a bait and switch operation,  after the lovely presentation that brought in UT students to speak 
to the potential nature preserve.  

5.  How can I help?    

Respectfully,
Tracey Guttes

Thank you for your input.  Responses to your comments are provided as follows:  

1.  The proposed roundabout will be controlled by a YIELD condition on all approaches, so all approaches will be 
afforded equal access to the roundabout.  The peak hour delay will be approximately 10 sec/veh during the peak 
hour, and less during off peak, resulting in minimal queuing.   This is based on modeling using two (2) different 
industry standard traffic software programs (Synchro and PTV-Vistro).  A nearby roundabout at Highlands Boulevard in 
Lakeway's jurisdiction accomodating similar volumes from its 4 approaches provides an example of how a proposed 
roundabout at GDD and HPR Extension could be expected to operate.

2.  The City has recognized operational and safety issues associated with school traffic at this particular school 
location during peak hours.  This potential option to improve safety and operations was identified during the study as 
a benefit to Bee Cave parents, teachers and students.  Funding for this improvement has not been identified.  Further 
discussions with TxDOT, LTISD, and other stakeholders is anticipated during subsequent phases of project 
development.

3.  The proposed 10' shared use path (SUP) is seperated from the low-speed travel lanes by a 5' seperation buffer (4' 
from face of curb + 1' curb offset) for safety.  

4.  The initial conceptual typical section showing the continuous turn lane will be evaluated and updated as needed 
as the project is refined in subsequent more detailed project development efforts.   Particularly with respect to the 
portion of HPR Extension running adjacent to the Brown Property.

5.  Stay engaged.  Your input is valued and appreciated!
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69 John Bollier 11/20/2022 Email Hello and thank you for considering my comments. 

First of all, I am aware we need big improvements in our roads to accommodate the growth here in Bee Cave. I love the options 
for HPR and think those alone would greatly improve the traffic flow on HPR. 

I also think another elementary school and more use of the school busses would greatly reduce the congestion before and after 
school which is when our biggest bottle necks occur. 

The Vail Divide extension is also going to have a huge impact. I would also like to note that Vail Divide is constructed in a way to 
accommodate increased traffic. With two lanes in each direction, divided, sidewalks, houses set back with noise barrier walls all 
make accommodating the increased traffic safe for pedestrians with minimal impact on the homeowners.  

Thank you for your input.

69 John Bollier 11/20/2022 Email 
(cont'd)

This brings me to Bee Cave West. I have lived here since 2008 and have enjoyed this neighborhood for it rural characteristics, 
minimal traffic and light pollution. 

I feel like adding a traffic cut through will have unintended consequences that will far outnumber any benefit to the BWC 
homeowners.

Avispa and Cueva are barely wide enough now for two vehicles with multiple blind spots as you come around some of the curves 
on the hills. We also have no sidewalks. We also have very little street lighting which makes walking in the dark nearly impossible. 
I would like to note we do not want more street lights either. Adding more traffic to Avispa or Cueva without widening and 
sidewalks will make our quiet peaceful rural neighborhood a place we can no longer use for any sort of recreation. 

It feels like someone thinks we asked for this to help us. The presentation noted a minimus difference in travel time using Vail 
Divide vs a Cueva cut through. It seems like our safety risk and enjoyment of our neighborhood will be greatly reduced for little to 
ne benefit to the local traffic. 

I would also like to point out that the BWC residents rarely go from point "A" to "C". Our trips are HPR to the Galleria/HEB or into 
Austin. With Highway 71 backing up from all directions at all times of the day the cut through does little to improve our trip times. 

The only thing it helps is the left turn from Cueva onto HPR which can be solved with a middle turn lane and/or quick cycling/on 
demand traffic light. 

Thank you for considering my comments.   John Bollier

Thank you for your input and sharing your concerns.  The proposed connection of the Southwest Collector to Avispa 
Way will be further evaluated during subsequent phases of project development. 

70 Gail Means 11/21/2022 Email As a resident of Bee Caves West I have reviewed your options.
I am not in favor of the feeder road at Avispa Way to the proposed Southwest Collector.
It would create the same problems that opening Cueva DR would. There are no sidewalks In Bee Cave West. Adding more traffic 
would just make things very unsafe for residents.
It would also destroy a longtime, lovely , large lot neighborhood where I have happily resided for 22 years.

Regards,
Gail Means

Thank you for your input.

71 Victoria Winburne 11/24/2022 Email I live in the Homestead. I really think this plan has merit. How can you mitigate traffic congestion at your proposed intersection to 
Great Divide Drive...our only road in and out of the neighborhood? I suspect you've come up with a plan for that. Note, I've copied 
my husband, Lynn Brown, on this.  Thank you.  

Victoria Winburne

Email response from Clint Garza on 11/24/22 :   I think the best way to mitigate congestion is by making use of a 
roundabout at the intersection point.  There are a few things we’d have to address as it relates to CCNG owned 
property there but the continuous flow on the roundabout has merit and should keep concerns about cross traffic and 
stopping at the intersection to a minimum. 

I’ve also seen questions regarding safety, which I do not think have as much merit with this particular option.  The 
only safety concern I’ve seen is potential collisions from folks running a stop sign while someone else is in the 
intersection.  RTG may wish to address that concern at council as I’m sure there are adequate studies regarding 
safety. 

Thank you as always for being a voice of reason in your participation. 
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72 Victoria Winburne 11/24/2022 Email Sure. Sounds solid. Could you add some sort of smart technology so that when it is jammed, something can happen to free it? I've 
been in a few jams at the galleria roundabout and it is gridlock (likely light timing and now you have control!). I suspect for those 
thinking of an emergency in case of a jam, they can hop the curb and get around it. Very unlikely to happen

The City of Bee Cave will continue to monitor operational issues with the Galleria Roundabout and discuss potential 
traffic signal timing adjustments with TxDOT.  The roundabout at the Galleria is only 200 feet from the intersection at 
SH 71 and the reason it might queue is due to the signal timing.  The relatively short separation distance only allows 
for approximately 10 vehicles per lane (20 feet per vehicle).  The proposed roundabout at GDD and HPR Extension is 
approximately 320 feet from the SH 71 intersection, and is NOT controlled by a signal.  Thus chances of a traffic 
queue backing into the roundabout are extremely remote.

73 Andy Watson 11/26/2022 Email I like the plan except adding more stoplights on Hwy 71…that must be avoided at all costs.  There are too many already and 
adding more will congest things even more.

 SH 71 is a state roadway, and TxDOT would need to approve any new traffic control devices, including traffic signals, 
along SH 71.  

The study team determined that the additional traffic signal location on SH 71 would be necessary to balance the 
need for improved safety and access for turning movements to and from the proposed Southwest Collector access 
point at SH 71.  The spacing between this proposed new signal and the adjacent traffic signals at N JT Access (to the 
west) and HPR (to the east) provide adequate spacing to optimize the signal timing and minimize additional delays 
caused by the new signal. 

74 Brien Hierholzer 11/27/2022 Email A few comments on taking property from the Hierholzer family.
 1. The current designs have almost no room to fit two full roads into a ROW at the Travis county parks , the Acton school 

academy and my property driveway.
 2.It doesn't consider existing driveway owned by the Bee Cave school that can leveraged and tied into a roundabout. See 

attached alternative design which fits , ties into the roundabout and leverages existing property already in use for traffic at the 
school.   My proposed submission also still provides Acton no challenges to access on new road extension.  Provides a better 
traffic mgmt option for Bee Cave school traffic and something that works for all parties and most importantly considers  the 
appropriate amount of space needed.

 3.The Hemphill/ Rutter property has zero birds , water quality , amphibious wildlife impact, environmental challenges unlike the 
Hierholzer property which has Limekiln creek, a pond , considerable amphibious Wildlife , gecko and multiple bird species nesting 
grounds along with a Crane habitat .   A bird study can be provided of all nesting species   See attached video of the Crane 
habitat in action at our pond.

 4.We will be contacting Save Our Springs for further environmental considerations we are not aware of that impact this much 
road proximity to Limekiln creek that feeds directly into Little Barton creek and the watershed.    

 5.We assume it would be considerably better water quality, extensive amphibious wildlife , gecko , bird nesting and habitat 
impacts to Limekiln and Little Barton creek areas by putting the road extension on the Rutter / Hemphill tract 

 6.Hemphill has considerable development plans with density requirements on land that has little to zero vegetation, water 
quality proximity issues, bird nesting , bird habitat, gecko , salamander habitats etc    

 7.Hemphill would gain the ability to rezone and drive a higher land value with road improvements on his land.
 8.Potential reclamations of Hamilton pool rd in front of school have not been considered for Hemphill negotiations.

Thank you for your input.  Responses to your comments are provided as follows:  
1.  Comment noted.
2.  Thank you for the concept sketch and comments. This will be passed along to the design team for further review.  
It is important to note that the recommended layout in this report is conceptual and subject to further refinement and 
revisions in future phases of project development.  
3.  Thank you for the offer of the bird study and the video.  There will be opportunities in future project development 
efforts to further refine the footprint of the proposed HPR Ext in order to avoid sensitive environmental features and 
minimize impacts. 
4.  Comment noted.  Detailed documentation of environmental resources and potential impacts was beyond the 
scope of this study.  However, those aspects will be considered and included in future phases of project development.
5. Thank you for your input.  There will be opportunities in future project development efforts to further refine the 
footprint of the proposed HPR Ext in order to avoid sensitive environmental features and minimize impacts. 
6.  Comment noted.
7.  Comment noted.
8.  Comment noted.

74 Brien Hierholzer 11/27/2022 Email 
(cont'd)

 9.Hierholzer property is in the process of permitting for a new barn in the proposed area of the road and will be submitted 
before the end of the comment period

 10.Hierholzer property is a multi-generational property that will Lose considerable value across all the owned acreage due to 
considerable noise impacts damage , loss of property.  Loss of home value due to proposed proximity to my existing home   The 
impact of lost value and damages will be in the  millions of dollars.

 11.Hierholzer family is in support of the proposed traffic signal at my driveway / Travis county parks and would be amenable to 
easement , ROW discussion etc at this intersection as we are advocating for community sidewalks , cross walks , traffic signals 
for school children, pedestrian focused, safe options for the community.
Thank you for the consideration.
Brian and Kelli Hierholzer 

9.  Comment noted.
10.  Comment noted.
11.  Comment noted.
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75 Melissa Witek 11/28/2022 Email We are opposed to the HPR Bypass.  The only solution for traffic on 71 is for TxDot to widen 71.  This bypass road will make it 
even more difficult for us to exit our neighborhood.  Some say it will be a stop sign for the bypass yielding to GDD traffic but I 
strongly doubt that will happen.  A traffic circle will keep Homesteaders from safely entering and exiting the neighborhood.  My 
neighbors have explained many reasons this is a terrible idea.  My husband and I are strongly opposed to the HPR bypass.

Thank you for your input.  The City of Bee Cave will continue discussions with TxDOT for mobility improvements in and 
around the Bee Cave area, including SH 71.  A roundabout is shown in the final recommended conceptual layout at 
the intersection of HPR extension and Great Divide Drive (GDD).   Roundabouts have proven to reduce the number 
and severity of crashes, because all vehicles are approaching at slower speeds.  They are efficient too.  During AM 
and PM peaks, the average delay per approach to the roundabout will be approximately 10 sec/veh resulting in 
minimal queing during peak hours.  A nearby roundabout at Highlands Boulevard in Lakeway's jurisdiction 
accomodating similar volumes from its 4 approaches provides an example of how a proposed roundabout at GDD and 
HPR Extension could be expected to operate.

76 Will Douglas 11/28/2022 Email Hey there, I have reviewed the YouTube video describing the different scenarios.  I live on Great Divide, which is negatively 
impacted by the proposed road way running parallel to 71. 

From my perspective, any calculations are incomplete/inaccurate if the “way” they connect to, start/stop and traffic travels 
through Great Divide and any private developments are not factored.  I do not believe critical paths of travel are agreed to and 
any study should clearly say as much.

I hope this road does not happen as it brings more negative than positive to my neighborhood.  Please let me know if further 
dialogue might be helpful.

Thank you
Will Douglas , JLL Managing Director

Thank you for your input. 

77 Bonnie Pohl 11/28/2022 Email I have lived in the homestead since 1992.  We Moved here because it felt like the country but with access to the city. I cannot 
understand why anyone would want to ruin that by causing traffic from who knows where, to access 71 from our subdivision. It 
makes no sense. Nor is it right for you to plow a road through the Brown’s beautiful property. We can’t help it that there is too 
much building out 71. Don’t punish the beautiful land for poor planning.
Bonnie Pohl

Thank you for your input.  While the road would run on the property, it would be along the property line, not through it. 
It will not disrupt plans for a nature center.  The City understand the importance good stewardship and as a result, all 
planning efforts on the property have been and will be consistent with a vision of protecting the property and restoring 
it to a natural state. 

78 Sydney Townsend 11/29/2022 Email I was not able to attend your presentation in Bee Cave, but did review the materials. The proposed HPR bypass would take HPR 
traffic problems and make them Homestead traffic problems without meaningfully relieving HPR residents. This proposed bypass 
only serves to share misery, not improve mobility. The potential for backups leaving and entering the Homestead is enormous. 
What is the potential relief that could be achieved with this road? Additionally, it paves over property that could be turned into a 
city park or other enjoyable venue. This plan does little for anyone. Please do not proceed with the HPR Bypass.

Thank you, Sydney Townsend

Thank you for your input.  These roadways would provide mobility benefits.  For example, drivers traveling west to east 
in Bee Cave during peak traffic hours would save about 11 minutes getting from Vail Divide Drive to the Shops at the 
Galleria and parents dropping off their kids and picking them up from Bee Cave Elementary School would save 
several minutes as well, since the realignment of Hamilton Pool Road would separate school traffic from through 
traffic.  Another major benefit would be giving another access road to drivers when there is an accident on SH 71, 
which can back up traffic for an hour or more. Having a road that doesn’t involve major intersections, where these 
accidents often happen, allows for traffic to continue to flow and gives emergency vehicles a much-needed alternative 
route.

79 Lou Anthony 11/30/2022 Email The Brown property is the last green space in the City of Bee Cave. It is irreplaceable. Widening Highway 71 to alleviate traffic 
congestion makes so much more sense than sacrificing this beautiful land. Please stop what you are seeing as progress and save 
what little green space we have left . 

Lou Anthony 

Thank your for your input.

80 Michael Pav 11/30/2022 Email Howdy Folks,
Thanks for sharing advance info, this is helpful and it's good to have a voice in how our city attempts to manage the growth while 
we retain a high quality of live, specifically in terms of local access. With the increase in pass-through traffic through the HWY 71 
and HPR intersection, local residents would benefit from alternative access options. 

But those options, specifically the HPR Extension need to consider the impact of traffic flow at Great Divide and the HPR 
Extension as it enters the Village at Spanish Oaks. These are two large changes to how we use and access our city and need to be 
considered as a whole, not individually. 

What traffic flow options would be considered at the Great Divide/HPR Extension intersection to ensure the Great Divide traffic is 
not impeded by cut-through traffic on the HPR Extension? And, what traffic control options would be considered at the new 
HPR/HWY 71 intersection to incentivize commuter traffic from HPR that is intending to head East on HWY 71 to use that 
intersection vs looking for a cut-through option on the HPR Extension?

Thank you for your input.   A roundabout is shown in the final recommended traffic flow option in the conceptual 
layout at the intersection of HPR extension and Great Divide Drive (GDD).   Roundabouts have proven to reduce the 
number and severity of crashes, because all vehicles are approaching at slower speeds.  They are efficient too.  
During AM and PM peaks, the average delay per approach to the roundabout will be approximately 10 sec/veh 
resulting in minimal queing during peak hours.  A nearby roundabout at Highlands Boulevard in Lakeway's jurisdiction 
accomodating similar volumes from its 4 approaches provides an example of how a proposed roundabout at GDD and 
HPR Extension could be expected to operate.  With respect to discouraging "cut through" traffic, the reduced speed 
limit and relatively narrow street section combined with strategic signing (e.g., "NO THRU TRUCKS") and enforcement 
measures will communicate the intended use for local traffic.
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81 Deborah Davidsson 11/30/2022 Email Traffic studies on community access, circulation and impact should NOT be done in haste. I have not seen that our major issues 
with county rounds 71 / Hamilton Rd / and 620 have been thoroughly studied by the county or state. There are multiple factors 
that all need to be assessed including the inevitability of large additional traffic from the Back Yard and now potentially The Velvet 
Crown off 71 and Southwest Parkway in addition to the City's desire through marketing and additional retail and homes to make 
Bee Cave a destination to increase revenue. This is progress and that is fine when thoroughly and methodically planned.  These 
impact studies should encompass all aspects of the city and surroundings and should be handled by the County & State in 
conjunction with the city. We as residents should not pay for these additional roads and need to see a collaboration of gov't 
entities working together to solve these issues. Not studied by any party or body with a conflict of interest. Nor parties being paid 
by the city.

We once again see that there has been campaigning and an agenda by the mayor to rally and support these ideas to all of the 
city residents without all government (County and State) involvement. It feels very, very much like a rush to cater to retailers and 
NOT the residents. Most especially those most negatively impacted residents who are in the minority.

Thank you for your input.

82 Bonnie Pohl 12/1/2022 Email Bee Cave is too beautiful to ruin. Please leave the Brown property alone and keep it beautiful. Thank you for your input.  While the road would run on the property, it would be along the property line, not through it. 
It will not disrupt plans for a nature center.  The City understand the importance good stewardship and as a result, all 
planning efforts on the property have been and will be consistent with a vision of protecting the property and restoring 
it to a natural state. 

83 Terri Mitchell 12/1/2022 Email Attached are my comments and ideas regarding the HPR bypass.  Specifically, ideas to prevent the road from going through the 
Brown Property.
Thank you, Terri Mitchell

TO: Rodriguez and Company
 DATE: December 1, 2022

Dear Friends,
I was able to attend the Open House recently, and made some verbal, as well as written comments to your presentation. I 
understand that your work met with your direction from Bee Cave City Staff to get traffic off Hwy 71.  I have had time to think 
about the proposal and am writing my ideas below:
As a resident of The Homestead, a rural residential neighborhood, with over 200 homes and one way in, and one way out, the 
road through the Brown property, across Great Divide Drive and into Spanish Oaks is a mistake in the making doe various reasons:

Thank you for your input.

83 Terri Mitchell 12/1/2022 Email 
(cont'd)

ENVIRONMENTAL: TheEnvironmental consultants who produced a proposal for the Brown property suggested a 10% build out on 
the 44 acres.  This is intended for a Nature Center.  With a road on the northern part of the property, I cannot understand how a 
Nature Center would be quiet, clean, or full of birds and other animals, since the road and bike path would be right next to the 
proposed center. Also, the amount of trees, shrubs and grasses that will be cut down will displace natural habitat (birds, squirrels, 
fox, coyotes, deer, etc.)  IDEA: I can see a circle drive coming from Hamilton Pool Road, ending with a pervious parking lot the 
circle behind the Field of Dreams (FOD)/future Nature Center.  Options would be to make a U turn after dropping off kids at the 
Bee Cave Elementary school or curving north onto Hwy 71 and going east or west at the light.  In the future, one could park at the 
lot and go to the Nature Center.

While the road would run on the property, it would be along the property line, not through it. It will not disrupt plans for 
a nature center.  The City understand the importance good stewardship and as a result, all planning efforts on the 
property have been and will be consistent with a vision of protecting the property and restoring it to a natural state. 
With respect to the idea of cul-de-sac/trurnaround for access to the Brown property from HPR, this would not support 
the goal of the proposed SWC and HPR Extension to provide an alternative to using SH 71 for short local trips. 

83 Terri Mitchell 12/1/2022 Email 
(cont'd)

FINANCIAL: Right now, there is no retail from the FOD to Great Divide drive and it’s not zoned for retail, and I would bet there 
would be votes against retail in that area.  So, why put a road through there? For the 1400 cars that go to the Shops at the 
Galleria? That’s only an average of 150 cars an hour, based on the times the shops are open.  That is not enough volume to 
support a million-dollar road that would upset the environment and residential flow of commuting.: IDEA: If the City of Bee Cave 
has so much money to spend on traffic flow, why can’t they work with TXDOT to widen Hwy 71 into 3 lanes from RR 620 to 
Hamilton Pool Road?  Or, at least put in safer and wider shoulders so that exit from or entry to businesses is safer and easier.  
Like into and out of Quaal Tech, the FOD, McCoy’s, the Shell Station, etc? Several developers west of Hamilton Pool Road have 
included wide shoulders and sometimes specific lanes into and out of their properties.  When the City of Bee Cave creates wider 
shoulders, there will be consistency throughout the Bee Cave city limits.

Comment noted.
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83 Terri Mitchell 12/1/2022 Email 
(cont'd)

SAFETY: With the road through the Brown property, crossing Great Divide Drive, I do not see a functional or safe flow of traffic.  A 
circle drive would not allow neighbors with horse trailers to easily get through the intersection.  My experience with the traffic 
circle at the Hill Country Galleria is confusing to many shoppers. Also, the location of the intersection from the “Brown Road” is at 
a slight curve on Great Divide Drive, creating difficult sighting for oncoming traffic in all directions. The Homestead is a busy 
neighborhood with commuters, USPS, UPS, other delivery trucks, school buses, construction trucks, lawn vehicles, visitors and 
more, coming into and out of the subdivision. Allowing cross traffic is not functional in the proposed presentation.
Currently, Serene Hills Drive, from Hwy 71 going north into Lakeway, has been a thoroughfare from Hwy 71 to get to Flint Rock 
Drive, to RR620, or all the way into Lakeway.  Recently, TWO stop signs were put on that road, backing up early morning 
commuter traffic.  So, what was once a cut through road is now a roadway with two stop signs.  I suspect the neighborhood asked 
for the stop signs so they could get out of their neighborhood, as traffic was usually going faster than the posted 35 mph speed 
limit. 
 Is this the future of the Brown property road? A 4 way stop sign to or slow down traffic flow, when the purpose was to increase 
traffic flow?

I am vehemently opposed to the road through the Brown property for reasons including harm to the environment, cost, and 
decreased function as currently proposed.
Thank you,
Terri Mitchell
Homestead resident since 1986

A roundabout is shown in the final recommended traffic flow option in the conceptual layout at the intersection of 
HPR extension and Great Divide Drive (GDD).   Roundabouts have proven to reduce the number and severity of 
crashes, because all vehicles are approaching at slower speeds.  They are efficient too.  During AM and PM peaks, the 
average delay per approach to the roundabout will be approximately 10 sec/veh resulting in minimal queing during 
peak hours.  A nearby roundabout at Highlands Boulevard in Lakeway's jurisdiction accomodating similar volumes 
from its 4 approaches provides an example of how a proposed roundabout at GDD and HPR Extension could be 
expected to operate.  

84 Scott Gurley 12/1/2022 Email My wife and I are homeowners in the Homestead and want to state our disapproval of the HPR Extension connecting Hamilton 
Pool Road to Great Divide Drive.
 
Great Divide Drive is the only road we have to get to and from our homes and adding east/west traffic and a roundabout or stop 
sign on Great Divide Drive will negatively impact our lives on a daily basis.
And, from what I understand, it will have very limited positive impact on west to east traffic on Hwy 71.  
 
From what we’ve been told, the calculations show that 9% of the traffic (at peak hours) would be expected to take the HPR 
Extension and by taking the HPR Extension, they could be expected to save 60 seconds on their journey from the west to the 
east.  And that is when 71 is backed up at the HPR light which it is only for approximately an hour on weekdays going west to 
east.  It does nothing to ease the east to west traffic (which is where there is a greater traffic burden).  Putting a roundabout or 
stop signs a stone’s throw from the 71 intersection is a terrible idea.  We are already losing the ability to turn left onto 71 from 
Great Divide and left onto Great Divide from 71 due to the Shops Parkway intersection being so close to Great Divide.
 
This seems to be a huge waste of money that does little to benefit Bee Cave residents and adversely impacts the daily lives of all 
Homestead residents.
 
I know of no Homestead property owner that wants this work to proceed.
 
Thank you for your time and do not hesitate to reach out if that will help.
 
Best regards,
Scott and Julie Gurley

Thank you for your input.  These roadways would provide mobility benefits beyond the one minute time savings you 
mention.    The study looked at a scenario where 25% of SH 71 through traffic, or approximately 500 vph, would 
divert to the SWC and HPR Ext. corridors. This resulted in a travel time reduction of approximately 11 minutes when 
travelling west to east during peak hour from Vail Divide to the Shops at the Galleria.  Parents dropping off their kids 
and picking them up from Bee Cave Elementary School would save several minutes as well, since the realignment of 
Hamilton Pool Road would separate school traffic from through traffic.  Another major benefit would be giving another 
access road to drivers when there is an accident on SH 71, which can back up traffic for an hour or more. Having a 
road that doesn’t involve major intersections, where these accidents often happen, allows for traffic to continue to 
flow and gives emergency vehicles a much-needed alternative route.

A roundabout is shown in the final recommended conceptual layout at the intersection of HPR extension and Great 
Divide Drive (GDD).   Roundabouts have proven to reduce the number and severity of crashes, because all vehicles 
are approaching at slower speeds.  They are efficient too.  During AM and PM peaks, the average delay per approach 
to the roundabout will be approximately 10 sec/veh resulting in minimal queing during peak hours.  A nearby 
roundabout at Highlands Boulevard in Lakeway's jurisdiction accomodating similar volumes from its 4 approaches 
provides an example of how a proposed roundabout at GDD and HPR Extension could be expected to operate.

85 Anne Perez 12/3/2022 Email I’m a resident of The Homestead. I am beyond angry that the Bee Cave City Council wants to spend BEE CAVE tax monies on a 
bypass road that benefits only non-residents of Bee Cave. Furthermore, the proposed bypass from HPR to Great Divide Dr. would 
destroy the quiet, serene nature of our neighborhood. It would also clog traffic on the only road (Great Divide Dr.) that allows 
Homestead residents to enter and exit our neighborhood.

Thank you for your input.
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86 Zlatan Gradincic 12/4/2022 Email I attended the open house on Nov. 16 at Bee Cave City Hall regarding the Hamilton Pool Road Alternative Access Study. Thank 
you very much for making it possible for us to better understand this proposal and provide our feedback. The RTG staff present 
during the open house was very helpful in explaining the proposal and answering my questions.

One of the main objectives of these new roads is to alleviate congestion at the intersection of HWY 71 and Hamilton Pool Road. 
The proposed new roads would funnel the traffic away from that intersection into the neighborhoods through which those roads 
would be built. I think it is unfair that the established neighborhoods and long time residents should suffer for the sake of 
alleviating traffic on HWY 71. It would make much more sense to widen HWY 71 and build additional turn lanes into Hamilton 
Pool Road, instead of diverting traffic into the neighborhoods. Has this option been explored? If yes, why is it not presented as 
one of the possible options?

On the other hand, I support re-aligning Hamilton Pool Road and building a low-speed access road in front of Bee Cave 
Elementary to increase safety and decrease traffic congestion during school drop-off and pick-up times. Option 2 seems to be the 
best one. But I do not support adding the local roads east and west of Hamilton Pool Road, as that would create a shortcut 
through existing neighborhoods. Local residents would be majorly impacted in a negative way.

Thanks for your consideration.

Thank you for your input.  Expanding SH 71 puts us at the mercy of the state for traffic alleviation –which includes 
competition for limited funds that can be diverted elsewhere at any time—and would take a significantly longer time to 
come to fruition than building our own local roads.  Solving our traffic problem will take a multi-faceted approach and 
while we are continuing to work with the state to get our highways improved, local roads can be built sooner to 
improve traffic flow.

Thank you for your comments and input on the conceptual HPR realignment in front of the Bee Cave Elementary 
School.

87 Alexia Moore 12/5/2022 Email I live in Bella Colinas and am concerned about the extension behind my neighborhood going from Vail Divide to the Galleria.
1- added noise pollution
2 - no limit on size of cars or trucks on the road
3- cars cutting through Cinca Terra to get from Vail Divide to Joint Access Rd.
4- too high speed limit - 35?
5 - light pollution at night
6 - no speed bumps or similar deterrents for speeding

I do not support this extension. Thanks-Alexia

Thank you for your input.

88 Graham Ware 12/5/2022 Email Greetings,
Opening of Avispa way and Cueva drive to through traffic would not be cost effective due to the ineffective travel time as proved 
from the road story. The cost of legally changing the deed restrictions the original owners had the foresight to put in place in the 
1970s to protect the historical integrity,environment-noise ,air ,water and other ecological impacts. The deed restrictions 
maintain the historical integrity of one of the first subdivisions in Bee Cave. The roads study has shown that opening of Avispa  
Way and Cueva drive to through traffic is inefficient mobility which is not the goal of transportation engineering. This would not be 
a cost-effective option for the taxpayers dollar. Opening the roads to through traffic would negatively impact the surrounding area 
quality of life, environment and safety as these roads are not designed for the increased traffic volume.Since these roads were 
probably built in the 1970’s they are not up to the standards of today’s safety and structural standards to protect the 
environment due to increased vehicle traffic. The proposed opening up of the roads would greatly degrade the environment 
protection ,public safety and quality of life. This would put property owners at a higher risk for property and bodily damage and 
lower property values due to increased traffic. I have not seen any alternate transportation studies to solve traffic congestion. Is 
there any vehicle alternatives ? Hike and bike trails or sidewalks to allow children to safely walk or ride bicycles to school. More 
school buses. Collaborate with Lake Travis school district on the buses. Main part of congestion problem is on Hamilton Pool 
Road seems to be during school time with parents dropping off kids. What about more police traffic control . 98% of the property 
owners of Bee Cave West subdivision appose the  opening of Avispa way and Cueva drive to through traffic which we gave a 
petition to the Bee Cave city council.The deed restrictions due not allowed for roads only single-family homes. My property is my 
sanctuary.This is what I have been working for my whole life. I have lived here since 1986.Opening Avispa way and Cueva drive 
would destroy my quality of life and my sanctuary. I am strongly opposed to this traffic proposal.
Respectfully 
Graham Ware 

Thank you for your input and sharing your concerns.  The proposed connection of the Southwest Collector to Avispa 
Way will be further evaluated during subsequent phases of project development. 

With respect to vehicle alternatives, the proposed typical SWC and HPR Extension would include 10' shared use paths 
(SUP's) to encourage use by bicyclists and pedestrians as alternative modes of travel to driving in an automobile.
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89 Kyle Bender 12/5/2022 Email Thanks for receiving our comments. I have quite a few concerns over the introduction of the HPR Bypass that runs through the 
Brown Property onto Great Divide Dr. As a resident of the Homestead (I live on Great Divide Dr), Great Divide is the only 
ingress/egress for our neighborhood. The city has also approved a major development on the opposite side of GDD from the 
Spanish Oaks Village. The amount of potential traffic from HPR and SO Village onto our one way out or in is not worth the 
risk/reward, in general, and especially in an emergency. If there were an alternative safety plan for our neighborhood, I would still 
have significant concerns over the function and proposed benefit of such a road and the negative effect to the way of life of the 
Homestead neighborhood. But since there is no alternative, I am against this proposed road. 

Thanks again for receiving our input.

Kyle Bender

Thank you for your input.

90 Page McDaniel 12/5/2022 Email My name is Page McDaniel and my family owns 25 acres in Bee Cave that sits between Hwy 71 and Hamilton Pool road.The new 
thoroughfare plan directly affects my family's property more so than any other single owned property in Bee Cave. We have owned 
our 25 acres for over 50 years. The issues we have with ALL versions of the thoroughfare plan are as follows:

-The Cueva Drive extension would dissect our property North and South. Currently 4 of our 5 tracts (15 acres) are a part of the 
Bee Cave West subdivision and have deed restrictions attached to them.The neighborhood of Bee Cave West is a sleepy little 
dead end loop off of Cueva Dr. with 33 acreage lot owners. This extension would greatly affect the lives of these 33 homeowners. 
It is absolutely unnecessary for the Cueva connection to Hwy 71 to happen. BCW is a neighborhood with no sidewalks, curbs or 
gutters. It is rural and private.  A 68' ROW cutting North and South through our property would widdle away at the land that we 
have owned as a family for over 50 years. There are plenty of other connections that the study can use where roads can cut 
through properties that have already been sold by the original land owners. Cueva would bottleneck onto HPR. I know because I 
drive this everyday. You have not put boots on the ground and actually walked our terrain or visited the BCW subdivision or you 
would absolutely agree that this connection is absurd. 

-The connection that is proposed to run East and West through the McDaniel tracts would be taking away a great deal of land use 
from our property with a 68' or more ROW. 

-These connections should be evaluated AFTER the HPR improvements have been completed and AFTER the Vail Divide cut 
through is complete. It is too premature to suggest that such a cut through is warranted. 

Page McDaniel

Thank you for your input.

90 Page McDaniel 12/5/2022 Email 
(cont'd)

-We have attended many meetings with the City and it has been brought to our attention that there are current Council Members 
who believe our 25 acres that fronts HWY 71 should remain zoned Single Family Rural Residential, while all our neighbors across 
HWY 71 and East and West of us have Multi Use Neighborhood Service or MU-N zoning. I would argue with anyone who is wanting 
to cut a road with a 68' plus ROW through our property and keep us Rural Residential Zoning. Our 25 acres should be zoned at 
least MU-N. 

- I would like to add that the Bee Cave West residents and the McDaniel Family are all against the Cueva connection as it would 
be detrimental to the everyday lives of established property owners. 

Page McDaniel 

With respect to land use, the study assumed a future land use of Townhomes (9 units/ac) on the McDaniels Tract for 
for purposes of generating future traffic volume projections. 

With respect to the proposed Cueva Drive connection, we appreciate your input.
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91 Eric Moody 12/6/2022 Email RTG EngineeringStaff, I see nothing in your preliminary report that addresses ADT counts on HPR or the various negative impacts 
to existing Bee Cave residents, that currently reside in The Homestead and Meadow Fox subdivisions, that depend on Great 
Divide Drive for egress and ingress to their homes. Were these negative traffic impacts (noise, congestion, head lights, exhaust 
fumes), to existing Bee Cave residents, considered in your study?

In a more formal sense, did your study include a Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA) on the impact of the HPR Bypass to existing traffic 
on Great Divide Drive? What about future traffic projections on HPR, 10 years, and 20 years out? Was that addressed in your 
study? Please recognize and acknowledge that The Homestead and Meadow Fox subdivisions will have to live with the negative 
impacts of this ridiculous proposal for years to come. Please act in a Professional manner and speak truthfully to the Bee Cave 
City Council on the negative effects of this proposal. The fact is, we can't solve TxDOTs long term planning issues regarding the 
intersection of HPR and Tx 71 with this "shortcut." 

Any competent traffic engineer knows that it would be ludicrous to propose a new minor collector road (HPR Bypass) as a 
reasonable "alternative" to avoid an intersection between a major collector road (Hamilton Pool Road) and a major arterial (Tx 
Hwy 71). The number of daily HPR "non-local" motorists that would simply seek to avoid the HPR-Hwy 71 intersection by taking 
the "HPR shortcut" would number in the thousands. This will grow exponentially in the years to come. This would destroy the 
tranquility of our 50 year old established neighborhoods and create significant travel delays to residents of The Homestead and 
Meadow Fox subdivisions that require access to GDD. In the mornings we would have to deal with the HPR shortcut traffic 
traveling eastbound. In the afternoons we would have to deal with the HPR shortcut traffic turning left on GDD, from Hwy 71, in 
an attempt to avoid the Hwy 71-HPR intersection. 

Thank you for your input.  The study team did gather existing traffic count data, and did develop future year ADT 
traffic projections (2025 and 2040) to use in the PTV VISTRO traffic model to evaluate the proposed SWC and HPR 
Exension roadways.  The study did evaluate congestion for various scenarios, the results of which are included in the 
final deliverable traffic study report.  The study did not evaluate envrionmental impacts (noise, air quality, etc.).

With respect to impacts on existing traffic on Great Divide, that was studied.  At the intersection of HPR Ext. and Great 
Divide Drive, it was assumed that HPR Ext. will be stop-controlled while Great Divide Drive will be uncontrolled (i.e., no 
STOP sign on Great Divide Drive).  The results for both 2025 and 2040 projected traffic conditions are included in the 
final traffic study report.    Based on comments received as well as additional review by the design team, a 
roundabout is shown in the final recommended conceptual layout at the intersection of HPR extension and Great 
Divide Drive (GDD).   Roundabouts have proven to reduce the number and severity of crashes, because all vehicles 
are approaching at slower speeds.  They are efficient too.  During AM and PM peaks, the average delay per approach 
to the roundabout will be approximately 10 sec/veh resulting in minimal queing during peak hours.    A nearby 
roundabout at Highlands Boulevard in Lakeway's jurisdiction accomodating similar volumes from its 4 approaches 
provides an example of how a proposed roundabout at GDD and HPR Extension could be expected to operate.

The team looked at the effects of peak hour traffic diversions, including a scenario where 25% of SH 71 through 
traffic, or approximately 500 vph, would divert to the SWC and HPR Ext. corridors during peak hour. This resulted in a 
travel time reduction of approximately 11 minutes when travelling west to east during peak hour from Vail Divide to 
the Shops at the Galleria.  Another major benefit would be giving another access road to drivers when there is an 
accident on SH 71, which can back up traffic for an hour or more. Having a road that doesn’t involve major 
intersections, where these accidents often happen, allows for traffic to continue to flow and gives emergency vehicles 
a much-needed alternative route.

91 Eric Moody 12/6/2022 Email 
(cont'd)

As licensed Professional Engineers, I would ask that RTG be Professional, ethical and forthcoming about the true impact of this 
ludicrous proposal to ALL citizens of Bee Cave, Texas. Please don't placate the existing Bee Cave City council. Call this what it is, a 
boondoggle that benefits a few wealthy landowners and does nothing for the Citizens of Bee Cave, Texas. 

Eric Moody, P.E.

Thank you for your input.

92 Jeff Mcdaniel 12/6/2022 Email As a landowner(since 1973) that is being affected by this plan I understand that the traffic is bad.I’m not necessarily opposed to 
the east-west road being built west of HPR but I do not agree with Cueva being extended. It does not seem to be necessary with 
Vail Divide Extension being open. Jeff McDaniel

Thank you for your input.

93 Rich Cleary 12/6/2022 Email To Whom It May Concern:
My wife and I recently moved to the community from downtown Austin (we live in Rocky Creek) and would like to voice our support 
for the Hamilton Pool Road (HPR) extension from Hamilton Pool Road to the Galleriaafter watching the Youtube video.
We are ambivalent on the southwest collector - we believe the Vail Divide cut though will be enormously helpful in reducing the 
westbound traffic at the HPR/71 intersection although are not against this if the community between HPR and Vail Divide 
supports this.
For the HPR extension to the Galleria we are highly supportive. We loved the preliminary design concepts in the video and believe 
we would use the road often, especially in cases where there is higher traffic.
Options 2, 3,and 4 all seem like great options. Although we do not yet have school age children, there wasan appalling amount of 
traffic during the start of the school year and we feel strongly that the elementary school should have its own accessand 
trafficsignal to ease congestion. If we had to pick we would say our preference is Option 2 since there are only two traffic signals 
and no right hand turn, but options 2/3/4 are all good options.
Thank you for your consideration of our comments. We realize there are many constituencies and hope this is helpful for the 
committee when making a decision.
Best Regards,
Rich

Thank you for your input.
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94 Tia Carnes 12/6/2022 Email I live in Bee Cave West and strongly oppose the Southwest collector road plan in Bee Cave. Specifically the cut through to Cueva 
Rd. in Bee Cave West.The approximate 1 minute lost in travel time to Hwy 71 is going to be paid for with a complete elimination 
of the quiet, small safe neighborhood we live in. I understand Bee Cave is growing at an exponential rate. The ruination of our 
neighborhood is too high a price for 1 minute less transit time. The majority of the neighborhood residents oppose this road. I 
spoke with two separate representatives at the meeting when the SW collector road was revealed. Each representative could only 
come up with one benefit for the Cueva Rd extension, Convenience for the neighbors in Bee Cave West. The people who live in 
Bee Cave West overwhelmingly do not want this road. It's difficult to understand why this cut through would be put in to avoid one 
minute of transit time for the relatively few people in Bee Cave West; reducing a very small overall amount of traffic on HWY 71 
and Hamilton Pool Rd while annihilating our quality of life. I implore you to consider our voice and the damage to our 
neighborhood and our safety and remove Cueva Dr from this road proposal.

Tia Carnes

Thank you for your input.  These roadways would provide mobility benefits beyond the one minute time savings you 
mention.  The study looked at a scenario where 25% of SH 71 through traffic, or approximately 500 vph, would divert 
to the SWC and HPR Ext. corridors. This resulted in a travel time reduction of approximately 11 minutes when 
travelling west to east during peak hour from Vail Divide to the Shops at the Galleria.  Parents dropping off their kids 
and picking them up from Bee Cave Elementary School would save several minutes as well, since the realignment of 
Hamilton Pool Road would separate school traffic from through traffic.  Another major benefit would be giving another 
access road to drivers when there is an accident on SH 71, which can back up traffic for an hour or more. Having a 
road that doesn’t involve major intersections, where these accidents often happen, allows for traffic to continue to 
flow and gives emergency vehicles a much-needed alternative route.

With respect to your the proposed Cueva Drive connection, your input is noted and appreciated.

95 Ian J Molineux 12/7/2022 Email I hereby submit my objections to your proposed plans for the Hamilton Pool Road (HPR) extension that passes through the Brown 
tract, crosses Great Divide Drive (GDD), and continues into the West Village shops area.

 I understand that you were asked to study “get local traffic off 71 and on to local roads” but any successful solution to avoiding 
the main traffic problem in this area  – the Tx71-HPR/Bee Cave Parkway intersection, necessarily provides a short-cut for HPR-
>Tx71 (east) commuters during the morning peak period, and a comparable short-cut in reverse for the evening peak period. 
Attempts to dissuade commuters from using the HPR extension by low speed limits, stop signs etc. will simply make the extension 
less attractive to local traffic but have the same cost of building coupled to a permanent maintenance cost that will be used by 
fewer people. Conversely, if commuters do use the extension, thereby avoiding the Tx71-HPR intersection, it raises the question 
of how they merge onto Tx71.

 It is unlikely that HPR->Tx71 east commuters will use the “dog-leg” around the Field of Dreams to rejoin Tx71 at an un-signalized 
intersection. They will likely continue to GDD and turn left to use the also un-signalized intersection with Tx71 (TxDOT has vetoed 
placing a signal at GDD, the only road out of the entire Homestead subdivision) or enter the West Village at Spanish Oaks 
shopping area. This latter area is obviously not designed to handle commuter traffic.

Thank you for your input.

95 Ian J Molineux 12/7/2022 Email 
(cont'd)

 Exiting the Homestead/MeadowFox subdivisions already often necessitates a signal change at the Tx71-HPR intersection before 
vehicles can safely merge onto Tx71 East (TxDOT intend to prohibit left-turns both into and out of GDD). Tx71 traffic is rapidly 
increasing and is expected to increase for years to come but even now there is frequently a line of cars waiting. Adding HPR 
commuter traffic to the mix on GDD can only compound the problem. It could even result in vehicles backing up to or beyond the 
proposed intersection of GDD and the HPR extension. I note that your presentation described the time savings associated with 
select trips using the Southwest Collector Road system, and an estimate that the HPR extension could save 60 secs in travel 
time. What is completely missing is an estimate of the increased time that residents of the Homestead and MeadowFox will 
spend exiting their subdivisions. If such an estimate is outside your charge from the City of Bee Cave, that should be clearly 
stated in your report. Similarly, as you estimate that the HPR extension will be used for ~1400 trips per day, an unbiased report 
requires an estimate of the number of trips per day to and from the Homestead/MeadowFox subdivisions that pass through the 
GDD-HPR extension.

 There is confusion about the GDD-HPR extension intersection. Your presentation shows it as two roads intersecting more or less 
at right angles. The engineers present at the Open House gave mixed responses, some saying that only the extension and the 
road into the shopping area would have Stop signs, traffic on GDD would not stop; other engineers had another or even no 
response. What your final recommendation actually is needs to be clearly delineated in your report. However, more recent 
information I have read suggests that the extension will dead-end at a T junction with GDD, with a second, significantly displaced, 
T-junction with the shopping area road. The latter configuration involves blind curves at both junctions, raising a safety issue that 
is not mentioned. Neither is the fact that GDD is the only road in and out of the subdivision, and thus if you recommend that 
additional traffic utilize GDD in order for a few drivers to save a maximum of 60 sec driving time, it necessarily exacerbates a 
known major safety hazard for all subdivision residents. This does not seem to be a carefully considered option.

These roadways would provide mobility benefits beyond the one minute time savings you mention.  The study looked 
at a scenario where 25% of SH 71 through traffic, or approximately 500 vph, would divert to the SWC and HPR Ext. 
corridors. This resulted in a travel time reduction of approximately 11 minutes when travelling west to east during 
peak hour from Vail Divide to the Shops at the Galleria.  Parents dropping off their kids and picking them up from Bee 
Cave Elementary School would save several minutes as well, since the realignment of Hamilton Pool Road would 
separate school traffic from through traffic.  Another major benefit would be giving another access road to drivers 
when there is an accident on SH 71, which can back up traffic for an hour or more. Having a road that doesn’t involve 
major intersections, where these accidents often happen, allows for traffic to continue to flow and gives emergency 
vehicles a much-needed alternative route.

With respect to impacts on existing traffic on Great Divide, that was studied.  At the intersection of HPR Ext. and Great 
Divide Drive, it was assumed that HPR Ext. will be stop-controlled while Great Divide Drive will be uncontrolled (i.e., no 
STOP sign on Great Divide Drive).  The results for both 2025 and 2040 projected traffic conditions are included in the 
final traffic study report.    Based on comments received as well as additional review by the design team, a 
roundabout is shown in the final recommended conceptual layout at the intersection of HPR extension and Great 
Divide Drive (GDD).   Roundabouts have proven to reduce the number and severity of crashes, because all vehicles 
are approaching at slower speeds.  They are efficient too.  During AM and PM peaks, the average delay per approach 
to the roundabout will be approximately 10 sec/veh resulting in minimal queing during peak hours.  This is based on 
modeling using two (2) different industry standard traffic software programs (Synchro and PTV-Vistro).  A nearby 
roundabout at Highlands Boulevard in Lakeway's jurisdiction accomodating similar volumes from its 4 approaches 
provides an example of how a proposed roundabout at GDD and HPR Extension could be expected to operate.
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95 Ian J Molineux 12/7/2022 Email 
(cont'd)

 No defensible rationale for a 68 ft plus roadway for the HPR extension is provided. Where is all this turning traffic in the center 
lane actually going to? The south side of the road has been publicly slated for some form of preserve and presumably will only 
have limited vehicular access points. Why should any pedestrians utilize the south shared use path when they are right next to a 
green area even further from the road? There are no public plans for the north side of the extension. If it was your assumption or 
the charge from the City of Bee Cave to accommodate additional access to existing Tx71-facing entities or to support potential 
new commercial development on either side of the road, that position should be made clear in your report so that Bee Cave 
residents are informed prior to any act by City Council.

 I have no opinion on the proposed Southwest Collector Road system as I rarely travel in that direction. Residents of that area can 
provide much more considered opinions.

Ian J. Molineux

The design guidelines from the City of Bee Cave call for approximately 68 feet of right-of-way (ROW) with a design 
speed of between 30-35 mph, as well as bicycle and pedestrian facilities for a collector roadway. However, the 68' 
width is only an approximation; the ROW requirements will change when a more detailed design is complete. In 
addition, there may be opportunities to reduce the projected ROW width in select areas that have fewer access points 
(e.g., adjacent to the Brown property) by removing the proposed 12’ continuous left-turn lane. However, for purposes 
of this initial feasibility study, the 3-lane typical section was assumed for all proposed sections of the SWC and HPR 
Extension.

96 Jennifer Cunningham 12/7/2022 Email I appreciate the city looking into ways to improve traffic, however I do have several comments/questions. 
I am wondering why the intersection at GDD was not defined in terms of what it would look like? That information would help 
tremendously to assess this proposal. That intersection would have a big impact on our daily lives in The Homestead. There is 
only one way in and out of our neighborhood and putting an intersection there would most certainly cause problems. For us and 
for traffic coming through. Particularly in the location proposed. I can't find any information anywhere on what that intersection is 
proposed to look like. There are several design options given for HPR/71 intersection around the school but nothing about this. 
Please direct me to this information if I am wrong. I think this may be why some people in our neighborhood are very upset at the 
idea, it has not been communicated at all. 
I think the additional roadage around BCE would be very beneficial to those who need to get to the school. This does not impact 
me directly but it does indirectly as I have children going to BMCS and traffic going that way is very difficult at times due to the 
back up at BCE specifically. I think that part of the project is needing specific input from local residents on how it is best to be 
designed. 
I am also wondering what can be done to have TXDOT fix the problems on the 71, which seems like a more direct and useful 
approach to the major traffic issues. From 620 to Sweetwater should be made the same as the section from 620 to Bee Cave 
Road, i.e. 6 lane divided. My understanding from the study is that it is expected that 9% of 71 users driving eastbound on 71 
could potentially use the bypass option during rush hour. This does nothing for the major problems westbound and reducing 
traffic 9% would not even likely keep up with growth in the area. 
Thank you for the opportunity for input from citizens. Traffic is most definitely a major problem in our area. 
Sincerely, 
Jennifer Cunningham

Thank you for your input.  

A roundabout is shown in the final recommended conceptual layout at the intersection of HPR extension and Great 
Divide Drive (GDD).   Roundabouts have proven to reduce the number and severity of crashes, because all vehicles 
are approaching at slower speeds.  They are efficient too.  During AM and PM peaks, the average delay per approach 
to the roundabout will be approximately 10 sec/veh resulting in minimal queing during peak hours.  A nearby 
roundabout at Highlands Boulevard in Lakeway's jurisdiction accomodating similar volumes from its 4 approaches 
provides an example of how a proposed roundabout at GDD and HPR Extension could be expected to operate.

Thank you for the input on the option to seperate school traffic from HPR through traffic at Bee Cave Elementary 
School.

These roadways would provide mobility benefits.  The study looked at a scenario where 25% of SH 71 through traffic, 
or approximately 500 vph, would divert to the SWC and HPR Ext. corridors. This resulted in a travel time reduction of 
approximately 11 minutes when travelling west to east during peak hour from Vail Divide to the Shops at the Galleria.  
Parents dropping off their kids and picking them up from Bee Cave Elementary School would save several minutes as 
well, since the realignment of Hamilton Pool Road would separate school traffic from through traffic.  Another major 
benefit would be giving another access road to drivers when there is an accident on SH 71, which can back up traffic 
for an hour or more. Having a road that doesn’t involve major intersections, where these accidents often happen, 
allows for traffic to continue to flow and gives emergency vehicles a much-needed alternative route.
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97 Mark Anthony 12/7/2022 Email I was not able to attend the preliminary public meeting, so I apologize if any of these issues have already been addressed. 

My understanding is that the purpose of the current study is to: "Identify potential solutions to reduce reliance on State road 
network for local traffic, to ultimately increase network efficiency by providing alternate routes."

My primary questions address the HPR extension concept, which would connect Hamilton Pool road to Shops Parkway.

I hope the study will attempt to address the amount of "non-local traffic" trips using this proposed extension as a way to avoid the 
traffic light at 71 and HPR (or the proposed realigned HPR). Unless the delay is comparable to or greater than the delay at the 71 
intersection, a large fraction of non-local drivers will be expected to explore and adopt the alternate route. This will of course 
greatly reduce any benefit to local traffic.

I also hope the study will attempt to quantify the effects on Homestead residents who utilize Great Divide as a sole method of 
ingress/egress. It is clear that the additional traffic, both local and non-local, can only increase the transit times for Homestead 
residents. I would expect similar issues for Spanish Oaks, although these will perhaps be less severe due to multiple access 
points there.

Since most/all businesses along this proposed corridor currently have access on 71, the purpose appears to be a way to ferry 
traffic from HPR directly to Great Divide (and vice versa). This suggests fairly free flowing traffic, which of course will further 
encourage cut-through drivers. Multiple stops along this path to slow traffic and make it less attractive as a short cut will also 
make it less beneficial to local traffic.

Thank you for your input.  

These roadways would provide mobility benefits.  The study looked at a scenario where 25% of SH 71 through traffic, 
or approximately 500 vph, would divert to the SWC and HPR Ext. corridors during . This resulted in a travel time 
reduction of approximately 11 minutes when travelling west to east during peak hour from Vail Divide to the Shops at 
the Galleria.  Parents dropping off their kids and picking them up from Bee Cave Elementary School would save 
several minutes as well, since the realignment of Hamilton Pool Road would separate school traffic from through 
traffic.  Another major benefit would be giving another access road to drivers when there is an accident on SH 71, 
which can back up traffic for an hour or more. Having a road that doesn’t involve major intersections, where these 
accidents often happen, allows for traffic to continue to flow and gives emergency vehicles a much-needed alternative 
route.

A roundabout is shown in the final recommended conceptual layout at the intersection of HPR extension and Great 
Divide Drive (GDD).   Roundabouts have proven to reduce the number and severity of crashes, because all vehicles 
are approaching at slower speeds.  They are efficient too.  During AM and PM peaks, the average delay per approach 
to the roundabout will be approximately 10 sec/veh resulting in minimal queing during peak hours.  A nearby 
roundabout at Highlands Boulevard in Lakeway's jurisdiction accomodating similar volumes from its 4 approaches 
provides an example of how a proposed roundabout at GDD and HPR Extension could be expected to operate.

97 Mark Anthony 12/7/2022 Email 
(cont'd)

Finally, an estimate of the amount of impervious cover created by such a roadway would be beneficial to understand, especially 
since it abuts one of the largest green spaces in Bee Cave. Also, although perhaps outside the scope of this particular study, it is 
worth noting that implementation of such a roadway will obviously lead to development and further impervious cover in this area. 

Thank you for your consideration.
Mark Anthony

Estimates of impervious cover related to the roadway or future development were beyond the scope of the current 
study.   

98 Niti M 12/7/2022 Email I am writing to express my concern around the HPR bypass as a resident of the Homestead. I moved to this beautiful city 1.5 
years ago. Please see my points of concern listed below:

1) I am deeply concerned about the safety for entering/exiting the great divide drive which is our sole point of entry to the 
neighborhood. I also didn't see any data presented on the impact of traffic on the neighborhood's only road. With the current bus 
situation in our district, I end up driving every day to pick/drop off kids in 2 different schools. If the bypass traffic starts to take 
over, getting in and out will get even more stressful and unsafe. I was also concerned to see the blind spots that the curves in the 
road will create. 

2)While safety is a very big concern, I do share another serious concern of the ability to preserve the beauty of the Brown 
property. Having moved recently from California where there are so many more county/state parks that give access to the public, 
a lot of beautiful land in Texas is privately owned. I was pleased to hear that our city has bought this nature gem. But if we slice 
and dice this gem with roads that will bring in so much traffic, noise, pollution, and add the parking lots on top of it, what will 
remain there? By preserving it and making it into a nature center, you will be doing future generations of not only Bee Cave but 
also other surrounding cities a huge favor which will let them explore native flora, fauna, pollinators and provide access to the 
beautiful creek. 

Thank you for your input.  

1)  A roundabout is shown in the final recommended conceptual layout at the intersection of HPR extension and Great 
Divide Drive (GDD).   Roundabouts have proven to reduce the number and severity of crashes, because all vehicles 
are approaching at slower speeds.  They are efficient too.  During AM and PM peaks, the average delay per approach 
to the roundabout will be approximately 10 sec/veh resulting in minimal queing during peak hours.  A nearby 
roundabout at Highlands Boulevard in Lakeway's jurisdiction accomodating similar volumes from its 4 approaches 
provides an example of how a proposed roundabout at GDD and HPR Extension could be expected to operate.  Future 
more detailed designs will confirm that all applicable sight distance requirements are met.

2) While the road would run on the property, it would be along the property line, not through it. It will not disrupt plans 
for a nature center.  The City will continue planning efforts for the property to ensure the vision of protecting the 
property and restoring it to a natural state are realized.  These efforts have included partnerships with trained 
biologists tasked with ensuring ALL planning and development will follow our vision. Part of the value of the property 
lies within the educational benefits in the future. While we feel the acquisition of the property protects it from 
traditional development, we have a real opportunity to showcase sound land management techniques, multi-phase 
restoration, and natural beauty inside a growing area by providing a public space accessible by all. The current 
entrance to the property is located within a floodplain and area of concentrated drainage adjacent to a residential 
subdivision, currently served by a single point of access. While not ideal, we feel providing access to the property on 
the north side accomplishes a goal of providing a space for all to enjoy, the location of access and future 
improvements can be planned to minimize impacts on the neighboring subdivision and more sensitive areas of the 
property.
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98 Niti M 12/7/2022 Email 
(cont'd)

3)Finally, I wanted to share with you a conversation that I had with my work colleague a few months ago. My colleague who 
recently moved to Dripping Springs lives near the intersection of HPR and RR12. I work at AMD and commute to Southwest 
parkway. When I mentioned to him, I live on great divide dr., his response was that he knows where it is and he can't wait for that 
bypass to open up that will connect HPR with the great divide so that he can use it to escape the traffic on HPR/71 intersection. I 
was shocked because as a fairly new resident, I wasn't even aware of the thoroughfare plan. I am mentioning this so that you 
don't make assumptions that this bypass is for Bee Cave locals who are getting to the shops. Thanks to google maps, anyone and 
everyone will be using it to cut across and we will be seeing a lot more accidents. 

I hope you don't approve the HPR bypass but instead consider pursuing TXDOT for adding more lanes to 71. 

Thanks for hearing me out,
Niti

3) With respect to discouraging "cut through" traffic, the reduced speed limit and relatively narrow street section 
combined with strategic signing (e.g., "NO THRU TRUCKS") and enforcement measures will communicate the intended 
use for local traffic.

99 Scott Cronk 12/7/2022 Email Thanks for the community outreach on the HPR extension.
It seems that any solution would still require:
1. A west side (Twin Acres) entrance/exit from LTYA Field of Dreams isa necessity A single exit from LTYA FOD is not an acceptable 
solution.
a. From this west exit it would be great to allow folks to go the HPR/71 light & also have an option to tie in further South on HPR 
to go each toward Drip. A lot of the backup on Twin Acres when FOD’s is exiting is folks trying to turn left (South I believe) onto 
HPR similar to option 4.
2. Any connection to 71 should consider the impact to parking and traffic flow at LTYA as well. We will still need to drive around 
baseball field 1 and park. Parking is already limited at LTYA FOD and the loss of parking would clearly have an impact.
a. Would it make more sense to run that connector straight out and include anotheraccess point to LTYA FOD?
Thanks,
Scott
PS: these are my personal viewsand not the views of LTYA.

Thanks for your input.
1.  Comment noted.
1a. Comment noted
2. Comment noted
2a.  The preliminary concept was for the LTYA FOD access to line up with future Skaggs Drive for purposes of this 
study.  However, the merits of further refinements such as the additional access to SH 71 that you suggest could be 
reviewed in future project development efforts.

100 Paige Moore 12/8/2022 Email Thank you for taking comments on the HPR bypass and I hope that you consider my thoughts below. My name is Paige and I 
moved into the Homestead about two years ago. My husband has a business in Bee cave and we love living in this community.

 I am writing to address the part of the HPR bypass that will impact our neighborhood and hope that the bias that the council 
tends to display against the Homestead can be put aside. We are often judged by a few bad players and it seems unfair. As a new 
member of the Homestead, I do feel as though there is a prejudice against us and have been troubled to see it displayed in public 
forums and on social media. I have come to know so many amazing people that live in our neighborhood and I hope that the 
council can embrace us and listen to our concerns.

Regarding the HPR bypass and the intersection on Great Divide Dr, I have a few specific issues and am against the connection of 
the bypass through Great Divide Dr to Hamilton Pool Rd. My concerns are listed below:

1. Unlike most neighborhoods in Bee Cave, We only have one way in and out. The new traffic will make it difficult to enter and exit 
our neighborhood. I also believe it will create many safety issues for the residents of the Homestead. Not only will the traffic 
cause concern, but the layout of the bridge and new road creates blind spots. Our neighborhood has over 200 homes, no 
sidewalks, livestock and this decreases our safety if we would be in the situation where we would have to evacuate in the case of 
wildfire… with so many residents and animals.

Thank you for your input.  

1)  A roundabout is shown in the final recommended conceptual layout at the intersection of HPR extension and Great 
Divide Drive (GDD).   Roundabouts have proven to reduce the number and severity of crashes, because all vehicles 
are approaching at slower speeds.  They are efficient too.  During AM and PM peaks, the average delay per approach 
to the roundabout will be approximately 10 sec/veh resulting in minimal queing during peak hours.  A nearby 
roundabout at Highlands Boulevard in Lakeway's jurisdiction accomodating similar volumes from its 4 approaches 
provides an example of how a proposed roundabout at GDD and HPR Extension could be expected to operate.  
Another safety aspect is that when HPR Extension is connected to GDD, this will provide additional access points to 
both HPR and Shops Parkway, as opposed to just SH 71 as is the current condition.  Thus emergency responders will 
have alternate routes for potentially faster response times during emergencies.  With respect to roadway curves and 
sightlines, future more detailed designs will confirm that all applicable sight distance requirements are met.
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100 Paige Moore 12/8/2022 Email 
(cont'd)

2. We are excited for the future of the Brown property and that residents of Bee Cave will have access to this land. We need to 
preserve as much green space in Bee cave as we can because this is what draws people to our community and I do believe that 
the council has worked hard to create a balance between open natural spaces and local business. I just ask that you reconsider a 
road that will split up the brown property and create pollution and noise in a space that could be a sanctuary for all residents.

I hope that differences and prejudice can be put aside and that the council can look past the few outspoken bad players in the 
homestead and hear our concerns. This will drastically impact our neighborhood and the lives of many of your Bee Cave residents.

Thanks,
Paige Moore

2) While the road would run on the Brown property, it would be along the property line, not through it. It will not 
disrupt plans for a nature center.  The City will continue planning efforts for the property to ensure the vision of 
protecting the property and restoring it to a natural state are realized.  These efforts have included partnerships with 
trained biologists tasked with ensuring ALL planning and development will follow our vision. Part of the value of the 
property lies within the educational benefits in the future. While we feel the acquisition of the property protects it from 
traditional development, we have a real opportunity to showcase sound land management techniques, multi-phase 
restoration, and natural beauty inside a growing area by providing a public space accessible by all. The current 
entrance to the property is located within a floodplain and area of concentrated drainage adjacent to a residential 
subdivision, currently served by a single point of access. While not ideal, we feel providing access to the property on 
the north side accomplishes a goal of providing a space for all to enjoy, the location of access and future 
improvements can be planned to minimize impacts on the neighboring subdivision and more sensitive areas of the 
property.

101 David Graham 12/20/2022 Email As a person who watched the horror of Silicon Valley growth, and now, after 20 plus years of seeing the same thing in Bee 
Cave/Greater Austin. A few points of suggestion.
1) The Bee Cave Parkway/Galleria was built without shoulders, bike lanes and utilities right up against the road at a time when it 
was just scrub/ranch land, a huge wasted opportunity to make a safer roadway.
2) Turn lanes, over/under pass designs are critical and should never be abandoned due to cost, the ability to avoid bottlenecks 
and accommodate future growth is undeniable.Freeway/tolls or both are inevitable, so the faster land and right of ways are 
secured, the lower the cost.
3) Bee Cave/Lakeway have allowed developers to over build without hitting each new development with costs for traffic mitigation 
charges, this needs to change fast.
David Graham

Thank you for your input.
1)  As shown in the conceptual typical roadway section, the proposed SWC and HPR Extension collector roadways 
would include a 10' shared use path (SUP) on both sides of the roadway to encourage alternate modes of 
transportation (i.e., biking, walking).
2) The conceptual typical section includes a continuous turn lane to safely remove slower moving left turning traffic 
from the through travel lanes.   Right turn lanes may also be considered at intersection approaches, where warranted 
by high right turning volumes.
3) Developers are required to build roads internal to their project.  

102 Julian King 1/6/2023 Email Hello, It would be in the best interest of a rapidly growing city to decrease the traffic. On the next vote, the best course of action 
would be to pass the HPR Access plan.

Thanks you for your input.

103 Gary Ahrendt 1/8/2023 Email Hi, I’d like to first say thank you to Clint Garza for doing an excellent job managing the Bee Cave roadways. His knowledge and 
experience is very impressive and we’re fortunate to have him.  My concern is with the “Southwest Collector” portion that would 
run East from Palermo Drive.I feel the “Southwest Collector" through the properties just south of HW71, particularly the farm 
property is not needed. I don’t realistically believe local Bella and Terra Colinas residents would use this slower road to travel to 
the Galleria area.  Access to the properties/ proposed businesses just south of HW71 should be available from HW71 or Cueva 
Drive. The Vail Divide extension already gives drivers access between HW71 and HPR. If a wreck occurs on HW71 between Vail 
Divide and HPR, cars can be diverted using the HPR/ Vail Divide “loop” to bypass that area of HW71.As a home owner, I’m also 
concerned about increased road noise and further disruption to homeowners who live near the East boarder of Terra 
Colinas.Thank you so much for your time and for listening to my concerns!  Gary Ahrendt

Thanks you for your input.
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104 Tanja Knutson 1/9/2023 Email Hi there - I’m fairly new to The Homestead and getting involved in city topics for the first time in my life!  (1) I’d like to kindly 
request that the city council reconsider the proposed HPR Extension behind the Field of Dreams. I understand how hard the 
council works at trying to improve the quality of life for all Bee Cave residents, and I don’t feel that this particular project will have 
the intended benefits.

At first, when I first learned about this project, it seemed the idea was to alleviate the traffic during the congested school hours at 
BCE.  I remember sitting in on the city council meeting when the idea was originally raised, and there were brainstorming ideas 
shared on how to increase bus ridership and thus reduce the traffic, eliminating the need for the bypass road.  There was 
mention of a different exit, one that did not even cross GDD.  I remember hearing of the road being a destination in itself, for a 
butterfly park, or some sort of nature center if.  Now it seems like the main purpose of the bypass is to move a substantial 
amount of traffic off 71.  I think if more people had fully understood the extent of the road, there would have been more push-
back at the original discussion.

I am against this road for numerous reasons, mainly due to concerns about safety as this new road intersects Great Divide Road.  
A roundabout is statistically the safest form of intersection, but it will cause a bottleneck for Great Divide users attempting to 
merge into the circle.  A 4-way stop sign would give Great Divide users more accessibility to cross the intersection, but it will slow 
the intended use of the collector road. .  If the collector road (HPR Extension) is not the time saver it’s created to be at peak use 
times, then it is not worth the upfront cost, nor the long term upkeep.  (2) Which intersection is currently being used in the 
calculated time savings for travel, stop sign or roundabout?  If any of the planned bypass gets altered, will a new traffic study be 
done?  I would imagine the current traffic study would only apply if the entire road goes through as planned.

(3) Also, will this road pass through the Brown property?  (4) If so, is this in accordance with the intended use of the Brown 
Property?  (5) I thought it was designated as an open space or an offset for impervious cover, or whatever the correct term is.  (6) 
If this is crossing the Brown Property, has that property already been re-zoned?

Thank you for your input.  Responses to your comments are provided as follows:  

1) Comment noted.

2) A roundabout is proposed. During AM and PM peaks, the average delay per approach to the roundabout will be 

approximately 10 sec/veh.

Responses below provided by Clint Garza on 1/9/23:   

3) Yes

4) Yes

5) Our plan is a nature center.  If the roadway is approved and constructed then visitors to the property would access 

from that road instead of putting all the traffic on Great Divide Drive.  I personally prefer using the north side for access 

instead of down by the creek.  Ideally we’ll continue restoration near the creek in the most sensitive areas and IC placed 

on the  property be further north and away from the floodplain. 

6) It is zoned public.  No re‐zoning will be necessary. 
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(7) I read that this road will be a 3 lane road, 70 feet wide - is this correct?  That seems like a lot of concrete to pour in an area 
that was supposed to be kept green.  Also, it looks like it’s a 3 lane road.  Why is there a need for a middle lane for the entire 
length from HP to GDD?  I always thought a middle lane was to allow for turning lanes.  What would cars be turning into, off of the 
bypass road?  Is there future development planned along the sides of this bypass road?  Has any re-zoning of adjacent properties 
been discussed? If this road goes in, will some commercial projects be built off this road between GDD and HPR?

(8) I’m also concerned this bypass road would cause backlog from drivers coming from 71 onto GDD, since the bypass road is so 
close to the current highway.  Will there no longer be a left turn option onto GDD when heading west on 71?

(9) Whatever intersection is used, it seems that Great Divide users safety will be impacted with greater traffic.  I know the council 
has in the past expressed dogged concern over the safety of Homesteaders by approving the building of a bridge over the LWC.  
The council did this in spite of a majority of Homestead residents expressing they did not want it, and in spite of it still leaving the 
residents with a single exit point in the case of a forest fire  or other emergency which would endanger more lives than the risk of 
a resident needing emergency care while the LWC is closed (Starflight has landed here recently on 2 occasions, even though the 
road was open, so it could do the same if the road was closed). (10)  The proposed bypass on the other hand, is taking frazzled 
71 users onto a bypass road, promising them time savings, but they will still be rushing their commute, on a slower road, and will 
be more likely to rush through a roundabout, or worse, may not even know how to properly use one.  A stop sign improves safety, 
but slows the promised commute time saving.  The intersection on GDD puts Homestead residents at risk, all day, every day.  So 
if Homesteaders safety is as important as the council expressed during the LWC discussions, I would hope that council applies 
the same concern to those most at risk and that they can see the dangers  inherent in this intersection.

(11) I love that I live in an equestrian neighborhood - what consideration has been given to the horse trailers that need to access 
the proposed intersection?

7) The initial conceptual typical section showing the continuous turn lane, and 10' SUP on both sides in a 68' ROW 
width will be evaluated and updated as needed as the project is refined in subsequent more detailed project 
development efforts.   Particularly with respect to the portion of HPR Extension running adjacent to the Brown 
Property. 
8)  Based on comments received as well as additional review by the design team, a roundabout is shown in the final 
recommended conceptual layout at the intersection of HPR extension and Great Divide Drive (GDD).   Roundabouts 
have proven to reduce the number and severity of crashes, because all vehicles are approaching at slower speeds.  
They are efficient too.  During AM and PM peaks, the average delay per approach to the roundabout will be 
approximately 10 sec/veh resulting in minimal queing during peak hours.  This is based on modeling using two (2) 
different industry standard traffic software programs (Synchro and PTV-Vistro).  A nearby roundabout at Highlands 
Boulevard in Lakeway's jurisdiction accomodating similar volumes from its 4 approaches provides an example of how 
a proposed roundabout at GDD and HPR Extension could be expected to operate.  Left turns from WB SH 71 to GDD 
were not prohibited in our traffic analysis.
Response 9 below provided by Clint Garza on 1/9/23 :
9) The majority of the homestead residents voted against a very very large bridge structure that Travis County was 
proposing.  During that process they were given an option to do nothing or build a bridge that would pass the 500 
year storm event.   Council took on the responsibility of the crossing but has never taken any action to build a 
structure that large.  I think most residents I’ve talked to didn’t care so much about something being done just not 
what they saw on those diagrams from the Commissioner’s office
10) Comment noted.  As referenced in your comments and as noted in response no. 8 above, roundabouts are 
provent to be safer than STOP controlled intersections.  The HPR Extension will also improve safety by providing 
alternate routes for emergency responders to access the Homestead community from HPR (to the west) and from 
Shops Parkway (to the east). 
11)  The preliminary roundabout design shown in the recommended layout will accomodate typical truck-horse trailer 
combinations.
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(12) Since the traffic issues on 71 are TxDot problems, can you help me understand why Bee Cave is stepping up to foot the bill 
that TxDot is responsible for?  I understand that they are slow to take action, but is that actually a valid reason to let them 
railroad Bee Cave taxpayers into footing their bill?  What are the tax implications for Bee Cave residents?  I remember it being 
said that the developers will be responsible for footing the bill for the portion of the road they are developing.  How is the dollar 
value being calculated?  What is the cost of this proposed bypass?  If we don’t have a cost yet, then how are developers to know 
what added costs will accompany their development?  (13) And if there is no development between GDD and HPR, then is this 
section cost entirely borne by taxpayers?  Has this tax implication been shared at all the community meetings in each 
neighborhood?

(14) Also, can you help me understand why there is an eventbrite registration required for the Homestead meeting on this topic?  
(15) None of my friends who have attended these information meetings were asked to register their names in advance.  (16) If 
not, was the city secretary there to record the names of all attendees?  (17) If not, then it would seem impossible to use any 
feedback from these meetings in council, since there would be no transparency.  (18) Does TOMA apply to these meetings?  (19) 
Has council ever gone from neighborhood to neighborhood, even beyond Bee Cave,  like this for any other issues?  

Responses 12 through 29 below provided by Clint Garza on 1/9/23:
12) Developers are required to build roads internal to their project regardless of cost.  They’d plan for that at the time 
the work on site  planning materials since the construction costs can change so  rapidly.   
13) I’ve covered tax implications at each meeting and in discussions with residents directly. At this time we are only 
talking about identifying the connections in the plan and haven’t yet reached a point were we’d be discussing design 
and costs associated with design. If council decides to add the section of roadway in question to the thoroughfare 
plan then the the other details work themselves out in time.   
14) I print packets for each person attending my meetings. The Eventbrite was partially to get a headcount so I had 
adequate water and packets handy but also served to limit the number of residents that attended since some of the 
meetings were in people’s homes with limited capacity.  The homeowner told me what they’d be willing to host and we 
limited participation to that number by use of the Eventbrite.   
15) We took walk-ins each time I’m sure.  I’ve not spent the time to compare the sign in sheet to the Eventbrite 
RSVP’s but we never got so close to capacity that there was a problem taking a walk in.  A number of times I had 
residents from other neighborhoods show up that would’ve not been sent the invitation. Worked out great.  
16) NO
17) This is not true.  I’ve had council members and my staff present at various meetings and during the course of the 
discussion I provide a QR code so folks can leave feedback as you have done here.  That feedback is being 
documented and will be presented to City Council on the 25th.
18) NO.  I have not had a quorum of council present at these meetings.  My time is not subject to the Texas Open 
Meetings Act.  
19) No.
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(20) What was it about the bypass that made council decide to have private meetings and not ask the public to show up at 
council?  (21) What made council feel it appropriate to request that Homestead residents refrain from attending these meeting?  
(22) I am not very familiar with city issues, but it would seem that transparency would be welcome by everyone.

20) City Council had nothing to do with the decision to hold these meetings nor did they have anything to do with the 
locations and which neighborhoods to include in the discussion. That was my decision alone. 
21) I’m not sure what you mean here.  If a meeting was at someone’s private residence then naturally they get to 
make the decision who’s invited.  3 meetings were planned and will be held at ISD property and open for all to attend.  
 The content of each discussion is largely focused on single neighborhoods and my time is most efficiently spent on 
matters that are specific to the residents I’m sitting in front of.  Falconhead West or Ladera residents my be 
sympathetic to a Homestead or Lakes Edge residents concerns but that is their time to discuss matters that affect 
them most directly.  Since I went out of my way to ensure adequate and complete coverage of the ENTIRE community 
I support anyone’s decision to limit participation in their home to their neighbors. 
22) I’d really like to discuss the transparency comment with you directly if this is a real concern of yours.  I have tried 
to be as fully transparent as possible.  I’m sure you’ll find that your neighbors who have attended meetings outside of 
the Homestead have witnessed me be very honest about the process and why I’m taking the time to gather feedback 
from everyone else.  I made the decision to reach out to all the other communities after I was terribly disappointed in 
the turnout at a public open house where only 61 people attended and in reality only 2 of our neighborhoods were 
represented.  Should I have only sent the feedback from 51 Homestead and Bee Cave West residents to City Council 
on a decision that impacts 10,000 residents in the city and nearly that many outside the city?  

A‐28



HPR Alternative Access Study - Open House
November 16, 2022

Comment/Response Matrix

Comment 
Number

Commenter Name Date Received Source Comment Response

104 Tanja Knutson 1/9/2023 Email 
(cont'd)

(23) Finally, when is the proposed bridge set to be built, and when would the proposed bypass construction begin?  (24) Again, 
thinking of the safety of its residents, I would ask council to kindly consider a timeline that would not double bottle neck GDD.  If 
there were a forest fire during any of this construction, and we are down to a single lane during construction, the results could be 
catastrophic.  Again, kindly apply the same concern for Homestead residents as you applied during the decision to build a bridge.

(25) I realize that you know a lot more information on this project than I do from my limited perusal of the available documents 
and public discourse.  I also believe that the council really does want to serve the residents.  But I read a disturbing exchange on 
the mayor’s FB page, and feedback from my friends who’ve attended the neighborhood meetings, and it made me realize that 
The Homestead is viewed by many as a pain in the side of The City Council.  (26) It’s often just rolled eyes, or unfinished 
sentences, such as “well, you know…” and some snide laughter.  One of my friends who attended a meeting said that in the 
meeting, it was said that since this impacts The Homestead more, that if council doesn't drum up support in the rest of Bee Cave, 
then the meetings will only be attended by Homesteaders, and this gives skewed representation or negative opinions.  (27) It 
makes it seem like all these neighborhood meetings are just to rally an "us against them" mentality: Bee Cave against The 
Homestead.  (28) This makes me feel like the city would just prefer to steamroll through this and drown out the voices of the 
Homestead Residents, by artificially garnering support of residents who otherwise aren’t impacted enough to bother attending a 
public council meeting.  

23) We don’t have timelines for either of these.  I’m planning on taking a bridge discussion to council in March.  If I 
had to guess, I’d say bridge  happens in advance of any road improvements.
24) I believe we’ll have a plan to maintain adequate traffic flow during construction.   It’ll be a headache for sure but 
we’re planning on trying to make it as easy as possible. 
25) It is unfortunate that this is the perception but frankly it can be true.
26) This is true, unfortunately.  Homestead residents used to come up to the podium during public comment and say 
“I’m from the homestead and I vote”.  There’s an obvious  reason they said it and for a very long time they were 
overrepresented on boards, commissions, and council solely based on population data.  There are 11 times more 
rooftops in Falconhead and Falconhead West than in the Homestead and Meadow Fox.  When we’re making 
decisions that affect the entire community, the entire community should be represented and considered.  I wish the 
system was perfect but I’ve been around elected officials for a very long time and often times if they’re not hearing 
from a wide range, they assume everyone feels the exact same way that the 10 most vocal community members do.  I 
can explain my reasoning more either directly or at the meeting on Wednesday.  But I’ve been very honest and will 
continue to say that I’m gathering input from everyone else that normally isn’t paying attention to the process 
because I have been confident the benefits community wide are worth the efforts.  
27)  I assure you this is not my goal. I’m quite persuasive and of course could’ve taken that tact.  I have been highly 
complementary of the Homestead, explained why this road decision is such a hot topic for the residents back there, 
and shown the other neighborhoods why I’m empathetic to their concerns.
28) The support isn’t artificial.  I sat with these folks in their homes or at their community centers.  I’ve never 
witnessed such gratitude given to a public servant as I’ve seen from folks that took  the time to attend.  They didn’t 
know they should be paying attention until we told them and as a result I believe we’ll have a large group of residents 
far more involved in the process  from here on out.

104 Tanja Knutson 1/9/2023 Email 
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(29) It leaves me feeling distrustful of the aims of the city council, in spite of me truly believing that they really do take on this 
extra work in hopes of serving their constituents, or at least those who agree with them.  I would kindly ask that you add this letter 
to the officially obtained feedback, and that you answer the questions that I’ve raised.Thank you so much,
Tanja Knutson

29) If distrust is to come from the process, I ask that you point that and direct it at me and not council or my staff.  
The decisions that you’re upset with are my own.  I am blessed to get the opportunity to represent the entire 
community and despite a number of efforts from folks who disagree with me, efforts that could’ve been utilized  to 
fully make this a Homestead vs the remainder of the city issue, I have met a couple hundred people I’d never have 
been able to otherwise.  I fully expect to be back out in neighborhoods regularly in the future as other decisions or 
concerns come forward.  Council asked us to conduct a study and bring back the results of the study.  That really is 
the extent of their  participation on this issue.  My responsibility is to provide that feedback and it was wholly 
inadequate to cut off public comment after a single poorly attended open house. 
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105 Robert Sullivan 11/29/2022 Jotform Homestead No This road will create a bottleneck to our residential area.  The Hamilton Road and Hwy 71 intersection has MAJOR traffic 
issues. Building this road is like putting a Bandaid on an artery.  The final result will not significantly help the real issue.  
TexDot needs to build roads and intersections that will solve the problem. The design of this major intersection is 
incredibly poor.  Hamilton Pool Road in time could have similar traffic as Hwy 71.  Do you think this waste of tax payer 
dollars will provide any real relief?  The Homestead has one way in and one way out and now you basically want to block 
it.  

We have FIRE and FLOOD issues now regarding possible evacuation issues already. You promised us a bridge and it 
appears to be a non starter other than spending money on designs.  

The Brown property will be overwhelmed with noise and traffic.  How does that help develop it?

Who ever came up with this idea needs something better to do with their time. This is a waste of tax payer money and 
diminishes the value of property in the Homestead development.  

Provide the Homestead with another egress and build a bridge should be your priority.  In the short or long run the City 
of Bee Cave should let TexDot handle this with real solutions.

Thank you for your input.  The City of Bee Cave will continue discussions with TxDOT for mobility improvements in and 
around the Bee Cave area, including SH 71 and the SH 71 intersection at HPR and Bee Cave Parkway.  TxDOT currently 
has no plans for improvements to SH 71.  Much of the region's current and near term funding is earmarked for the I-35 
Capital Express program (improvements on IH 35 through Austin).  With respect to the intersection of existing Great 
Divide Drive at HPR Extension, a roundabout is shown in the final recommended conceptual layout.   This will provide 
additional access points for Great Divide Drive (GDD) to both HPR and Shops Parkway for emergency responders, as 
opposed to just SH 71 as is the current condition.  Roundabouts have proven to reduce the number and severity of 
crashes, because all vehicles are approaching at slower speeds.  They are controlled by a YIELD condition on all 
approaches, so all approaches will be afforded equal access to the roundabout.  They are efficient too.  During AM and 
PM peaks, the average delay per approach to the roundabout will be approximately 10 sec/veh resulting in minimal 
queing during peak hours.   This is based on modeling using two (2) different industry standard traffic software 
programs (Synchro and PTV-Vistro).  A nearby roundabout at Highlands Boulevard in Lakeway's jurisdiction 
accomodating similar volumes from its 4 approaches provides an example of how a proposed roundabout at GDD and 
HPR Extension could be expected to operate.  With respect to the Brown Property, the proposed HPR extension was 
carefully routed along the north edge of the property to minimize impacts, yet still provide the needed access so 
residents can have reasonable access to the park from the east or west and enjoy the park's (future) amenities.

106 Mary Smith 11/29/2022 Jotform Homestead Depends I would prefer that the access road not intersect Great Divide Drive, as it would cause delays to our sole egress from 
The Homestead, which could be dangerous. 
 
There are other points at which the access road could exit to Highway 71, for folks who want to avoid the traffic jams by 
Bee Cave Elementary School. 

Thank you for your input.  The roundabout shown in the final recommended conceptual layout will provide additional 
access points for Great Divide Drive (GDD) to both HPR and Shops Parkway for emergency responders, as opposed to 
just SH 71 as is the current condition.  Roundabouts have proven to reduce the number and severity of crashes, 
because all vehicles are approaching at slower speeds.  They are controlled by a YIELD condition on all approaches, so 
all approaches will be afforded equal access to the roundabout.  They are efficient too.  During AM and PM peaks, the 
average delay per approach to the roundabout will be approximately 10 sec/veh resulting in minimal queing during 
peak hours.   This is based on modeling using two (2) different industry standard traffic software programs (Synchro and 
PTV-Vistro).  A nearby roundabout at Highlands Boulevard in Lakeway's jurisdiction accomodating similar volumes from 
its 4 approaches provides an example of how a proposed roundabout at GDD and HPR Extension could be expected to 
operate.

107 Melissa Witek 11/29/2022 Jotform Homestead No The only solution for traffic on 71 is for TxDot to widen 71.  This bypass road will make it even more difficult for us to 
exit our neighborhood.  Some say it will be a stop sign for the bypass yielding to GDD traffic but I strongly doubt that will 
happen.  A traffic circle will keep Homesteaders from safely entering and exiting the neighborhood.  My neighbors have 
explained many reasons this is a terrible idea.  My husband and I are strongly opposed to the HPR bypass.  This is not a 
good option for The Homestead and Bee Cave residents.

The City of Bee Cave will continue discussions with TxDOT for mobility improvements in and around the Bee Cave area, 
including SH 71 and the SH 71 intersection at HPR and Bee Cave Parkway.  TxDOT currently has no plans for 
improvements to SH 71.  Much of the region's current and near term funding is earmarked for the I-35 Capital Express 
program (improvements on IH 35 through Austin).  With respect to the intersection of existing Great Divide Drive at HPR 
Extension, a roundabout is shown in the final recommended conceptual layout.   This will provide additional access 
points for Great Divide Drive (GDD) to both HPR and Shops Parkway for emergency responders, as opposed to just SH 
71 as is the current condition.  Roundabouts have proven to reduce the number and severity of crashes, because all 
vehicles are approaching at slower speeds.  They are controlled by a YIELD condition on all approaches, so all 
approaches will be afforded equal access to the roundabout.  They are efficient too.  During AM and PM peaks, the 
average delay per approach to the roundabout will be approximately 10 sec/veh resulting in minimal queing during 
peak hours.   This is based on modeling using two (2) different industry standard traffic software programs (Synchro and 
PTV-Vistro).  A nearby roundabout at Highlands Boulevard in Lakeway's jurisdiction accomodating similar volumes from 
its 4 approaches provides an example of how a proposed roundabout at GDD and HPR Extension could be expected to 
operate.
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108 Steve Albert 11/29/2022 Jotform Homestead Depends The entire presentation left me with way more questions than answers. I thought the focus was supposed to  be on 
collector roads: providing better access to local businesses and local residents. Instead the emphasis appears to be on 
providing access (esp. left turn onto HPR) for non-residents during the PM rush hour. Little benefit to others passing 
thru 71/Bee Cave Parkway. Intersection is still failing with 5+ minute wait times and 2-3 signal rotations. No study of 
local road thru Lamar Brown Property and collector road past VSO to Shops. 

Only benefits appear to be safer Bee Cave Elementary and 1 minute reduction in 6 minute wait time at rush hour for 1 
of 12 directions.  

A continuous chicken lane should not be the default collector option and should be used only where appropriate.  

The City shouldn't continue these efforts without the express support of LTISD, TxDot, CAMPO and Travis County. So far 
study is of little value...

Thank you for your input.  The City of Bee Cave will continue discussions with TxDOT for mobility improvements in and 
around the Bee Cave area, including SH 71 and the SH 71 intersection at HPR and Bee Cave Parkway.  The proposed 
SWC and HPR Extension are intended to help local residents have an alternative to using SH 71 for short local trips.  
This will help SH 71 function more efficiently for "through" trips between Vail Divide and RM 2244, leaving local trips 
able to use SWC and HPR Extension.  

The proposed SWC and HPR Extension, hereinafter referred to as the "build alternative", will carry local traffic and 
reduce traffic demand and associated delays on the SH 71/HPR intersection when compared to the no-build 
alternative.  For the 2025 design year, the estimated delay reductions of the build vs. the no-build are:
 AM Peak Period ;  
WB SH 71: thru delay reduced by over a minute from 108 seconds per vehicle to 56 seconds per vehicle.  NB HPR Left 
delay reduced as well.
EB SH 71: thru delay is reduced by nearly half, from 757 seconds (12.62 minutes) to 358 seconds (5.97 minutes), this 
is a 6.65 minute savings, basically a person will have to sit through 3 less cycles of the light.
PM Peak Period ;
WB SH 71: thru delay reduced from 272 seconds (4.5 minutes) to 118 seconds (approx. 2 minutes), a saving of 2.5 
minutes, sit through one less cycle at signal.
NB HPR Left, reduced from 209 seconds (almost 3.5 minutes) down to 84 seconds (less than 1.5 minutes), sit through 
one less cycle.

The initial conceptual typical section showing the continuous turn lane will be evaluated and updated as needed as the 
project is refined in subsequent more detailed project development efforts. 

109 No Name Provided 11/29/2022 Jotform Signal Hill Yes I would prefer option 4.  The roundabout eliminates 2 lights when using the Southwest Collector. Thank you for your input.
110 Jennifer Gauntt 11/29/2022 Jotform Homestead No I haven't heard enough of a compelling reason to go to this trouble and to justify permanently altering the Brown 

property. The impact to Homestead residents has not been adequately explained and from what I have heard, the 
consequences are more negative than positive. It will be an expensive proposal with a negative environmental impact 
and will not be beneficial to all. 

Thank you for your input.

111 Jim Tolles 11/29/2022 Jotform Homestead No All the development on HPR is not the Homestead's problem. There is no justification to putting the HPR traffic burden 
on the Homestead, reducing our access for no benefit. Mixing Homestead traffic with HPR traffic is a bad idea. It will 
create traffic issues for us that don't exist currently. All it does is move the problem onto our only means of access. 
Solve the HPR traffic problem within it's own corridor. Add more lanes to HPR and SH71. Why not work with TXDOT to 
solve the problem instead of destroying our access.  

The Homestead is a jewel in Bee Cave. If there is anything that would help it would be a simple light at Great Divide. 

Thanks you for your input.  Expanding 71 puts us at the mercy of the state for traffic alleviation –which includes 
competition for limited funds that can be diverted elsewhere at any time—and would take a significantly longer time to 
come to fruition than building our own local roads.  Solving our traffic problem will take a multi-faceted approach and 
while we are continuing to work with the state to get our highways improved, local roads can be built sooner to improve 
traffic flow.  Even if 71 is expanded, we still need another access point to get across town in the event of an accident at 
an intersection that would halt traffic. Widening the state road would undeniably add capacity to the regional system. 
But, most roads, including 71, get bogged down at intersections, not the points in between– so simply adding lanes 
doesn’t really get at the core issue. And a single intersection can only be “improved” so much. That’s why having 
multiple ways to get around is so critical–so that no one intersection becomes the single point of failure (like 
71/HPR/Bee Cave Parkway is and has been). Some combination of local and state efforts will be required for the entire 
transportation system to function as efficiently as possible.

112 Daniel Carroll 11/30/2022 Jotform Homestead No I am not in favor of bringing extra traffic to my neighborhood's doorstep. The new shopping center development has 
access via a traffic light; there is no need to divert traffic through a public park (Brown tract) and across the entrance to 
the Homestead just to add an access point to that shopping center. The connector will also encourage denser retail 
development, more traffic, and degrade the quality of life for Homestead residents. The degradation of the quality of life 
for Homestead residents is like levying a special tax just on us.

Thank you for your input.   

113 Brandy Morgan 11/30/2022 Jotform Signal Hill Yes Option 2 Thank you for your input.
114 Akash Sharad Thakare 11/30/2022 Jotform Provence Yes Currently huge traffic congestion at 71/hpr. Need more parallel road away from school to alleviate traffic.

Please have wider lanes on HPR. Driving in night is scary sometimes with high beam on coming traffic.
Thank you for your input.

115 Nalinj Tula 11/30/2022 Jotform Provence Yes I think Beecave needs these additional routes for faster commute. Beecave parkway and Hamilton pool road is a bottle 
neck and seems the only route to access anything around. I support building these access routes. 

Thank you for your input.
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116 Karen Winslow 11/30/2022 Jotform Homestead No 1 The Homestead has only one access road for a neighborhood of 200 homes.
2. How would you ensure only local traffic for shopping would use this road intersecting Great Divide?
3. Did the study evaluate how many cars turning right from Hamilton road to HWY 71 were going to the Shops of the 
Galleria? 
4. Based on responses I received on the night of the presentation, and the lack of a poster with the positive and 
negative impacts of the Brown Property bypass road intersection at Great Divide, it does not appear the impact of the 
Hamilton Pool Road cut through road/Great Divide intersection was studied. 
5. It seems extremely likely the road cutting through the Brown property would carry heavy traffic trying to avoid the 
Hamilton Pool Road/HWY 71 intersection traffic back up. 
6. How does the developer of the Village at Spanish Oaks feel about heavy cut through traffic on their privately 
maintained roads? 
7.  Just because the study showed how things could be done, it does not mean it should be done. 
8.  A road going through the Brown property does not support the goal of maintaining this property as a nature preserve 
park for Bee Cave.

The engineering study did not look at the optimal way to improve the increasing Hamilton Pool Road/Bee Cave 
Parkway/HWY 71 traffic loads. The problem of population growth in western Travis County resulting in traffic loads too 
heavy  for the current county and state roads, cannot and should not be solved using Bee Cave City funds for cut 
through roads that will minimally address the problem.  This needs to be addressed by Travis County and TX DOT. 

Thank you for your input.  Responses to your comments are provided as follows:  
1.  Agree.  Comment noted.
2.  The reduced speed limit and relatively narrow street section combined with strategic signing (e.g., "NO THRU 
TRUCKS") and enforcement measures will communicate the intended use for local traffic.
3.  The study used the "STREETLIGHT" program to identify origin-destination patterns, including The shops of the 
Galleria. Using the origin on HPR EB, just to the west of Cueva, we are seeing that approximately 80 vehicles perform 
that right turn movement during 4-6 PM, and 373 vehicles on a typical weekday, and 533 vehicles on a weekend. 
4.  Based on input from the meeting, and further evaluation by the design team, a roundabout is shown in the final 
recommended conceptual layout.  The benefits and features of a roundabout are noted in previous responses.
5.  See response no. 2., above.
6.  HPR extension will provide additional access for Village Oaks residents to the Brown property and HPR vs. just SH 71 
as is currently proposed.
7.  Comment noted.  
8.  With respect to the Brown Property, the proposed HPR extension was carefully routed along the north edge of the 
property to minimize impacts, yet still provide the needed access so residents can have reasonable access to the park 
from the east or west and enjoy the park's (future) amenities.

The City of Bee Cave will continue discussions with TxDOT, Travis County, and others for mobility improvements in and 
around the Bee Cave area, including SH 71 and the SH 71 intersection at HPR and Bee Cave Parkway. 

117 No Name Provided 11/30/2022 Jotform Homestead No I believe this is a lot of tax dollars on a bypass road that I feel will not make a big difference in traffic.  It results in more 
traffic lights and more stopping points that is just going to continue to back up traffic.  
More lanes and light timing adjustments are better suited to solve some of the traffic problems.  I do not think the 
bypass road will be used by many.  If it is used by a lot of people then it is not going to be just as crowded and slower 
than the current path so then they will go back to 71.

I do not see any documentation on what type of intersection will be at a bypass road and Great Divide. What will that 
intersection look like?  That is our subdivisions only in/out path.  

Thank you for your input.  With respect to your question about the intersection of HPR Extension and Gread Divide 
Road, a roundabout was identified as the recommended intersection type.  This will provide additional access points for 
Great Divide Drive (GDD) to both HPR and Shops Parkway for residents of the Homestead neighborhood, as opposed to 
just SH 71 as is the current condition.  Roundabouts have proven to reduce the number and severity of crashes, 
because all vehicles are approaching at slower speeds.  They are controlled by a YIELD condition on all approaches, so 
all approaches will be afforded equal access to the roundabout.  They are efficient too.  During AM and PM peaks, the 
average delay per approach to the roundabout will be approximately 10 sec/veh resulting in minimal queing during 
peak hours.   This is based on modeling using two (2) different industry standard traffic software programs (Synchro and 
PTV-Vistro).  A nearby roundabout at Highlands Boulevard in Lakeway's jurisdiction accomodating similar volumes from 
its 4 approaches provides an example of how a proposed roundabout at GDD and HPR Extension could be expected to 
operate.

118 Jacqueline Dorward 11/30/2022 Jotform Signal Hill Yes Safety concerns on HPR, as well as by BCE Thank you for your input.
119 Nicole Clines 11/30/2022 Jotform Provence Yes We are considering moving out of the Bee Cave area because traffic is awful and makes for a crazy commute to our 

son’s school off of N. Lamar.  The worst part is turning from 71 onto Hamilton Pool Rd. This adds 10 minutes or more - 
just to get through that ONE light.  Also, I have been driving 2 or 3 miles over the speed limit in the morning on Hamilton 
Pool Road and had several pickup trucks decide I was too slow and pass me over the double yellow line during a busy 
time when this could certainly cause a fatal accident and endanger the safety of me, my son, and everyone else on the 
road. The reckless driving of others and the extreme delay at 71 and Hamilton Pool Road are the reasons I’m in favor of 
these changes.  

The most important factors in choosing between the options presented should be safety, safety, and safety.  Drivers 
aren’t getting any more polite or any safer.  This is the opinion of a government project manager, veteran, mom, and 
local resident.  Thanks for collecting our opinions. 

Thank you for your input.

120 Bill Linder 11/30/2022 Jotform Signal Hill Yes Improve traffic flow and driving experience in all directions Thank you for your input. 
121 Michael Pav 11/30/2022 Jotform Not Provided Yes With the increase in pass through traffic through the HWY 71 and HPR intersection, local residents would benefit from 

alternative access options. But those options, specifically the HPR Extension need to consider the impact of traffic flow 
at Great Divide and the HPR Extension as it enters the Village at Spanish Oaks. These are two large changes to how we 
use and access our city and need to be considered as a whole, not individually. What traffic flow options would be 
considered at the Great Divide/HPR Extension intersection to ensure the Great Divide traffic is not impeded by cut-
through traffic on the HPR Extension? And, what traffic control options would be considered at the new HPR/HWY 71 
intersection to incentivize commuter traffic from HPR that is intending to head East on HWY 71 to use that intersection 
vs looking for a cut-through option on the HPR Extension?

Thank you for your input.   A roundabout is shown in the final recommended traffic flow option in the conceptual layout 
at the intersection of HPR extension and Great Divide Drive (GDD).   Roundabouts have proven to reduce the number 
and severity of crashes, because all vehicles are approaching at slower speeds.  They are efficient too.  During AM and 
PM peaks, the average delay per approach to the roundabout will be approximately 10 sec/veh resulting in minimal 
queing during peak hours.  A nearby roundabout at Highlands Boulevard in Lakeway's jurisdiction accomodating similar 
volumes from its 4 approaches provides an example of how a proposed roundabout at GDD and HPR Extension could 
be expected to operate.  With respect to discouraging "cut through" traffic, the reduced speed limit and relatively narrow 
street section combined with strategic signing (e.g., "NO THRU TRUCKS") and enforcement measures will communicate 
the intended use for local traffic.
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122 Deborah Davidsson 11/30/2022 Jotform The Homestead No Resubmission with corrections to my last section, last comments. Thanks for disregarding my first submission. Traffic 
studies on community access, circulation and impact should NOT be done in haste. I have not seen that our major 
issues with county rounds 71 / Hamilton Rd / and 620 have been thoroughly studied by the county or state. There are 
multiple factors that all need to be assessed including the inevitability of large additional traffic from the Back Yard and 
now potentially The Velvet Crown off 71 and Southwest Parkway in addition to the City's desire through marketing and 
additional retail and homes to make Bee Cave a destination to increase revenue. This is progress and that is fine when 
thoroughly and methodically planned. These impact studies should encompass all aspects of the city and surroundings 
and should be handled by the County & State in conjunction with the city. We as residents should not pay for these 
additional roads and need to see a collaboration of gov't entities working together to solve these issues. Not studied by 
any party or body with a conflict of interest. Nor parties being paid by the city.

We once again see that there has been campaigning and an agenda by the mayor to rally and support these ideas to all 
of the city residents without all government (County and State) involvement. It feels very, very much like a rush to cater 
to retailers and NOT the residents. Most especially those most negatively impacted residents who are in the minority.

Thank you for your input.

123 Bonnie Pohl 12/1/2022 Jotform The Homestead No Bee Cave is too beautiful to ruin. Please leave the Brown property alone and keep it beautiful. Thank you for your input.
124 David Ginger 12/1/2022 Jotform The Homestead Yes I’m in favor of a Limited Use Roadway for the HPR extension. Without the HPR extension, the Homestead residences will 

only have the traffic light at Hwy 71 and the entrance Villages of Spanish Oaks to turn West on Hwy 71. In the future in 
future, it could allow me additional routes to gain access to West Hwy 71, to include Hamilton Pool and 71 light and the 
conceptual light at the Field of Dreams. However, I’m opposed to Option 1 and 4. Both these options will encourage 
traffic to use HPR extension, instead to turning left and to return to East Hwy 71. It encourages greater usage of through 
traffic to Great Divide (Homestead Neighborhood) during peak traffic hours. 

Thank you for your input.

125 Reid Howell 12/1/2022 Jotform Signal Hill Estates Yes Option 4 allows the most access and controls speeds Thank you for your input.

126 Scott Gurley 12/1/2022 Jotform The Homestead No Great Divide Drive is the only road we have to get to and from our homes and adding east/west traffic and a 
roundabout or stop sign on Great Divide Drive will negatively impact our lives on a daily basis.And, from what I 
understand, it will have very limited positive impact on west to east traffic on Hwy 71. A resident spoke with the 
engineers and they said their calculations show that 9% of the traffic (at peak hours) would be expected to take the HPR 
Extension and by taking the HPR Extension, they could be expected to save 60 seconds on their journey from the west 
to the east. And that is when 71 is backed up at the HPR light which it is only for approximately an hour on weekdays 
going west to east. It does nothing to ease the east to west traffic (which is where there is a greater traffic burden).So 
we are talking about ruining the Brown Property by driving a road through it (and leaving less than 200 feet of “park” on 
this side of it), all to save 9% of the traffic volume 60 seconds of travel time for less than an hour on weekday 
afternoons. And putting a roundabout or stop signs a stone’s throw from the 71 intersection is a terrible idea. We are 
already losing the ability to turn left onto 71 from Great Divide and left onto Great Divide from 71 due to the Shops 
Parkway intersection being so close to Great Divide.

This seems to be a huge waste of money that does little to benefit Bee Cave residents and adversely impacts the daily 
lives of all Homestead residents.

Thank you for your input.  These roadways would provide mobility benefits beyond the one minute time savings you 
mention.    The study looked at a scenario where 25% of SH 71 through traffic, or approximately 500 vph, would divert 
to the SWC and HPR Ext. corridors. This resulted in a travel time reduction of approximately 11 minutes when travelling 
west to east during peak hour from Vail Divide to the Shops at the Galleria.  Parents dropping off their kids and picking 
them up from Bee Cave Elementary School would save several minutes as well, since the realignment of Hamilton Pool 
Road would separate school traffic from through traffic.  

A roundabout is shown in the final recommended conceptual layout at the intersection of HPR extension and Great 
Divide Drive (GDD).   Roundabouts have proven to reduce the number and severity of crashes, because all vehicles are 
approaching at slower speeds.  They are efficient too.  During AM and PM peaks, the average delay per approach to the 
roundabout will be approximately 10 sec/veh resulting in minimal queing during peak hours.  A nearby roundabout at 
Highlands Boulevard in Lakeway's jurisdiction accomodating similar volumes from its 4 approaches provides an 
example of how a proposed roundabout at GDD and HPR Extension could be expected to operate.

127 John Horn 12/2/2022 Jotform The Homestead Maybe, it 
depends on 
which option 

is chosen

Option 2 seems to be the best choice to improve HPR traffic flow.  I am more concerned about the timing and 
configuration of the HPR Extension (including the Village at SO part) and how the Great Divide intersection will be 
handled.  I want to understand what options are being considered for those proposed roadways. 

While I understand many of my neighbors' resistance to the HPR Extension, personally I believe that this area is growing 
rapidly whether anyone likes it or not, and if we don't do something to manage traffic flows HPR and 71 will be an 
unmanageable nightmare in 5-10 years.  I am not offended by these access roads in that context.  I support the GD low 
water crossing bridge from a safety standpoint, but want to understand how construction will be handled and the impact 
on our ingress/egress.  My biggest concern is the lack of any emergency egress other than Great Divide, even with a 
bridge.  Our wildfire risk here is high, and a fire that blocks Great Divide could trap and endanger hundreds of citizens.  
Is the city working on this issue, and what options are there to address it?

Thank you for your input.  A roundabout is shown in the final recommended conceptual layout at the intersection of HPR 
extension and Great Divide Drive (GDD).  This will provide additional access points for Great Divide Drive (GDD) to both 
HPR and Shops Parkway for residents of the Homestead neighborhood as well as emergency responders, as opposed 
to just SH 71 as is the current condition.  Roundabouts have proven to reduce the number and severity of crashes, 
because all vehicles are approaching at slower speeds.  They are efficient too.  During AM and PM peaks, the average 
delay per approach to the roundabout will be approximately 10 sec/veh resulting in minimal queing during peak hours.  
A nearby roundabout at Highlands Boulevard in Lakeway's jurisdiction accomodating similar volumes from its 4 
approaches provides an example of how a proposed roundabout at GDD and HPR Extension could be expected to 
operate.  With respect to timing, City Council will first decide whether to include the roads in the City’s thoroughfare 
plan, which is a blueprint of current and proposed future roads for the City of Bee Cave. They will not be voting on 
whether to fund these roads, when to build the roads, or whether to proceed with construction.  Timelines on those 
items have not been established.
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128 Mark Lecuona 12/4/2022 Jotform The Homestead Maybe, it 
depends on 
which option 

is chosen

I am against the SW Collector because this is an immaterial savings of time versus the cost to build the road. I am 
against the HPR bypass UNLESS the following is GUARANTEED: There will be no impact from HPR or 71 to the current 
ingress/egress traffic of The Homestead. In other words, Great Divide is not a pass-through at all (meaning dead-ends 
at the West end of the East bound bypass and at the East end of the West bound bypass) OR stop signs for bypass 
traffic at Great Divide and complete right of way for traffic specifically earmarked for The Homestead (meaning no stop 
sign or yield signs). 2) Any section of the bypass is constructed in a manner which feels exactly like the mall road at The 
Shops at the Galleria. This road is not used as a pass-thru (even from Bee Caves Road). It has numerous stop signs and 
slow moving traffic. There is never any back-up. Whatever the reason for this (and this is very important), it must be 
completely incorporated into the HPR bypass so that after a few experimental trips, ALL who wish merely to pass-thru 
Bee Caves will avoid it entirely and only those who wish to shop along that road will use it. The visual given on the video 
seemed to foster fast moving traffic. The point being, there must be no incentive to 71 or Hamilton Pool PASS-THRU 
traffic to use the bypass. And yes, this means the traffic problem on 71 will not be solved by the bypass except to the 
extent of those who truly wish to shop and frequent the City of Bee Cave. We do wish to be swept under the rug as 
collateral damage in the quest to split the 71 traffic into two sections only to remerge later on the trip thru our city. Why 
don't we approach the state to widen 71 on it's dime? 

I wish to understand the difference of a project being in the city's thoroughfare plan and a project not being in the city's 
thoroughfare plan. This is a distinction that was mentioned in the recorded presentation. What does this mean? I am 
assuming nothing has been decided so everything is on the table. But what would it take for the city to push the HPR 
bypass into the thoroughfare plan? A referendum? A mere vote? A complete study along with cost estimates? 

Thank you for your input.  

There will be some diversion of traffic during peak hours.  However, the proposed roundabout will efficiently handle the 
diverted traffic.  During AM and PM peaks, the average delay per approach to the roundabout will be approximately 10 
sec/veh resulting in minimal queing during peak hours.  A nearby roundabout at Highlands Boulevard in Lakeway's 
jurisdiction accomodating similar volumes from its 4 approaches provides an example of how a proposed roundabout at 
GDD and HPR Extension could be expected to operate.  With respect to discouraging "cut through" traffic, the reduced 
speed limit and relatively narrow street section combined with strategic signing (e.g., "NO THRU TRUCKS") and 
enforcement measures will communicate the intended use for local traffic.

Expanding 71 puts us at the mercy of the state for traffic alleviation –which includes competition for limited funds that 
can be diverted elsewhere at any time—and would take a significantly longer time to come to fruition than building our 
own local roads.  Solving our traffic problem will take a multi-faceted approach and while we are continuing to work with 
the state to get our highways improved, local roads can be built sooner to improve traffic flow.

City Council will decide in January whether to include the roads in the City’s thoroughfare plan, which is a blueprint of 
current and proposed future roads for the City of Bee Cave.  They will not be voting on whether to fund these roads, 
when to build the roads, or whether to proceed with construction.  

129 Zlatan Gradincic 12/4/2022 Jotform The Homestead Maybe, it 
depends on 
which option 

is chosen

I have watched the presentation and attended the open house on Nov. 16 at Bee Cave City Hall. Thank you very much 
for making it possible for us to better understand this proposal and provide our feedback.

One of the main objectives of these new roads is to alleviate congestion at the intersection of HWY 71 and Hamilton 
Pool Road. The proposed new roads would funnel the traffic away from that intersection into the neighborhoods through 
which those roads would be built. I think it is unfair that the established neighborhoods and long time residents should 
suffer for the sake of alleviating traffic on HWY 71. It would make much more sense to widen HWY 71 and build 
additional turn lanes into Hamilton Pool Road, instead of diverting traffic into the neighborhoods. Has this option been 
explored? If yes, why is it not presented as one of the possible options?

On the other hand, I support re-aligning Hamilton Pool Road and building a low-speed access road in front of Bee Cave 
Elementary to increase safety and decrease traffic congestion during school drop-off and pick-up times. Option 2 seems 
to be the best one. But I do not support adding the local roads east and west of Hamilton Pool Road, as that would 
create a shortcut through existing neighborhoods. Local residents would be majorly impacted in a negative way.

Thanks for your consideration, and looking forward to hearing your answers.
Zlatan Gradincic

Thank you for your input.  Expanding SH 71 puts us at the mercy of the state for traffic alleviation –which includes 
competition for limited funds that can be diverted elsewhere at any time—and would take a significantly longer time to 
come to fruition than building our own local roads.  Solving our traffic problem will take a multi-faceted approach and 
while we are continuing to work with the state to get our highways improved, local roads can be built sooner to improve 
traffic flow.

Thank you for your comments and input on the conceptual HPR realignment in front of the Bee Cave Elementary School.

130 No Name Provided 12/4/2022 Jotform The Homestead No The roads are not consistent with the Comprehensive Plan and Future Land Use Map.  A Comprehensive Transportation 
Plan with robust community input is needed vs the Thoroughfare Plan. 

Thank you for your input.

131 John Bollier 12/4/2022 Jotform Bee Cave West Maybe, it 
depends on 
which option 

is chosen

The Cueva cut through fails to provide adequate pedestrian safety. Thank you for your input.  If the SWC and HPR extension are approved by City Council to be added to the City's 
thoroughfare plan, more detailed engiineering studies and designs would be prepared to ensure all applicable 
pedestrian safety measures are incorporated.

132 No Name Provided 12/5/2022 Jotform The Homestead No The road through the Brown Property is a concern. As you know, the Homestead only has one ingress/egress and the 
potential traffic that will be introduced to a relatively short section of road - between the connection to Hamilton Pool 
and the Spanish Oaks development - brings up significant safety concerns as a resident. I do not see the benefit from a 
city's perspective that could outweigh any safety and traffic concerns for residents of Bee Cave. 

Thank you for your input.  While the road would run on the Brown property, it would be along the property line, not 
through it. It will not disrupt plans for a nature center.  The City will continue planning efforts for the property to ensure 
the vision of protecting the property and restoring it to a natural state are realized.  The connected of HPR Extension to 
Great Divide Drive will provide additional access points to both HPR and Shops Parkway for residents of the Homestead 
neighborhood as well as emergency responders, as opposed to the current single access location to SH 71.

133 Page McDaniel 12/5/2022 Jotform McDaniel 
Property/BCW

No It is too premature to warrant the roads that cut through our property. There needs to be a study produced after the 
completion of HPR improvements and the cut through at Vail Divide. 

Thank you for your input.
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134 Graham Ware 12/5/2022 Jotform Bee Cave West No Opening these roads to through traffic would destroy our quality of life and the environment-noise,air and water quality. 
These roads are not designed for the increase in proposed vehicle traffic as they are not traffic engineered for the 
traffic.The study has shown that it would be an ineffective mobility option wasting tax payer dollars while degrading the 
historical integrity of a neighborhood that the original owners had the fore thought to protect with deed restrictions that 
do not allow roads to be legally built through private property . My property is what I have worked for my whole life . This 
is my sanctuary. I strongly oppose this proposal. 98% of the neighborhood oppose this proposal.it is indicative of 
government to follow the will of the people.

Why isn’t there a proposal for alternative traffic solutions like hike and bike trails for children to walk or bike to 
school,more school buses or police traffic control on congested roads.

Thank you for your input.

With respect to alternative modes, the proposed typical SWC and HPR Extension would include 10' shared use paths 
(SUP's) to encourage use by bicyclists and pedestrians as alternative modes of travel to driving in an automobile.

135 Gail Means 12/5/2022 Jotform Bee Cave West No Opening Avispa or Cueva to this plan would be very unsafe because we have no sidewalks or crossways . This is a large 
lot neighborhood and we all really like it the way it is. I have lived here 22 years and like it as it is. I understand the 
traffic needs to be addressed - but I think there must be a better way .

Thank you for your input.

136 Nikki Bryant Irion 12/5/2022 Jotform Falconhead Yes Options seem too little to late. 

Add alternate route from 71 into Falconhead so avail divide get relief. Alternate corridors needed near 620 - alternate 
ways to get N/S

Thank you for your input.

137 Robert Willson 12/5/2022 Jotform Falconhead Yes We are in a growing community surrounded by more growing communities. These communities tend to be young with 
growing families. Travel, shopping, going to and from work, church, synagogues, etc, all this will require roads necessary 
for residents to get around in efficient times. 

Clint Garza did an excellent presentation. This was my first attendance, and I found it very informative.

Thank you for your input.

138 No Name Provided 12/6/2022 Jotform Falconhead West No It's a waste of taxpayer money to pay for the problems of TXDoT. Why we be on the hook for stupid roads that only "may" 
benefit commuters to save 60 seconds on a good day, yet we will have to pay to maintain them? I understand there are 
a few property owners who will benefit immensely when that tract of land the city bought for nature area turns into 
another Shops at the Galleria. Bad optics as it was a conflict of interest between the city and Jon Cobb, and it still exists 
today based on the ridiculous push for this idiotic project.

It also will negatively impact the people living in The Homestead by adding noise, pollution, and traffic jams to those 
residents just trying to get to work and home.  

NO TO ANY NEW BEE CAVE ROADS OF ANY KIND.

Thank you for your input. 

139 Cary Carnes 12/6/2022 Jotform Bee Cave West No I live on Avispa Way, so am opposed to the plan to connect proposed roadway Avispa Way. The 68 foot minimum that 
the plan outlines looks great, with walkways on either side and happy people walking and riding bikes on these 
walkways. This would end at Avispa Way, where there is a 21 foot wide roadway that we, the residents of Bee Cave West 
use for vehicles and pedestrians with pets and children. I have lived here since 1986, and this has never been an issue. 
Connecting the proposed roadway to Avispa Way, thereby dumping traffic into our neighborhood, would drastically 
reduce our quality of life. When the Vail Divide cut through becomes congested and Google or Waze chooses Avispa 
Way/Cueva Dr. because it is seconds faster, a high percentage of people will choose cutting through our neighborhood. 
This scenario will not only be irritating, it will be extremely unsafe. Mentioning that we, the residents, will save a minutes 
time is insulting when you compare it to the devastating consequence of this traffic.

Devastating is a strong word, but it is appropriate. We voted to incorporate Bee Cave (Village of Bee Cave) to avoid just 
this sort of scenario; then it was the fear of Austin annexing and implementing just this sort of heavy-handed plan.

Thank you for your input.  Your concerns about the connection to Avispa Way are noted.

140 Tia Carnes 12/6/2022 Jotform Bee Cave West No I live in Bee Cave West and strongly oppose this plan. Specifically the cut through to Cueva Rd. in Bee Cave West. The 
approximate 1 minute lost in travel time to Hwy 71 is going to be paid for with a complete elimination of the quiet, small 
safe neighborhood we live in. I understand Bee Cave is growing at an exponential rate. The ruination of our 
neighborhood is too high a price for 1 minute less transit time. The majority of the neighborhood residents oppose this 
road. I spoke with two separate representatives at the meeting when the SW collector road was revealed. Each 
representative could only come up with one benefit for the Cueva Rd extension, Convenience for the neighbors in Bee 
Cave West. The people who live in Bee Cave West overwhelmingly do not want this road. It's difficult to understand why 
this cut through would be put in to avoid one minute of transit time for the relatively few people in Bee Cave West; 
reducing a very small overall amount of traffic on HWY 71 and Hamilton Pool Rd while annihilating our quality of life. I 
implore you to consider our voice and the damage to our neighborhood and our safety and remove Cueva Dr from this 
road proposal. 

Thank you for your input.  Your concerns about the connection to Avispa Way are noted. 
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141 Lori Wakefield 12/6/2022 Jotform Falconhead Yes I like that the access roads can help alleviate traffic flow during peak times, I like that it gives people a way to detour a 
wreck or Road hazard if necessary, and gives people options in their daily travels if they prefer to stay off the highway. 
Thank you Clint and staff for your hard work and countless hours above and beyond.

Thank you for your input. 

142 Ada Stepan 12/7/2022 Jotform Falconhead Yes Growth in our area requires a stronger infrastructure. Having an alternate route to 71 is an excellent solution to the 
traffic we are currently experiencing. We can’t stop progress and should be planning for it !

We appreciate Mayor King and the Board being forward thinking and supporting our community.

Thank you for your input. 

143 Donna Harris 12/7/2022 Jotform Falconhead West Yes We need traffic off Hamilton Pool for thru traffic. I like Option 2.  Option 2 or 4, but think 2 is better. Thank you for your input. 

144 Amelia Evans 12/7/2022 Jotform Falconhead West Yes Seems like a no brainer given how hard/dangerous it is to get on/off/across 71. And hopefully this could help lessen 
some of the traffic on 71 during peak travel times.

Thank you for your input. 

145 Amanda Hill 12/7/2022 Jotform The Homestead No We have one way in and one way out. It’s hard enough to get out now. More traffic crossing over Great Divide won’t 
help, it will only hurt.   Thank you for hearing our perspectives and thoughts!

Thank you for your input. 

146 Jill Carlucci-Martin 12/7/2022 Jotform The Homestead No This does not at all address the root of the traffic problem. A small collection road will only ruin the Brown tract which is 
supposed to be a park, and create a traffic nightmare and egress danger for residents of the Homestead. On top of this 
it will only save a commuter 60 whole seconds on their drive. The perceived benefits are heavily outweighed by the 
negatives of added traffic, noise and pollution to a place where there is less right now. Please instead use your power 
as an elected official to try your hardest to get funding from the state to widen 71, which is the root of the problem - 
overdevelopment without the foresight of proper infrastructure.  

Please consider a development moratorium until the infrastructure can catch up, as Dripping Springs did.

Thank you for your input. 

147 Leslie Evans 12/7/2022 Jotform The Homestead No We am in favor of marking updates that will help Bee Cave Elem with the one way traffic, if that will turkey help. I am not 
for a bypass from HPR to Great Divide as it will go right through the Brown Property that is entended to be a green 
space/park and I feel adding this road will take away from the atmosphere that was intended when it was gifted to the 
city. I also worry about the safety of citizens of my neighborhood with all the additional traffic. We will already see quite 
an increase with the addition of the Village shops, apartments, and offices. I truly do not see any true traffic benefit to 
adding it. The only way to keep commuters from using it would be to add speed bumps and additional stop signs. 

Thank you for your input. 

148 Jeff Rockwood 12/7/2022 Jotform The Homestead No This new road does not alleviate the traffic that we have on 71 and Hamilton Pool Road.This new road will only hurt the 
neighborhood of the Homestead.

Thank you for your input. 

149 Aimee Rockwood 12/7/2022 Jotform The Homestead No This plan is a huge disservice to our neighborhood and does nothing to alleviate our traffic issues. Our city government 
is not representing the people, primarily selfish financial interests. This is a public issue with very private meetings being 
held behind closed doors. Unbelievable. Sad for all of us.

Thank you for your input. 

150 Jerry Wiggins 12/7/2022 Jotform onhead/Spillman RaI don't have 
a strong 
opinion 

either way

Honestly, this project more directly affects the Homestead, Bella Colinas, and Falconhead West. Our neighborhood's 
primary entrance/exit is not on Highway 71, and our children do not go to Bee Cave Elementary. While I'm glad that you 
informed us of the project, I think that those three neighborhoods should have the most say overall in shaping the 
direction of this project. Especially the Homestead and Bella Colinas since the roads will be going through their 
neighborhoods. 

Not on this project. If you wanted to discuss the Vail Divide extension and how that will bring additional cut through 
traffic to our neighborhood, then I think everyone in Falconhead would be up for that discussion.

Thank you for your input. 

151 No Name Provided 12/7/2022 Jotform Falconhead Yes Option 2. The location of the elementary school causes a huge safety risk due to traffic backing up and the realignment 
of the road away from that for separate travelers is important.

Thank you for your input. 

152 Nicholas Martin 12/7/2022 Jotform The Homestead No Not Provided Thank you for your input. 
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153 Jennifer Cunningham 12/7/2022 Jotform Not Provided Maybe, it 
depends on 
which option 

is chosen

I am wondering why the intersection at GDD was not defined in terms of what it would look like? That information would 
help tremendously to assess this proposal. That intersection would have a big impact on our daily lives in The 
Homestead. There is only one way in and out of our neighborhood and putting an intersection there would most 
certainly cause problems. For us and for traffic coming through. Particularly in the location proposed. I can't find any 
information anywhere on what that intersection is proposed to look like. There are several design options given for 
HPR/71 intersection around the school but nothing about this. Please direct me to this information if I am wrong. I think 
this may be why some people in our neighborhood are very upset at the idea, it has not been communicated at all. I 
think the additional roadage around BCE would be very beneficial to those who need to get to the school. This does not 
impact me directly but it does indirectly as I have children going to BMCS and traffic going that way is very difficult at 
times due to the back up at BCE specifically. I think that part of the project is needing specific input from local residents 
on how it is best to be designed. 

I am also wondering what can be done to have TXDOT fix the problems on the 71, which seems like a more direct and 
useful approach to the major traffic issues. From 620 to Sweetwater should be made the same as the section from 620 
to Bee Cave Road, i.e. 6 lane divided. My understanding from the study is that it is expected that 9% of 71 users driving 
eastbound on 71 could potentially use the bypass option during rush hour. This does nothing for the major problems 
westbound and reducing traffic 9% would not even likely keep up with growth in the area.

Thank you for your input.  

A roundabout is shown in the final recommended conceptual layout at the intersection of HPR extension and Great 
Divide Drive (GDD).   Roundabouts have proven to reduce the number and severity of crashes, because all vehicles are 
approaching at slower speeds.  They are efficient too.  During AM and PM peaks, the average delay per approach to the 
roundabout will be approximately 10 sec/veh resulting in minimal queing during peak hours.  A nearby roundabout at 
Highlands Boulevard in Lakeway's jurisdiction accomodating similar volumes from its 4 approaches provides an 
example of how a proposed roundabout at GDD and HPR Extension could be expected to operate.

Thank you for the input on the option to seperate school traffic from HPR through traffic at Bee Cave Elementary School.

These roadways would provide mobility benefits.  The study looked at a scenario where 25% of SH 71 through traffic, or 
approximately 500 vph, would divert to the SWC and HPR Ext. corridors. This resulted in a travel time reduction of 
approximately 11 minutes when travelling west to east on SH 71 during peak hour from Vail Divide to the Shops at the 
Galleria.  Parents dropping off their kids and picking them up from Bee Cave Elementary School would save several 
minutes as well, since the realignment of Hamilton Pool Road would separate school traffic from through traffic.  
Another major benefit would be giving another access road to drivers when there is an accident on SH 71, which can 
back up traffic for an hour or more. Having a road that doesn’t involve major intersections, where these accidents often 
happen, allows for traffic to continue to flow and gives emergency vehicles a much-needed alternative route.

154 Scott Carlson 12/7/2022 Jotform Falconhead West Yes Something needs to get done.  Clint did a very good job presenting the issue and possible solution. Thank you for your input. 

155 Paul Smith 12/7/2022 Jotform Falconhead West I don't have 
a strong 
opinion 

either way

It does not seem to me that these roads will truly help long-term. HWY71 will continue to have more lights/traffic and 
make travel through to Austin or where ever much longer. Are there any plans to make a 71 bypass that would go 
around Bee Cave Proper and make the current 71 - 71-Bus? I assume this would have to be well south of 71. This 
seems like the only thing that would have a significant long-term benefit.

Thank you for your input.  According to TxDOT's Project Tracker web page, there are no planned improvements or 
studies in the 10+ year horizon to add capacity on SH 71 through the City of Bee Cave.  

156 No Name Provided 12/8/2022 Jotform Falconhead West Yes These peripheral roads will help alleviate congestion on 71, improve overall traffic flow, reduce time spent in traffic and 
increase safety for numerous (currently) dangerous intersections.

Incorporate, into this proposed road, an OBNOXIOUSLY ENORMOUS, GIGANTIC, BEHEMOTH of an overpass over Great 
Divide Drive to assuage The Homestead's concerns of increased traffic in their neighborhood.

Thank you for your input.

157 Carolyn Ohls 12/8/2022 Jotform Falconhead West Yes To relieve the congestion and fatalities on Hwy 71 Thank you for your input.

158 Larry Ohls 12/8/2022 Jotform Falconhead West Yes We need alternative routes in the event of wrecks or disabled vehicles.

The issue came up last night about the volume of traffic east bound in the Afternoon. I believe a large portion is the Bee 
Cave middle school pick ups. I wonder if an incentive to use the school bus would have an effect. Of course we would 
need drivers. We realize that we are OLD and when we had school age kids we didn't give them an option...they got their 
butts on the bus.

Thank you for your input.

159 No Name Provided 12/8/2022 Jotform Falconhead West Yes HPR & 71 is bottlenecked and dangerous. Thank you for your input.

160 Olga Yang 12/8/2022 Jotform Falconhead West Yes I don’t have a specific choice… in general, anything that alleviates the traffic volume on H71, I’m in favor of. Thank you for your input.

161 David Galvan 12/8/2022 Jotform Falconhead West Yes I am in favor of the City doing anything reasonable to remove traffic off congested arteries, regardless if they are city, 
county or state roadways, onto alternate routes. I realize that these alternate roadways will impact certain 
neighborhoods negatively but we have to do what is best for everyone!

I would like to thank the mayor, the council, the manager and city staff for having the political will to address this 
massive issue now rather than ignoring it at this time as it only going to get worse.

Thank you for your input.

162 Brian Berg 12/8/2022 Jotform Falconhead West Yes Additional infrastructure is needed - i don't see any downside.  Vail Divide/Spillman Ranch Loop cut-through traffic 
(volume, speed, noise) is a major concern for me.

Thank you for your input.

163 Steven Jones 12/8/2022 Jotform nside at Falconhead Yes Increased mobility and lower commute times. The traffic on 71 is bad.  The presentation of the options was very 
confusing so I can not give feedback on which one I prefer. I trust the professionals will make the best choice.

Thank you for your input.
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164 María Kean 12/8/2022 Jotform Falconhead West Yes I support the project of adding the access roads , I believe this will easy the traffic on 71 making it safer for all 
residential commuters on this busy road with a history of almost daily accidents.

Thank you for organizing meetings in the neighborhoods, Bee Cave will take care us and we will take Bee Care, thankful 
for our mayor King.

Thank you for your input.

165 Frank Smith 12/8/2022 Jotform Falconhead West Yes Traffic on Hamilton Pool Road has increased dramatically in the last 7-8 years and continues to today. Something has to 
be done such as an alternate route which prevents all that traffic dumping on to Highway 71 which all seen substantial 
growth west toward Spicewood and beyond. The southerly alternate route is a very good partial solution and the quicker 
the better. 

Thank you for your input.

166 No Name Provided 12/8/2022 Jotform Falconhead West Yes Need to have devices in turn lanes to prevent people from doing U-turns or passing in areas where there is not a place 
to turn

Thank you for your input.

167 No Name Provided 12/8/2022 Jotform Yes Better access to Spanish Oaks Thank you for your input.
168 John Colman 12/8/2022 Jotform The Homestead No 1) It destroys a part of the Brown property - which was sold to the city to save it from development.

2) It does not solve the problem of congestion on 71 and the 71/HPR intersection.
Thank you for your input.

169 Isaac Garcia 12/8/2022 Jotform Falconhead Yes Faster access and less traffic everywhere. As traffic on Hamilton Pool increases with future development additional 
infrastructure is required.

I'm very concerned about a significant increase in traffic through Falconhead West and Falconhead from the new Vaid 
Divide connector particularly to Lake Travis High School.  Speed and traffic mitigation through the peaceful 
neighborhood should be a top priority or Falconhead will need to implement a gate system of some sort. Volume is 
going to significantly increase thru Falconhead as it is a shortcut to Lake Travis High School and Lakeway that avoids 
multiple lights and 620 traffic.

Thank you for your input.

170 Michelle Sexton 12/8/2022 Jotform The Homestead No No reason... just add a lane or two to hwy 71.  

Do not disrupt Little Barton Creek or build a giant bridge and charge it to Bee Cave. The bridge is not needed... only 
larger culverts.

Thank you for your input.  According to TxDOT's Project Tracker web page, there are no planned improvements or 
studies in the 10+ year horizon to add capacity on SH 71 through the City of Bee Cave.

171 Christopher Sweeney 12/8/2022 Jotform Not Provided No As much as traffic is a problem the proposed road does't make a significant impact on the problem when several 
thousand homes are coming to Spicewood, the road can't handle the volume necessary to address the congestion, it 
adversely impacts neighborhoods such at The Homestead and Spanish Oaks, TX DOT needs to address the major traffic 
issues with a significant improvement plan.

Unfortunately proposed efforts like this are well intended but fall very short of addressing the problem at hand. TX DOT 
needs to get focused on the immediate and longterm issues on 71 and Bee Cave is not equipped to address a problem 
of this scale without adversely impacting city residents for little to no improvement.

Thank you for your input.

172 Curt Sexton 12/8/2022 Jotform The Homestead No I do not agree that diverting traffic through our neighborhood provides benefit to local residents especially our 
neighborhood and that improved traffic on 71 would make much more sense. this also impacts environmental areas 
along creek and further clogs our primary and only egress route.

Thank you for your input.

173 Vivek Sundararaman 12/8/2022 Jotform Falconhead West Yes Will help mitigate the congestion on HWY 71 Thank you for your input.

174 No Name Provided 12/8/2022 Jotform The Homestead No I would like to see the Brown property remain pristine. Think of it like New York city and Central park which they 
preserved for their residence without traffic going through (except for horse drawn carriages). The other issue you have 
is that the Thomas ranch (projected build out 3500 homes with shops, restaurants, their own city, etc.) that will be 
developed off of 71 and Paleface road will bring an enormous amount of traffic through our city and the city needs to 
put pressure on TXDOT to resolve the issues on 71 before it becomes even a bigger problem. Having the City of Bee 
Cave take up road building and later have the tax payer pay for the maintenance from everyone else that travels 
through here is ridiculous. This is definitely not a win win situation. 

I will say it again, I don't like a road through Bee Cave Central Park. Turn the old Revival into a parking lot that people 
can park and access Central park from there. Keep the patrons safety first when visiting Bee Cave Central Park.

Thank you for your input.
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175 Leigh Polzin 12/8/2022 Jotform The Homestead No I believe the HPR road is an extremely expensive endeavor to shave 60 seconds off a commute. All of which comes at 
the expense of the Homestead neighborhood. Not only will we deal with excessive (and potentially dangerous) traffic in 
our only entrance and exit into our neighborhood, but it will not solve the traffic problem at the HPR light. My fear is the 
proposed road won’t become a local connection to shopping but rather a perceived shortcut for commuters through the 
Homestead, which would lead to speeding and excessive traffic making it difficult and dangerous for us to come and go 
in our neighborhood. 

Can you please address how you can assure the safety and access at the Great Divide intersection? And how this will 
meet up with the proposed entrance into the future Spanish Oak shopping area? And if the city does plan on doing a 
stop sign or light or traffic circle at the Great Divide intersection, does that impact the proposed 60 seconds of saved 
commuter time?

Thank you for your input.  

These roadways would provide mobility benefits beyond the one minute time savings you mention.    The study looked at 
a scenario where 25% of SH 71 through traffic, or approximately 500 vph, would divert to the SWC and HPR Ext. 
corridors. This resulted in a travel time reduction of approximately 11 minutes when travelling west to east during peak 
hour from Vail Divide to the Shops at the Galleria.  Parents dropping off their kids and picking them up from Bee Cave 
Elementary School would save several minutes as well, since the realignment of Hamilton Pool Road would separate 
school traffic from through traffic.  Another major benefit would be giving another access road to drivers when there is 
an accident on SH 71, which can back up traffic for an hour or more. Having a road that doesn’t involve major 
intersections, where these accidents often happen, allows for traffic to continue to flow and gives emergency vehicles a 
much-needed alternative route.

A roundabout is shown in the final recommended conceptual layout at the intersection of HPR extension and Great 
Divide Drive (GDD).   Roundabouts have proven to reduce the number and severity of crashes, because all vehicles are 
approaching at slower speeds.  They are efficient too.  During AM and PM peaks, the average delay per approach to the 
roundabout will be approximately 10 sec/veh resulting in minimal queing during peak hours.  A nearby roundabout at 
Highlands Boulevard in Lakeway's jurisdiction accomodating similar volumes from its 4 approaches provides an 
example of how a proposed roundabout at GDD and HPR Extension could be expected to operate.

176 Jace Ainsworth 12/8/2022 Jotform nside at Falconhead Yes Bee cave’s growth requires this because of current traffic patterns that will worsen in the future. If we want to continue 
to have the kind of lifestyle we currently have, these are necessary. 

Bee cave city employees do a fantastic job. We love it here and appreciate all you do!

Thank you for your input.

177 Robert M. Nunez 12/8/2022 Jotform The Homestead No Diverting highway through a neighborhood and shopping center does not make sense. If the highway and or intersection 
is a problem,Fix that. The intersection of HPR and 71 will continue to be a problem because of Spicewood extensions.  
Address and Fix the problem.

Thankyou for your input.   Expanding SH 71 puts us at the mercy of the state for traffic alleviation –which includes 
competition for limited funds that can be diverted elsewhere at any time—and would take a significantly longer time to 
come to fruition than building our own local roads.  According to TxDOT's Project Tracker web page, there are no 
planned improvements or studies in the 10+ year horizon to add capacity on SH 71 through the City of Bee Cave.  
Solving our traffic problem will take a multi-faceted approach and while we are continuing to work with the state to get 
our highways improved, local roads can be built sooner to improve traffic flow.

178 Tom Myers 12/8/2022 Jotform The Homestead No The Great Divide street is our only access in or out of the neighborhood. This street, the Spanish.Oaks neighborhood 
main entrance as well as the proposed addition of Spanish Oaks entrance are all to be confounded traffic wise in or out 
with this proposed Hamilton Pool bypass road. There is no relief of traffic on Hamilton Pool road or highway 71. We tax 
payers do not want this city to saddle us with a multimillion dollar constructed road or it’s forever maintenance. Tex Dot 
is the responsible authority on state and farm roads. The impervious runoff exacerbates our low water crossing flooding.

Synchronizing the through traffic lights on highway 71 and Hamilton pool road to accommodate the rush hour traffic 
would eliminate much of the bogged standing traffic, waiting at traffic lights. The Brown property is pristine creek front 
park land property. Better serving the Bee Cave city and its neighbors.

Thankyou for your input.   Expanding SH 71 puts us at the mercy of the state for traffic alleviation –which includes 
competition for limited funds that can be diverted elsewhere at any time—and would take a significantly longer time to 
come to fruition than building our own local roads.  According to TxDOT's Project Tracker web page, there are no 
planned improvements or studies in the 10+ year horizon to add capacity on SH 71 through the City of Bee Cave.  
Solving our traffic problem will take a multi-faceted approach and while we are continuing to work with the state to get 
our highways improved, local roads can be built sooner to improve traffic flow.

With respect to the Brown property, HPR Extension would run along the north property line, not through it. It will not 
disrupt plans for a nature center.  The City understand the importance good stewardship and as a result, all planning 
efforts on the property have been and will be consistent with a vision of protecting the property and restoring it to a 
natural state. 

179 Terry Irion 12/8/2022 Jotform Falconhead Yes We need alternate connective streets to the state highway corridors. The plan to provide east/west alternative routes 
south of Hwy 71 is good but we also need a north/ south alternative to FM 620. We should look for a way to extend 
Willy Way north of Ladera to Falconhead Blvd. 

I do not think a 2 cent property tax should be sacrosanct if we could have improved mobility and quality if life with a 5 to 
10 cent tax rate. 

Thank you for your input.

180 Mark Herbert 12/9/2022 Jotform The Homestead No The HPR Bypass will create extreme congestion at the entrance to our neighborhood. This will make our property values 
decrease and lower the quality of living in The Homestead. Engineers, other experts and common sense have made it 
clear that this project has no value for our neighborhood; this will be permanent damage to The Homestead.

There appear to be no sensible justification for this road. We have yet to understand how this is a benefit to Bee Caves.

Thank you for your input.

181 Alex Russian 12/9/2022 Jotform Falconhead Yes We support whatever can help reduce traffic. Need more local roads to support local people.
Another entrance into Falconhead would also be nice.

Thank you for your input.

182 Lou Anthony 12/9/2022 Jotform The Homestead No Traffic impact on Hwy 71 would be minimal, but the impact on the Homestead neighborhood would be extremely 
negative.  Thank you for making this link available.

Thank you for your input.
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183 Ted Tarsa 12/9/2022 Jotform Falconhead West Maybe, it 
depends on 
which option 

is chosen

My main concern is increased cut-through traffic on Vail Divide through Falconhead West and Falconhead from Hwy 71 
to RR 620 when Vail Divide is connected to HPR, since my home fronts Vail Divide at Swiss Alps Court. Whichever option 
minimizes this impact would be of most interest to me. I need more information to know which option would reduce my 
concern.

It turns out that the 8-10 stop signs along Vail Divide from Hwy 71 to RR 620, through Falconhead West and 
Falconhead will be helpful impediments to my cut-through traffic concerns, in addition to Hwy 71/Vail Divide traffic light 
signaling. However, typical driver stop sign behavior is terrible, so enforcement will have to increase in practice, and 
reputationally, so that word is out that Vail Divide traffic signs are strictly enforced.

Thank you for your input.

184 Marsie Stauch 12/9/2022 Jotform Bee Cave West Maybe, it 
depends on 
which option 

is chosen

There is absolutely no reason to connect the Collector road to Avispa Way via Cueva. The roads in the Bee Cave West 
subdivision - most traveled are Avispa Way and Cueva - are too narrow and extra traffic on those roads daily is very 
hazardous. Plus the option to turn left off Cueva onto HPR is dangerous and will cause a backup of traffic in the 
neighborhood (BCW). Why would the city of Bee Cave want to spend so much money on such a short extension of Cueva 
when any traffic that wants to travel on the Collector roads can easily get to 71 and not have to go thru BCW and use 
HPR. Then if the traffic does come thru BCW via Cueva - the City of Bee Cave will have to spend more money making 
Cueva and Avispa Way safe to handle the increase of traffic. Seems like a waste of money for the city of Bee Cave.

The water tower maintenance people have mentioned they would love to have easy and direct access to travel to & 
from 71. The big trucks have trouble with the smaller roads in BCW. So figure out a way for the trucks to easily access 
71. AGAIN, there is absolutely no good reason to spend money on the Cueva extension from the collector road to 
connect to Avispa Way. Total waste of the city of Bee Cave money.

Thank you for your input.  Your concerns about the connection to Avispa Way are noted. 

185 Ryan Hahn 12/9/2022 Jotform Falconhead west Yes Safety and mobility for our residents.  As a resident since 2011, I’ve seen the growth, highway 71 is so dangerous I 
consider moving often, even though I love this community. I’m so thankful our leaders are coming up with solutions. I 
favor option 4, moving HPR away from Bee Cave elementary is very important for the on going safety of students, 
parents and staff. Thank you for taking action so we don’t have to wait for the state to feel safe on our local roads! 

Thank you for your input.

186 Gail Perkins 12/9/2022 Jotform Falconhead West Yes The mounting number of serious traffic accidents, hit and runs and red light running scares me to death. I don't want to 
drive on 71. It will only get worse with all the new developments being built.

Thank you for your input.

187 Richard Perkins 12/10/2022 Jotform Falconhead West Yes We need to be proactive in handling traffic problems. Waiting for others to solve the issue is not productive. I believe 
that parallel access roads on both sides of 71 would help the traffic problem. In addition, builders should be required to 
provide these roads as a condition of getting approval to build. They should also be required to provide additional 
money to the city for road issues predicated on the number of residents expected to be housed in an area. I believe that 
currently, they do not contribute a significant amount of money compared to the impact they are having on the 
community.

Thank you for your input.

188 Connie Thurman 12/10/2022 Jotform Falconhead West Yes It should ease up on traffic on hwy 71 Thank you for your input.

189 Byron & Cynthia Ehlert 12/11/2022 Jotform Bee Cave West Maybe, it 
depends on 
which option 

is chosen

I DO NOT, NOR DOES ANYONE ELSE IN "BEE CAVES WEST" SUBDIVISION LIKE OR WANT THE "SOUTHWEST COLLECTOR" 
GRANTED OR CONSTRUCTED. THIS WOULD ONLY BRING TRAFFIC TO A HISTORICALLY QUIET NEIGHBORHOOD THAT 
THE CURRENT ROADS ARE OUR ONLY MEANS OF A QUIET WALK SAFELY WITHOUT THE DANGER OF THOROUGHFARE 
TRAFFIC ON ROADS WHICH CANNOT HANDLE BILATERAL TRAFFIC WELL AS IT IS, NOR IS THERE ENOUGH REAL ESTATE 
TO WIDEN.

I'M NOT NECESSARILY OPPOSED TO THE HAMILTON POOL EXTENSION, BUT THE "SOUTHWEST COLLECTOR" IS NOT A 
GOOD IDEA; THE "VAIL DIVIDE" EXTENSION IS MUCH MORE APPROPRIATE TO INTERSECT HPR; THE ROAD IS ALREADY 
ESTABLISHED AND WAS DESIGNED FOR MORE TRAFFIC...IMPLEMENTING A ROAD THROUGH A VERY QUITE 
NEIGHBORHOOD IS JUST PLAIN RIDICULOUS...IT WOULD ULTIMATELY DEVALUE OUR PROPERTIES, INDUCE A MUCH 
HIGHER RISK OF DANGER TO US AND OUR NEIGHBORS FOR QUITE WALKS ON THE STREET SINCE THIS IS THE ONLY 
HARD SURFACE TO WALK ON...THERE ARE NO SIDEWALKS IN BEE CAVES WEST SUBDIVISION AS THERE ARE IN OTHER 
NEWER NEIGHBORHOODS.

Thank you for your input.

190 Bob Yang 12/11/2022 Jotform Falconhead West Yes We need an alternate route in the event that HWY 71 gets shutdown for an accident. And even more important, another 
access for emergency vehicles if HWY 71 gets shut down and is impassable.

The proposed road does not seem to be through the middle of any subdivision, but on the borders of them at worst, so 
minimal additional traffic through those subdivisions. It's not like adding a Vail Divide situation.

Thank you for your input.
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191 Susan Scallon 12/11/2022 Jotform The Homestead No It does not appear that the study supports the need for the bypass. There simply is not a proper way to spend my tax 
dollars. T dot should be paying for road improvements to Hwy 71. Travis County and WCID approving too much 
development when we do not have proper infrastructure including water and electricity. The city of Bee Cave should not 
take this on at the tax payers’ expense. It’s a lousy solution with very little benefit. 

I would like very much for the Bee Cave council to solve the pressing health and safety of the residents in the 
Homestead by causing even more restriction to getting out of our only egress out of the neighborhood. With the 
proposed commercial development at our doorstep adding traffic at our only egress for fire, I much prefer you spend 
your time and tax dollars for safety and get an emergency egress out if this neighborhood. Thank you 

Thank you for your input.

192 Michael Murphy 12/12/2022 Jotform Falconhead West Maybe, it 
depends on 
which option 

is chosen

I think adding an access road from Hamilton Pool east is a good idea. It will hopefully reduce traffic at 71 and Hamilton 
Pool. It would also allow residents of Terra and Bella Colinas an alternate route using Hamilton Pool to Vail Divide 
extension. I am concerned about the other access roads in that people would not use them because of the multiple 
stop signs needed as well as to get back on 71 going West they will have to make left turns at lights which will get 
backed up and cause more congestion on 71.

Thank you for your input.  The existing conditions and delays on SH 71 were documented in our study and are well 
known by the local community.  According to TxDOT's Project Tracker web page, there are no planned improvements or 
studies in the 10+ year horizon to add capacity on SH 71 through the City of Bee Cave.  Adding new roads such as 
Southwest Collector and HPR Extension will provide alternate routes and reduce reliance on SH 71.  Solving our traffic 
problem will take a multi-faceted approach and while we are continuing to work with the state to get our highways 
improved, local roads can be built sooner to improve traffic flow.

193 Chris Stevenson 12/12/2022 Jotform Bee Cave West No Way too much investment and negative impact in oldest neighborhoods in Bee Cave… Homestead and Bee Cave West 
for a very minimal return.

What is the desperate push for this plan to be approved and executed?

Thank you for your input.

194 Nell Penridge 12/12/2022 Jotform Bee Cave West No This hurts 2 of the oldest neighborhoods in Bee Cave and will cost a huge amount for so little positive return. Maybe 
Falcon head West will benefit by a few extra minutes but at what cost to the Brown Property and to Bee Cave West and 
the Homestead? Why the incredible push for this to be approved.?? Let’s see what improvements Vail Divide will result 
in. I just can’t go along with this huge investment for such minimal return.

If you can do nothing else Remove Cueva Drive from the Thoroughfare plan… please.

Thank you for your input.

195 Jaclyn Tully 12/13/2022 Jotform The Homestead Maybe, it 
depends on 
which option 

is chosen

I’m concerned about cut through commuter traffic moving the congestion and unsafe driving onto our neighborhood 
roads. I’m not convinced this project is fiscally responsible. And I want to preserve the Brown tract as a nature area as 
much as possible.

Thank you for your input.

With respect to the Brown property, HPR Extension would run along the north property line, not through it. It will not 
disrupt plans for a nature center.  The City understand the importance good stewardship and as a result, all planning 
efforts on the property have been and will be consistent with a vision of protecting the property and restoring it to a 
natural state. 

196 Sammy Tamporello 12/13/2022 Jotform Falconhead West Yes Help with the daily traffic Thank you for your input.

197 Jardin Loeffler 12/15/2022 Jotform Uplands Yes We desperately need an alternate route when there are emergencies, wrecks, and heavy traffic in general. It sometimes 
takes an hour to get from the Uplands to Bee Cave Middle School in the morning and afternoon and that is with no 
wrecks just traffic. I’m born and raised here and don’t want to see new roads take more land more than anyone 
probably but our roads can no longer hold all the growth. The intersections are incredibly dangerous because of all the 
people running the red lights out of frustration from sitting for too long in the traffic. I believe we are going to continue to 
explode in growth and need to address the addition of new roads immediately. I disagree on the widening of 71 not 
being the answer to many of these problems. If more cars could get through the light at 71 and Hamilton pool both 
turning left from 71 or coming across the Parkway it would get a lot more people moving through and less frustration. 
Bee cave parkway needs to break into 4 lanes at the 71 light, left turn, 2 straight, right turn. On 71 2 left turn onto 
Hamilton Pool, 2 straight, 1 right turn into Parkway. I have land on Hamilton Pool and a lakehouse in Spicewood and 
there is a large problem any direction you go. 

A study needs to be done on the safety with Vail Divide connecting to Hamilton Pool by BCMS. There is no room for 
traffic to flow with school pickup lines and kids using the crosswalk. I would like to see this explained in detail. Cars park 
on the road, kids are running and riding bikes, traffic is backed up to 71. It’s already dangerous. 

Thank you for your input.

198 Catherine Kirtane 12/18/2022 Jotform Terra Colinas No This will increase traffic in my neighborhood and puts my kids at risk. I have a 2 and 4 year old and we already have 
traffic and speeding cars from middle school parents cutting through our side streets to get to the middle school. 
Expand 71 to be 3 lanes each side instead of putting our kids at risk. Or increase funding for school buses or introduce 
public transportation to reduce cars on the roads. 

Thank you for your input.

199 Alexia Moods 12/20/2022 Jotform Terra Colinas No Noise pollution. Added emissions, cut through on Cinca terra, speed limit too high- 30-35. No limit on size of vehicles. 
No speed deterrents like speed bumps. Already too much with the no stop signs by summer moon to Palermo.  Reduces 
value of a lovely neighborhood! 

Thank you for your input.
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200  Nancy Woodbridge 12/26/2022 Jotform  Falconhead  Yes  I think it is important for the city to provide alternate roadways for the Texas highways that run through the city. I would 
be wonderful to have an alternative route when accidents or unexpected road closures occur on 71, HPR and/or 620. 
This proposed road is a good step in that direction.   

I hope the city of Bee Cave will look at similar alternate roads for 620. It would be great to be able to get from HCG to 
Falconhead without needing to go on either 71 or 620. 

Thank you for your input.

201 Stephen Chen 12/29/2022 Jotform Sweetwater Yes It would help redirect some traffic off 71 and alleviate bottlenecks in the peak hours. However, this is a temporary 
solution as the increase in population growth further west where Sweetwater, Rough Hollow, West Cypress Hills and 
new developments will neccesitate SH 71 expansion. Improving the safety of SH 71 is what our community needs most 
as there have been too many lives lost due to danger zones around Pedernales Summit Pkwy and Bee Creek Road and 
Serene Hills Drive. 

The alternative HPR access roads will help some traffic but does not address the bigger picture problem of continued 
exponential population growth in an area where the main highway is very unsafe to travel because there is no middle 
concrete divider. Please put in concrete barriers at the entrance in front of Sweetwater so oncoming traffic head on 
collisions can be mitigated. 

Thank you for your input.

202 Nick Grossman 12/30/2022 Jotform Sweetwater Yes Something clearly needs to be done and whilst these plans don’t change much for residents here, it clearly provides 
some relief to communities further along.  

TX71 is a nightmare and is going to become unbearable and more deadly in the years until TXDOT approves anything. 
Something needs to be done to improve safety soonest. 

Thank you for your input.

203 No Name Provided 1/3/2023 Jotform Uplands Yes Not Provided Thank you for your input.
204 Phil Germann 1/4/2023 Jotform Rocky Creek Maybe, it 

depends on 
which option 

is chosen

I am on the LTYA board for softball, and we spend a lot of time at Field of Dreams.  I worry about safety of traffic through 
that area, as well as the loss of parking at FoD.  People already cross through the LTYA parking lots at high speed when 
the HPR left turn is backed up at the end of the day.  It could get worse with this plan.

I'm curious about the options for the HPR interchange to the SW of BCE.  I'm not totally clear about the roundabout vs a 
traffic light.  In my opinion, a traffic light there would be disastrous.  There is simply too much traffic coming from SH71 
which would back up on a red light during peak times.  Roundabouts are far safer, and keep traffic moving.  I'm still 
trying to understand how BCE drop offs get routed off and back onto HPR.  Merging traffic compounds congestion 
issues.

I think the study was a good first step.  I like the out of the box thinking on creating alternate routes.  This is the best 
way to mitigate traffic -- to make multiple routes with similar travel times.  I lived in the south metro area of 
Minneapolis/St. Paul (south of the MN river), where there were many alternate routes, and I liked always having the 
option to "bail out" and take another route when traffic was backed up.  Here, we only have one route to and from, 
well... anywhere.  

Local governments do not do enough to require beneficial connections.  For example, why does Cueva Dr. not connect 
to 71?  Why are Provence and Sweetwater not connected?  I hope the new high school will connect HPR and SH71 on 
Reimers/Peacock Road.  In the absence of actual planning, we end up with half-baked connections like Vail Divide 
through Falconhead to 620, or frankly, this plan which feels a bit like an afterthought.  If these connections had been 
imposed on the developers, then the through-streets could have been designed to handle that traffic.  But it seems no 
one will stand up to developers and require them to do so.

Thank you for your input.

The plan is conceptual in nature, and if adopted into the City's thoroughfare plan, would serve as a basic blueprint for 
future roads.  Further refinements would be expected during future more detailed project development phases.

205 Ryan Kelsheimer 1/4/2023 Jotform Bella Colinas Yes I am in favor of any solutions that are designed to lessen the burden on 71. Post-Covid (lots of new residences), 71 is 
almost untravelable between 4:30-6:30pm. And so dangerous. Drivers use shoulders and middle lanes as roadways 
with no police presence to reduce the issue.   Thank you for all the efforts on this project!!

Thank you for your input.

206 Kelly Villareal 1/4/2023 Jotform Belvedere Yes Not Provided Thank you for your input.

207 Sallie Krause 1/4/2023 Jotform Belvedere Yes Not Provided Thank you for your input.

208 Ron Ubertini 1/4/2023 Jotform Belvedere Yes Reduce travel time for me everyday.  I work in the galleria, and sit in morning and afternoon traffic everyday. Thank you for your input.

209 Noah Menikoff 1/4/2023 Jotform Belvedere Yes Not Provided Thank you for your input.
210 Leslie Menikoff 1/4/2023 Jotform Belvedere Yes Anything to relieve traffic on Hamilton Pool is positive. The light back ups at 71/HPR are unsafe. God forbid you need 

emergency vehicles between the hours of 7‐9am and 2‐6pm because of traffic. 

Please keep looking for ways to add streets to relieve pressure on HPR, 71, and 620.

Thank you for your input.
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211 Peter Richter 1/4/2023 Jotform Belvedere Yes We need additional access ways to soften traffic congestion throughout the Bee Cave community as well as for 
safety/service personnel during emergencies.

Thank you for your input.

212 Steve Kelly 1/4/2023 Jotform Belvedere Yes Provides alternative access. Currently 71 is too congested and unsafe.  This results in me going to Dripping Springs to 
shop.  

Thank you for your input.

213 Jennifer Kelly 1/4/2023 Jotform Belvedere Yes The proposed changes benefit the entire community by providing alternate routes that are safer and faster. The 
changes will make shopping and dining in Bee Cave more attractive. Thank you for providing this information. 

Thank you for your input.

214 Sherri Hopson 1/4/2023 Jotform Belvedere Yes We drive and pick-up our daughter to | from Hyde Park High School (by the Domain) everyday, Monday through Friday, 
during the school year. From Belvedere we take Hamilton Pool Road to 71 to Bee Cave.  Because of the unpredictability 
of the traffic by Bee Cave Elementary, we are forced to leave by 7:10 for an 8:30 start.  This is frustrating knowing with 
no traffic it’s a 40 minute drive but not worth the risk of being late.  On the way home, once we cross 620 at 4:25 pm, 
often times the traffic is so backed up to turn left on Hamilton Pool Road that we sit through 4-5 lights.  Not only is this 
adding significant time to our drive daily, it’s also dangerous making the turn both ways.  Please accept the proposed 
road changes on January 25.  We have to do this 2X daily for the next 4 years. 

In addition to approving the proposed changes, please expedite a start date to begin and finish the work.  We 
appreciate what’s finally being done on Hamilton Pool Road, it’s just taken so long to get the project started and 
finished.  Again, I appreciate you approving the proposal for the new local road.  Thank you! 

Thank you for your input.

215 Donald South 1/4/2023 Jotform Belvedere Yes Our daughter attends Hyde Park High School by the Domain. It is a 40 minute drive. We used to leave at 7:35 to arrive 
by 8:15 am. But now with construction and lack of bus routes the traffic around Bee Cave Elementary causes us to 
leave at 7:05 as to not get stuck in school traffic. The first week of school this year took us 45 minutes to drive 5 miles. 
On the way home traffic backs up past McCoy’s and it takes 4 to 5 lights to turn left  onto Hamilton Pool Road. These 
road changes will help alleviate congestion and save us time. It will also prevent many accidents that happen at these 
times

Thank you for your input.

216 Nick Alagna 1/4/2023 Jotform Belvedere Yes I have kids at both BCMS and BCE. Traffic has become a huge issue. This will alleviate some congestion around the 
schools. It will also alleviate congestion on 71. The population growth has been here for years and we are already 
behind in infrastructure development. This will be a step in the right direction.

Thank you for your input.

217 Scott Boswell 1/5/2023 Jotform Sweetwater Yes We need to relieve traffic off of 71, especially as we see expansion into Rough Hollow, West Cypress Hills, Sweetwater, 
and beyond.  I believe this road would be successful in doing that by diverting daily traffic from Hamilton Pool and the 
surrounding areas off of 71.  

Thank you for your input.

218 Cilia Montoto 1/5/2023 Jotform Nest level urgent 
care

Yes It will improve traffic flow Thank you for your input.

219 Brenda Dalman 1/5/2023 Jotform Belvedere Maybe, it 
depends on 
which option 

is chosen

Clint was very good at explaining the reasons for keeping roads accessible to businesses and the reasoning for these 
decisions.  However, as is often the case with roads, this seems to be shortsighted with regard to the HPR/71 
intersection.  A flyover would eliminate a huge amount of traffic at the light and still allow people to access businesses 
on 71.  Additionally, people are loyal to certain restaurants and shops.  A flyover wouldn't deter shoppers.  Any 
improvement is appreciated but, please, look to the future and not only the immediate (2- 7) years.  Thank you.

We lived in San Antonio, off 281 and north of 1604, for years up until 2007.  This "country" road became a traffic 
nightmare and construction is still ongoing.  It's a mess!  I don't want HPR to become another one of those nightmares 
and don't want to move again!

Thank you for your input.  The existing conditions and delays on SH 71 were documented in our study and are well 
known by the local community.  According to TxDOT's Project Tracker web page, there are no planned improvements or 
studies in the 10+ year horizon to add capacity on SH 71 through the City of Bee Cave.  Adding new roads such as 
Southwest Collector and HPR Extension will provide alternate routes and reduce reliance on SH 71.  Solving our traffic 
problem will take a multi-faceted approach and while we are continuing to work with the state to get our highways 
improved, local roads can be built sooner to improve traffic flow.

220 Mark Chester 1/5/2023 Jotform Belvedere Yes City cannot grow and attract business if citizens cannot traverse easily around the city. Thank you for your input.

221 Richard Newhouse, P.E. 1/5/2023 Jotform Bella Colinas Maybe, it 
depends on 
which option 

is chosen

We in Bella Colinas are concerned with the diverted/cut thru traffic using our residential streets as a short cut to avoid 
the lengthy backup of vehicles on SH 71 waiting to making a left turn onto Vail Divide when it's connected to Hamilton 
Pool Road. A Traffic Impact Analysis prepared for LTISD by their traffic consultants prior to the Middle School being built, 
which was submitted to the City of Bee Cave and reviewed, showed that the queues waiting to turn left from SH71 onto 
Vail Divide after the connection to Hamilton Pool Road was made, would be so long that they could not be measured!

The proposed connection to Palermo Dr should be eliminated from this plan as this would only make it easier for 
vehicles to avoid the long queues on SH71 waiting to turn left on Vail Divide by using residential streets in Bella Colinas 
and Terra Colinas and creating dangerous conditions for pedestrians and children alike! to make matters worse, the City 
of Bee Cave allowed LTISD to build a second school on the same property as the Middle School with no further traffic 
studies! I have appeared before the City Council and other Boards before with these concerns!

Thank you for your input.  The project goal of increasing network efficiency and reducing reliance on SH 71 by providing 
alternative routes requires continuity and connections to existing roadways, such as the proposed connection to E Joint 
Access Rd. at Palermo Drive.  
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222 Jennifer Richter 1/5/2023 Jotform Belvedere Yes Without the road indicated by the orange dotted line, HPR/71 will remain a bottleneck of congestion with long wait 
times to turn onto HPR which is even more concerning given the development of new business and future residential 
west into Spicewood and beyond that will use 71.

We need increased access for residents to navigate the city, which is imperative to time savings, business viability, and 
especially for public safety.  It is horrible that a Rough Hollow Elementary student had to be airlifted the first week of 
school for a medical emergency because roads were not clear on 71.

I personally had a trauma accident at home in the evening, which thankfully didn’t happen during peak traffic at 
71/HPR. Thankfully, it happened at night so 71 was clear or else Life Flight would’ve been the only option to get me to 
the burn unit downtown given peak traffic in afternoon/rush hour.  Even at 2 pm, one stall or accident has left me 
sitting and at times unable to turn onto HPR to get home!

Thank you for your input.

223 Mason Richter 1/5/2023 Jotform Belvedere Yes Not Provided Thank you for your input.

224 Connor Richter 1/5/2023 Jotform Belvedere Yes Not Provided Thank you for your input.

225 Isabelle Richter 1/5/2023 Jotform Belvedere Yes The majority of our surrounded area has wasted countless hours per person just waiting in the turn lane onto HPR 
alone.  I personally have opted not to travel around Bee Cave anytime after 3 pm to support businesses knowing a short 
drive will take 30 min there and 30-45 home unless I opt to speed down the center median of 71 to turn onto HPR.  As 
a younger driver, there needs to be options besides a congested highway for newer and elderly drivers, especially.

Thank you for your input.

226 Marianne Offenbecher 1/5/2023 Jotform Rocky Creek Yes Increase in area population has escalated the need for alternative routes along HPR. Thank you for your input.

227 Brenda Grafft 1/5/2023 Jotform Belvedere Yes Not Provided Thank you for your input.

228 Amy Beard 1/5/2023 Jotform Belvedere Yes The growth in 78738 does not appear to be slowing down. Timely access to schools, work, extracurriculars, home and 
every day life necessities is of the utmost importance.

Thank you for your input.

229 Kris Simpson 1/5/2023 Jotform Belvedere Yes Not Provided Thank you for your input.

230 Jessica Huff 1/5/2023 Jotform Belvedere Yes More infrastructure is needed to support the growth.  It seems as Bee Cave is not slowing down, regardless or 
resources available.

Bee Cave is having a hard time keeping up with the growth.  I hope more solutions are in place to support the growing 
city as more developments are approved. Also, I completely understand why Homestead residents oppose the new 
street.  I would also be pissed if this was happening in my neighborhood.  It seems as though Bee Cave is excited to 
grow but isn't properly equipped for the growth, and residents are getting screwed in the process.  If you really want to 
work on behalf of your community, please heavily consider whether or not Bee Cave can sustain new developments and 
have fair plans in place before you sacrifice neighborhoods and our beautiful hill country.

Thank you for your input.

231 Rick Augustine 1/5/2023 Jotform Belvedere Yes We must provide additional options for travel around Bee Cave for safety purposes.

Additional roads are necessary to support the growth of Bee Cave and the surrounding areas.

Thank you for your input.

232 No Name Provided 1/5/2023 Jotform Belvedere Yes BUILD THESE ACCESS ROADS AS FAST AS POSSIBLE!!  WE DESPERATELY NEED ALTERNATIVE WAYS TO GET AROUND 
THIS AREA.

THANK YOU FOR TAKING THE TIME TO COME AND TALK TO THE BELVEDERE COMMUNITY.

Thank you for your input.

233 Hannah Vedros 1/5/2023 Jotform Belvedere Yes HPR is extremely congested and any and all opportunities there are to offload some traffic is needed. Not to mention if 
we have an emergency at the house during peak traffic time we won’t be able to get anywhere quickly or an emergency 
vehicle wouldn’t be able to get to us which is truly terrifying with 2 young children. Honestly, Hamilton Pool Road almost 
made us change our decision of buying our home in Belvedere because of the congestion and the fear of emergencies 
and lack of access.

Thank you for your input.

234 Jennifer Frezon 1/5/2023 Jotform Belvedere Yes Not Provided Thank you for your input.

A‐44



HPR Alternative Access Study - Open House
November 16, 2022

Comment/Response Matrix

Comment 
Number

Commenter Name Date Received Source Neighbor-hood In Favor of 
Project? Comment Response

235 Diogo Ribeiro 1/5/2023 Jotform Belvedere Yes Currently Hamilton Pool Road and 71 represent traffic chokepoints. The more alternatives routes we have to avoid 
getting on 71 (or entering / exiting at different points, not just the HPR/71 intersection) — the better.

Not presently.

Thank you for your input.

236 Chris Loeper 1/5/2023 Jotform Belvedere Yes Incredible amount of traffic is a bottleneck without these needed roads.

Thank you for listening to the local community who commute daily.

Thank you for your input.

237 Michael Jewell 1/5/2023 Jotform Belvedere Yes With the rapid population growth in the area and associated increase in traffic, greater ability to move traffic from HPR 
to Bee Cave (and vice versa) is needed.  We do not need to repeat the fundamental problem that plagues Austin now - 
the don't build roads and they won't come attitude.  We see new residents moving in quickly, we know that more is 
coming, and taking steps as soon as possible to avoid total gridlock is needed.  Thank you for your consideration!  
Michael

Thank you for your input.

238 No Name Provided 1/6/2023 Jotform Belvedere Yes The traffic and safety issues on HPR has significantly impacted the time it takes to simply get to 71 and near by areas 
for basic needs such as CVS and H-E-B for prescriptions and groceries. The traffic at the signal at 71 and HPR in the 
afternoons to get home has become unbearable at times making a commute significantly longer than needed

Thank you for your input.

239 Victoria Peters 1/6/2023 Jotform Vistacia Maybe, it 
depends on 
which option 

is chosen

I would like to see the plans to the options as I would hope they preserve as much of the Hill Country as possible. Thank you for your input.  The exhibits shown at the open house public meeting on 11/16/22 can be viewed here:  
https://www.beecavetexas.gov/cms/One.aspx?portalId=18412027&pageId=19110017

240 Steve Peters 1/6/2023 Jotform Vistancia Maybe, it 
depends on 
which option 

is chosen

I would like additional information on the proposed options.

Need a divider on HPR

Thank you for your input.  The exhibits shown at the open house public meeting on 11/16/22 can be viewed here:  
https://www.beecavetexas.gov/cms/One.aspx?portalId=18412027&pageId=19110017

241 Mitt Salvaggio 1/6/2023 Jotform Belvedere Yes With a small child, it is critical to my family that we greatly improve traffic flow around the elementary school as well as 
provide alternatives to 71 in order for us to remain residents in this area.

Though we are not Bee Cave voters, I believe we and many other residents of my neighborhood contribute substantially 
to the sales tax base.  And we would contribute substantially more if there were better dining and shopping options that 
these access roads could facilitate.  We are very appreciative of the Mayor and City Manager taking time to visit with us.

Thank you for your input.

242 Rachel Salvaggio 1/6/2023 Jotform Belvedere Yes The current expansion of HPR will improve our commutes but we truly need a solution to ease the traffic on 71 and 
around the elementary school as well as an alternative to 71 when there are accidents.

We are appreciative to the mayor and city manager for offering these types of briefings to our community.

Thank you for your input.

243 Carl Fabre 1/6/2023 Jotform Belvedere Yes ANYTHING that takes the heavy traffic away from the HPR/71 intersection is very necessary.

The Homestead residents need to realize that having a stoplight by them is much safer for them.

Thank you for your input.

244 Andrea Smith 1/6/2023 Jotform Belvedere Yes Not Provided Thank you for your input.

245 John Smith 1/6/2023 Jotform Rocky Creek Yes Not Provided Thank you for your input.

246 Jim Rogers 1/6/2023 Jotform Belvedere Yes Not Provided Thank you for your input.

247 Jean Smith 1/6/2023 Jotform Rocky Creek Yes Not Provided Thank you for your input.

248 Eryka Rogers 1/6/2023 Jotform Belvedere Yes Not Provided Thank you for your input.

249 Marina OLeary 1/6/2023 Jotform Uplands Yes This is not a road that I would use so the main reason that I am in favor is because of the potential traffic reduction on 
71.

Thank you for your input.

250 Julian King 1/6/2023 Jotform Capriotti's 
Sandwhich Shop

Yes I own Capriotti's sandwich shop located at the corner of HWY71 and S FM620. This would improve drastically my 
customers being able to get to our store.

Great job Clint Garza. If you haven't tried one of our sandwiches feel free to use the code: FREESMALL23 when you 
order online and get a free small sandwich.

Thank you for your input.

251 Michael Jones 1/6/2023 Jotform Belvedere Yes We need to alleviate traffic at HPR and 71.  This seems to be a good option. Thank you for your input.
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252 Laurie Going 1/6/2023 Jotform Belvedere Yes Increased access to the city of Bee Cave. Thank you for your input.

253 Chris Grafft 1/8/2023 Jotform Belvedere Yes Anything that will alleviate or help alleviate the congestion at HPR and 71 is worth pursuing Thank you for your input.

254 Eloise Christian 1/8/2023 Jotform Belvedere Yes Reduce our time sitting in traffic, especially between 3:30p-7:30p weekdays. We try to avoid driving during those hours, 
but of course it’s not always possible.

Eight years ago HPR was still a sleepy road, but what a change now that the sprawl has reached us. It’s time to create 
alternatives routes to keep up with the planned growth for Bee Cave. 

Thank you for your input.

255 Kim Clifgird 1/8/2023 Jotform Belvedere Yes Desperately need alternative routes Thank you for your input.

256 Merri Cronk 1/8/2023 Jotform Falconhead Yes Need to adjust for growth, efficiency and timing. Thank you for your input.

257 Stephen Kean 1/8/2023 Jotform FHW Yes HPR, 620, 71 are a nightmare.  Giving our families non-highway options to reach our cities amenities is critical. TXDOT 
could/will take 71 full freeway some day and without this plan to travel within our town we have NO Town.  Get this 
passed!   Thanks.

Please add my cell number to receive notifications of future events, meetings etc.   This would be a great way tonkeep 
Bee Cave folk active and appraised.

Thank you for your input.

258 Maria Kean 1/8/2023 Jotform Falconhead West Yes With our communities fast growth I feel this solution to the overwhelming traffic on 71  will make it safer and less 
stressful for residents and commuters.

Thank you for your input.

259 Peggy Besand 1/8/2023 Jotform Falconhead Yes We must take action to address gridlock on 71. Delay just means the problem gets more complex. Thank you for your input.

260 Scott Cronk 1/9/2023 Jotform Falconhead Maybe, it 
depends on 
which option 

is chosen

Depends on the option and how the city takes care of ltya with its property being part of what is needed Thank you for your input.

261 Keith Milkiewicz 1/9/2023 Jotform Belvedere Yes We have to do what we can to clean up the bottlenecks of 71 and HPR Thank you for your input.

262 Warren Wittenborn 1/10/2023 Jotform Meadowfox No There is quite a bit of beautiful land West of Bee Cave with a corresponding demand for new houses.  Development to 
the West is constrained primarily by the feasibility of commuting into Austin.  Over the past 27 the capacity of HW 71 
has increased but congestion has remained consistent.

We might hope these roads would be used primarily by Bee Cave residents for local travel but modern navigation 
applications will invariably route through traffic from 71 onto the new roads.

These new roads will primarily encourage more development West of Bee Cave. Our city will pay for the roads and they 
will have a negative impact to local neighborhoods.

If the city proceeds with the construction of these roads please do everything possible to discourage non-local traffic 
from filling them.  That might include more curves, speed bumps and additional stop signs.

Thank you for your input.

263 Kristopher Kelley 1/10/2023 Jotform Belvedere Yes Not Provided Thank you for your input.

264 Claire Young 1/11/2023 Jotform Belvedere Yes It is imperative that we have multiple options for travel on HPR AND 71. It's dangerous and inconvenient and will only 
get worse with more build out. We have loved off HPR since 2013 and the change in traffic congestion during that time 
period is shocking. We need alternate routes.

Thank you for your input.

265 Christy Jagodik 1/11/2023 Jotform Madrone ranch Yes To ease traffic for the areas growth spurt Thank you for your input.

266 Colleen Brown 1/11/2023 Jotform Provence Yes We have lived in this area for a decade (lived in Deer Creek prior to Provence) and have watched the traffic get worse 
and worse. What used to be a simple drive anywhere has turned into gridlock most days, no matter where you are 
going. It unfortunately reduces the quality of life in this area. ☹

Thank you for your input.

267 Molly Gurasich 1/11/2023 Jotform Destiny Hills Maybe, it 
depends on 
which option 

is chosen

Don’t know all the details but anything that helps reduce congestion would be useful Thank you for your input.
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268 Patti Cunningham 1/11/2023 Jotform The Homestead No Please do not build the HPR bypass thru the Brown Property and the Homestead. This will not solve the traffic problem 
which should be fixed by Tx dot and it will most definitely harm and devalue our homestead neighborhood for no good 
reason. Would you push for this option if it degraded your neighborhood? How can the city even think about making our 
1 in and out access road even more congested with traffic that should not come thru our neighborhood? This option is 
not going to help and will only hurt the homestead! Please think and be honest!!

I am out of town and cannot attend the meeting tonight, but have signed the petition against this road and want my 
comments heard. Thank you!

Thank you for your input.

269 Robyn Seiferth 1/11/2023 Jotform Homestead No Great Divide is our only way in and out of the Homestead. It is already difficult to exit onto HWY 71 during rush hour 
traffic and when parents are dropping off or picking up their kids at the elementary school on Hamilton Pool Rd.  At 
times getting onto HWY 71 is difficult no matter what time of day. But I’m really concerned if there is an emergency such 
as a wildfire, exiting the Homestead can potentially be deadly. Continued construction of businesses and homes along 
HWY 71 will only make matters worse.

The Homestead is a small rural community. Please don’t put our lives in danger by this road proposal
Thank you, 
Robyn Seiferth

Thank you for your input.

270 Shashi Guruprasad 1/11/2023 Jotform The Homestead No I'll speak specifically to the HPR bypass proposal cutting into Great Divide Drive. I'm a new resident of Bee Cave for the 
past 1 yr and 9 months. During this period I have become quite familiar with the traffic challenges in Bee Cave which 
has gotten worse primarily at certain times of the day. The major reasons for this congestion are below:
1) LTISD bus driver shortage leading to so many parents driving their kids to school and picking them up
2) Population increase in the surrounding areas
3) 71 is not a freeway with flyovers and underpasses to reduce bottlenecks. 

The City of Bee Cave adding HPR bypass will not really help shoppers get to the shops but will allow non-shoppers to 
bypass 71 and HPR. In the end, we will have 2 fully congested roads and the residents of Homestead not only 
inconvenienced but also put in harm's way in case of an emergency or natural disaster.

If the city is really wanting to make a positive impact on the entire city, my suggestion would be to go out of their way to 
recruit and possibly even fund LTISD bus drivers. This will please all the residents across the city and beyond in the 
district and also help reduce traffic congestion. Beyond this, the city should influence Texas Department of 
Transportation to add flyovers/underpasses at bottlenecked intersections.

Thank you for your input.
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From:                                         Julie Ellett
Sent:                                           Thursday, November 17, 2022 5:58 PM
To:                                               HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Homestead Neighborhood Bypass Road
 
Hello,
 
As a resident of the homestead I’m writing to plead that we NOT have a roundabout on the proposed bypass road. With traffic likely to backup
on that parallel road (just like 71), residents would never be able to pass in or out of the neighborhood.
 
Thank you,
Julie Ellett

 
 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Erik Goodlad
Sent:                                           Wednesday, November 16, 2022 7:58 PM
To:                                               HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     PDF of maps from presentation
 
Is there a PDF or other digital file we can download and review the options that were on display tonight further before submitting feedback?
 
Thanks.
 
-Erik
 
 
 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject: Re: HPR Alternative Access Study
Date: Thursday, November 17, 2022 8:18:04 AM
Attachments:

Brock,
 

Could you share the drawing (pdf) of the file that shows the area north of our property
that we were discussing?  I’d like to scale it from our fence to the ROW.
In terms of comments, here are my current thoughts:
1. Firmly against connecting Cueva to 71 as shown.
2. Want the area north of our fence line to the proposed ROW to be greenspace /

greenbelt.  No built improvements.
3. Want to keep large trucks off the SW collector; make sure they stay on HWY 71..
4. Want to keep the speed limit to 35 MPH max.  Is this consistent with your thinking?
 
Thanks,
Dave
 

Dave Stauch

 



From:                                         Bonnie Wilson
Sent:                                           Thursday, November 17, 2022 4:33 PM
To:                                               HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Road development
 
 
I am opposed to the extension of roadway to attach to Avispa Way.
 
Bonnie Wilson, 
Sent from my iPhone
 
 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Family Guttes 
Sent:                                           Thursday, November 17, 2022 4:05 PM
To:                                               HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     HPR - Comment
Attachments:                          HPR comment 17NOV2022.pdf
 
Hello RTG-Texas:
 
Please consider the attached comment.
 
Any questions/comments, please let me know.
 
Thank you and best regards.
 
Ed Guttes

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.

D-31



From:                                         Gregory Ellett 
Sent:                                           Thursday, November 17, 2022 9:47 PM
To:                                               HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Great Divide Drive
 
Please consider how residents of the Homestead will be able to get in and out of our residences. There is only one way in and out of our
neighborhood. The propositions put forth are all poor for those of us living here. Having massive traffic blocking our basic entry and exit will
not work, having a round about will not work, having stop signs will not work. How will this be solved. This is truly a TXDOT issue and not one
Bee Cave should be solving.
 
 
 
 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jill Carlucci-Martin 
Sent:                                           Thursday, November 17, 2022 7:29 PM
To:                                               HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     HPR Bypass
 
 
Adding a road and traffic circle or stop signs through Great Divide Drive to ease traffic at the 71/HPR intersection is an idea I greatly oppose.
This will increase traffic though our neighborhood which will in-turn increase the amount of accidents and our ability to come and go at our
neighborhood’s only entrance and exit. Adding a high traffic road through this area seems like an unreasonable use of tax dollars, especially to
save just 60 seconds of commuters’ time as the proposal suggests. Our neighborhood has a unique risk for wildfire and adding traffic
congestion to the only exit seems like a dangerous idea.
 
Instead why can’t we put these funds towards efforts to have TXDOT expand 71 to a 3-lane road? The small HPR bypass is a bandaid that will
not address the fact that more and more people are moving out towards Spicewood and Dripping Springs, and expanding this road is
inevitable. Why spend taxpayers’ money on this short-term solution and in turn create added danger in the process with extra through
commuter traffic? If we are truly concerned about shoppers getting the the galleria, it really takes hardly any time to right-turn from HPR onto
71 with the dedicated right turn lane. It seems unreasonable to build this road to try to increase daily amount of shoppers. I’m certain that
instead it will just handle overflow through traffic.
 
I am truly a very concerned citizen and hope that the city officials will find a smarter alternative to this proposal.
 
Best,
Jill Martin

 
 
 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Amanda Hill 
Sent:                                           Thursday, November 17, 2022 4:31 PM
To:                                               HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Great Divide Being Blocked
 
Hello there,
 
I’m a Bee Cave Resident who lives on Great Divide. I’m highly concerned about an alternate road that mirrors 71 that will “cut through” Great
Divide Drive. Of course those coming from Hamilton Pool will divert and use this road to stay off 71, but what about all the residents of the
Homestead who use this road to take our kids to school and go to work? Will we have to sit there as second-class citizens waiting for an
endless stream of cars with no end in sight just to cross over Great Divide and we can’t even leave our neighborhood? Even a roundabout
means we have to “find a way in” which seems dangerous as we have to jut into the roundabout to get our spot in line because the cars aren’t
really ever going to stop.
 
It’s hard enough to get out of the neighborhood with only one entrance and exit. This will mean a long line every morning with a HUGE delay
for ALL the members of our neighborhood.
 
 
Kindly yours,
______________________
 
Amanda B. Hill, JD
Hill Law, PLLC
 

Bee Cave, Texas 78738
 

 

 
 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Amanda Hill 
Sent:                                           Friday, November 18, 2022 10:47 AM
To:                                               Clint Garza; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Further Comments on HPR road
 
Clint,
 
I sent comments to the HPR email already, and I know many of my neighbors are very vocal, but I’m a resident of the Homestead and I thought
I’d make my thoughts known in a very non-confrontational way. I live on Great Divide.
 
My only comments to this new road extension, which I believe are mirrored by many neighbors, is:
 
(1) We are very concerned about the one entrance and exit to our neighborhood as it is, and of course the city is aware of the risks in an
emergency, fire, etc. I know I’m likely speaking to the choir here. But an additional entrance and exit would be a good solution so we aren’t
just stuck on this one road out.
 
(2) With more traffic flowing to an access road from HPR that crosses over Great Divide, that clogs things even more and makes most of us just
feel even more trapped. Without stop signs, everyone will pour onto this road to bypass 71 without any regard to us homesteaders who need
to get out of the neighborhood to get our kids to school.
 
(3) A roundabout will give HPR traffic the right of way, which will make Great Divide backed up and will have people forcing their way in,
causing many middle fingers, honking of horns, and accidents. If there is a stop sign, it’s still dangerous as it slows down the exit out of our one
exit point and the HPR folks are anxious and ready to move on and I fear many people will blow through it, accidents will happen, and if there
is an accident on that road it’s basically a blockage that traps us all in.
 
I think the concept that many homesteaders feel “trapped” inside the hood without another way out is prevalent, and with another barrier to
getting out or at a minimum slowing things down, it’s making that fear worse.
 
Just wanted to share my thoughts!
 
Kindly yours,
______________________
 
Amanda B. Hill, JD
Hill Law, PLLC
 

Bee Cave, Texas 78738
 

 

 
 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Amanda Hill 
Sent:                                           Friday, November 18, 2022 2:25 PM
To:                                               Clint Garza
Cc:                                               HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Further Comments on HPR road
 
Good luck! Thank you for your thoughtful consideration.
 
Amanda

Sent from my iPhone. I apologize for any errors!

On Nov 18, 2022, at 11:46 AM, Clint Garza <cgarza@beecavetexas.gov> wrote:

Ms. Hill,
Thank you for taking the time to reach out! I hear your concerns and though you might be speaking to the choir on some of it, I
never mind being reminded.
C
From: Amanda Hill 
Sent: Friday, November 18, 2022 10:47 AM
To: Clint Garza <cgarza@beecavetexas.gov>; HPR_comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject: Further Comments on HPR road
Clint,
I sent comments to the HPR email already, and I know many of my neighbors are very vocal, but I’m a resident of the Homestead
and I thought I’d make my thoughts known in a very non-confrontational way. I live on Great Divide.
My only comments to this new road extension, which I believe are mirrored by many neighbors, is:
(1) We are very concerned about the one entrance and exit to our neighborhood as it is, and of course the city is aware of the risks
in an emergency, fire, etc. I know I’m likely speaking to the choir here. But an additional entrance and exit would be a good
solution so we aren’t just stuck on this one road out.
(2) With more traffic flowing to an access road from HPR that crosses over Great Divide, that clogs things even more and makes
most of us just feel even more trapped. Without stop signs, everyone will pour onto this road to bypass 71 without any regard to
us homesteaders who need to get out of the neighborhood to get our kids to school.
(3) A roundabout will give HPR traffic the right of way, which will make Great Divide backed up and will have people forcing their
way in, causing many middle fingers, honking of horns, and accidents. If there is a stop sign, it’s still dangerous as it slows down
the exit out of our one exit point and the HPR folks are anxious and ready to move on and I fear many people will blow through it,
accidents will happen, and if there is an accident on that road it’s basically a blockage that traps us all in.
I think the concept that many homesteaders feel “trapped” inside the hood without another way out is prevalent, and with
another barrier to getting out or at a minimum slowing things down, it’s making that fear worse.
Just wanted to share my thoughts!
Kindly yours,
______________________
Amanda B. Hill, JD
Hill Law, PLLC

Bee Cave, Texas 78738

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Cathy O'Neill Wenglar 
Sent:                                           Friday, November 18, 2022 12:23 PM
To:                                               HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Comments on Hamilton Pool Road extension
 
Please do NOT move forward with this horrendous idea to expand east of Hamilton Pool Road. Bee Cave would lose more of its
natural habitat and become just more concrete. Homestead neighborhood would be disproportionately negatively affected as well.
The local residents would have to fight the angry, aggressive commuters who would be speeding across Great Divide to save a
whopping 60 seconds on their commute while Homesteaders are stuck indefinitely trying to get out of the neighborhood which
already lacks a secondary exit. This would be devastating in an emergency situation and there will be many accidents and injured
kids/horses/dogs. The congestion at 71-HPR is not a Bee Cave issue and TX-DOT needs to figure out a flyover at that intersection
and not just give people (and Waze) another option. Expanding 71 and HPR to additional lanes or again, adding a flyover option for
commuters vs. local traffic would make much more sense.
 
Thanks,
Cathy Wenglar
 
 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         CHRIS HORLANDER 
Sent:                                           Friday, November 18, 2022 6:09 PM
To:                                               HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     HPR Bypass- Bee Cave TX
 
The traffic issues on highway 71 are a TXDOT issue.  Texas 71 is a state highway used by the public and not all of the traffic passing through bee
cave is bee cave residents.  I think some common sense is in order here, such as how many bee cave residents are there (10,000+-) and how
many at any given time are actually traveling on highway 71? It’s ludicrous to think that during a  future heavy traffic situation generally
available navigation apps will only benefit/route Bee Cave residents to either 71 or the proposed bypass road. Those travelers will not
necessarily and likely not be Bee Cave residents.  The development of any traffic solutions should be shared by ALL users, hence State
Highways.  The developments both West and East of Bee Cave which create traffic in Bee Cave are not and absolutely  should not be the sole
responsibility of Bee Cave tax payers to provide a traffic solution.  Highway 71 provides the opportunity for all Texas  citizens AND non
residents with a roadway to their respective  communities and destinations to and through Bee Cave. TXDOT needs to take the lead and let
Bee Cave provide input not the other way around.
 
 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Clint Garza 
Sent:                                           Friday, November 18, 2022 11:46 AM
To:                                               Amanda Hill; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     RE: Further Comments on HPR road
 
Ms. Hill,
 
Thank you for taking the time to reach out! I hear your concerns and though you might be speaking to the choir on some of it, I never mind
being reminded.
 
C
 
From: Amanda Hill  
Sent: Friday, November 18, 2022 10:47 AM
To: Clint Garza ; HPR_comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject: Further Comments on HPR road
 
Clint,
 
I sent comments to the HPR email already, and I know many of my neighbors are very vocal, but I’m a resident of the Homestead and I thought
I’d make my thoughts known in a very non-confrontational way. I live on Great Divide.
 
My only comments to this new road extension, which I believe are mirrored by many neighbors, is:
 
(1) We are very concerned about the one entrance and exit to our neighborhood as it is, and of course the city is aware of the risks in an
emergency, fire, etc. I know I’m likely speaking to the choir here. But an additional entrance and exit would be a good solution so we aren’t
just stuck on this one road out.
 
(2) With more traffic flowing to an access road from HPR that crosses over Great Divide, that clogs things even more and makes most of us just
feel even more trapped. Without stop signs, everyone will pour onto this road to bypass 71 without any regard to us homesteaders who need
to get out of the neighborhood to get our kids to school.
 
(3) A roundabout will give HPR traffic the right of way, which will make Great Divide backed up and will have people forcing their way in,
causing many middle fingers, honking of horns, and accidents. If there is a stop sign, it’s still dangerous as it slows down the exit out of our one
exit point and the HPR folks are anxious and ready to move on and I fear many people will blow through it, accidents will happen, and if there
is an accident on that road it’s basically a blockage that traps us all in.
 
I think the concept that many homesteaders feel “trapped” inside the hood without another way out is prevalent, and with another barrier to
getting out or at a minimum slowing things down, it’s making that fear worse.
 
Just wanted to share my thoughts!
 
Kindly yours,
______________________
 
Amanda B. Hill, JD
Hill Law, PLLC
 

Bee Cave, Texas 78738
 

 
 

 
 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Julie Ellett 
Sent:                                           Friday, November 18, 2022 9:38 AM
To:                                               HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Great Divide Drive
 
With the light being put in at the Spanish Oaks entrance, just before the Great Divide Drive turn, and the proposed bypass going right through
the Great Divide drive thoroughfare, how are the residents supposed to enter and exit our homes? The light at Spanish Oaks will make a right
hand turn (when heading East) impossible, and the bypass will make an easterly, left-hand turn also impossible. What are the solutions for the
residents?
 
 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Leigh Polzin 
Sent:                                           Friday, November 18, 2022 9:35 AM
To:                                               HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Homestead Pass Through
 
 
I have the following comments about the proposed pass through road from HPR to the Shops (which will pass through the ONLY exit of the
Homestead Neighborhood)
 
During morning school and work traffic, the only way to currently exit our neighborhood is to wait for a reprieve in traffic caused by the light at
Hamilton Pool Road.  Without the light at HPR, it would be close to impossible to turn out of our neighborhood. So if you add another main
street THROUGH our only exit, how will you be able to regulate traffic so that we can get through that street. My understanding is that a
roundabout or a 4 way stop sign would be put at Great Divide. If it’s a 4 way stop sign, then I imagine the 60 seconds that is gained in commute
time disappears completely. If it’s a roundabout how are Homestead residents suppose to get into roundabout traffic when there is an
expected steady stream of people during morning and afternoon commutes?
 
And is all of this money spent and the disruption of the Homestead neighborhood worth saving a MINUTE on the commute? A minute that is
potentially diminished when you consider 1) the great divide intersection and 2) will traffic not back up at the exit point at the shops? Or will
the homestead or Spanish oaks intersection become the new exit points?
 
 
 
 
Sent from my iPhone
 
 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Marie Lowman 
Sent:                                           Friday, November 18, 2022 11:33 AM
To:                                               HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Email
 
Concerning the HPR alternate access study; over the past few years there has been significant discussion around the Homestead subdivision
and the Low Water Crossing, related to emergency services / safety. The City Council made the decision to initiate improvements to the LWC
on the basis of safety reasons- getting emergency personnel in and out of the neighborhood when necessary under all conditions- in
opposition to a significant majority of residents.
 
Now, there is a proposal in front of the City to further degrade an entrance/egress with a KNOWN emergency access issue even further? It
would behoove the city to add a second emergency access prior to any additional degradation to at least maintain the current high risk status
that exists today. But to add additional traffic to an already high risk scenario would be nothing short of extreme negligence on the part of the
city.
 
Marie Lowman
Sr. Manager Industry Consulting |Customer Success
Office: 
 
 
 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Family Guttes 
Sent:                                           Saturday, November 19, 2022 4:33 PM
To:                                               HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com; Clint Garza
Subject:                                     HPR thoughts
 
Hello All,
 
Thank you for your efforts in putting together the presentation.
 
A few thoughts come to mind:
 
1. It appears willfully life-threatening to clog up the only exit point from the Homestead knowing full well that there is not an alternate exit
from this neighborhood?
 
2. No other school in LTISD has an auxiliary roadway. Why is the City of Bee Cave pushing to fund this particular project?
 
3. Walkways alongside roadways are not safe. Especially, along a roadway where the drivers are very specifically trying to get somewhere
faster than the original route. Why would you endanger kids by putting a roadway through a nature preserve that busloads of kids are going to
visit?
 
4. 3 lanes plus buffers and the traffic that goes with it is going to eat up a large chunk of the Brown Property thereby ruining the "nature
preserve". This feels like a bait and switch operation, after the lovely presentation that brought in UT students to speak to the potential nature
preserve.
 
5. How can I help?
 
Respectfully,
Tracey Guttes

 
 
 
 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         John Bollier
Sent:                                           Sunday, November 20, 2022 12:10 PM
To:                                               HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     HPR Bee Cave West
 
Hello and thank you for considering my comments.
 
First of all, I am aware we need big improvements in our roads to accommodate the growth here in Bee Cave. I love the options for HPR and
think those alone would greatly improve the traffic flow on HPR.
 
I also think another elementary school and more use of the school busses would greatly reduce the congestion before and after school which
is when our biggest bottle necks occur.
 
The Vail Divide extension is also going to have a huge impact. I would also like to note that Vail Divide is constructed in a way to accommodate
increased traffic. With two lanes in each direction, divided, sidewalks, houses set back with noise barrier walls all make accommodating the
increased traffic safe for pedestrians with minimal impact on the homeowners.
 
This brings me to Bee Cave West. I have lived here since 2008 and have enjoyed this neighborhood for it rural characteristics, minimal traffic
and light pollution.
 
I feel like adding a traffic cut through will have unintended consequences that will far outnumber any benefit to the BWC homeowners.
 
Avispa and Cueva are barely wide enough now for two vehicles with multiple blind spots as you come around some of the curves on the hills.
We also have no sidewalks. We also have very little street lighting which makes walking in the dark nearly impossible. I would like to note we
do not want more street lights either. Adding more traffic to Avispa or Cueva without widening and sidewalks will make our quiet peaceful
rural neighborhood a place we can no longer use for any sort of recreation.
 
It feels like someone thinks we asked for this to help us. The presentation noted a minimus difference in travel time using Vail Divide vs a
Cueva cut through. It seems like our safety risk and enjoyment of our neighborhood will be greatly reduced for little to ne benefit to the local
traffic.
 
I would also like to point out that the BWC residents rarely go from point "A" to "C". Our trips are HPR to the Galleria/HEB or into Austin. With
Highway 71 backing up from all directions at all times of the day the cut through does little to improve our trip times.
 
The only thing it helps is the left turn from Cueva onto HPR which can be solved with a middle turn lane and/or quick cycling/on demand traffic
light.
 
Thank you for considering my comments.
 
John Bollier

 
 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         
Sent:                                           Monday, November 21, 2022 4:40 PM
To:                                               HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     HPR Comment
 
As a resident of Bee Caves West I have reviewed your options.
I am not in favor of the feeder road at Avispa Way to the proposed Southwest Collector.
It would create the same problems that opening Cueva DR would. There are no sidewalks In Bee Cave West. Adding more traffic would just
make things very unsafe for residents.
It would also destroy a longtime, lovely , large lot neighborhood where I have happily resided for 22 years.
 
Regards,
Gail Means

 
 
 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         
Sent:                                           Monday, November 21, 2022 4:42 PM
To:                                               HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Fwd: HPR Comment
 
 

Begin forwarded message:
 
From: 
Subject: HPR Comment
Date: November 21, 2022 at 4:40:16 PM CST
To: HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
 
As a resident of Bee Caves West I have reviewed your options.
I am not in favor of the feeder road at Avispa Way to the proposed Southwest Collector.
It would create the same problems that opening Cueva DR would. There are no sidewalks 
In Bee Cave West. Adding more traffic would just make things very unsafe for residents.
It would also destroy a longtime, lovely , large lot neighborhood where I have happily resided for 22 years.

Regards,
Gail Means

 
 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Victoria Winburne
Sent:                                           Thursday, November 24, 2022 12:02 AM
To:                                               HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Cc:                                               Clint Bee Cave; Lynn Brown
Subject:                                     Re: HPR Alternative Access Study
 
Resending . Misspelled email address. Apologize.

I live in the Homestead. I really think this plan has merit. How can you mitigate traffic congestion at your proposed intersection to Great
Divide Drive...our only road in and out of the neighborhood? I suspect you've come up with a plan for that. Note, I've copied my husband,
Lynn Brown, on this.
 
Thank you.
 
Victoria Winburne

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Victoria Winburne
Sent:                                           Thursday, November 24, 2022 8:48 AM
To:                                               Clint Garza; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Cc:                                               Lynn Brown
Subject:                                     RE: HPR Alternative Access Study
 
Sure. Sounds solid. Could you add some sort of smart technology so that when it is jammed, something can happen to free it? I've been in a
few jams at the galleria roundabout and it is gridlock (likely light timing and now you have control!). I suspect for those thinking of an
emergency in case of a jam, they can hop the curb and get around it. Very unlikely to happen.

Clint Garza
 wrote:

I think the best way to mitigate congestion is by making use of a roundabout at the intersection point. There are a few things we’d have to
address as it relates to CCNG owned property there but the continuous flow on the roundabout has merit and should keep concerns about
cross traffic and stopping at the intersection to a minimum.

I’ve also seen questions regarding safety, which I do not think have as much merit with this particular option. The only safety concern I’ve
seen is potential collisions from folks running a stop sign while someone else is in the intersection. RTG may wish to address that concern
at council as I’m sure there are adequate studies regarding safety.

Thank you as always for being a voice of reason in your participation.

C

From: Victoria Winburne  
Sent: Thursday, November 24, 2022 12:02 AM
To: Hpr_comments@rtg-texas.com
Cc: Clint Garza ; Lynn Brown 
Subject: Re: HPR Alternative Access Study

Resending . Misspelled email address. Apologize.

I live in the Homestead. I really think this plan has merit. How can you mitigate traffic congestion at your proposed intersection to Great
Divide Drive...our only road in and out of the neighborhood? I suspect you've come up with a plan for that. Note, I've copied my
husband, Lynn Brown, on this.
Thank you.
Victoria Winburne

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Andy Watson 
Sent:                                           Saturday, November 26, 2022 3:09 PM
To:                                               HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Email
 
I like the plan except adding more stoplights on Hwy 71…that must be avoided at all costs.  There are too many already and adding more will
congest things even more.
 
Sent from my iPad
 
 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:    Brian Hierholzer 
Sent:    Sunday, November 27, 2022 8:59 AM
To:    HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com; Brian Hierholzer; Kelli Hierholzer
Subject:    Suggestions and comments
Attachments:    Image.jpeg; IMG_2013.mov

A few comments on taking property from the Hierholzer family.

1. The current designs have almost no room to fit two full roads into a ROW at the Travis county parks , the Acton school academy and my
property driveway.

2. It doesn't consider existing driveway owned by the Bee Cave school that can leveraged and tied into a roundabout. See attached
alternative design which fits , ties into the roundabout and leverages existing property already in use for traffic at the school. My
proposed submission also still provides Acton no challenges to access on new road extension. Provides a better traffic mgmt option for
Bee Cave school traffic and something that works for all parties and most importantly considers the appropriate amount of space
needed.

3. The Hemphill/ Rutter property has zero birds , water quality , amphibious wildlife impact, environmental challenges unlike the
Hierholzer property which has Limekiln creek, a pond , considerable amphibious Wildlife , gecko and multiple bird species nesting
grounds along with a Crane habitat . A bird study can be provided of all nesting species See attached video of the Crane habitat in action
at our pond.

4. We will be contacting Save Our Springs for further environmental considerations we are not aware of that impact this much road
proximity to Limekiln creek that feeds directly into Little Barton creek and the watershed.

5. We assume it would be considerably better water quality, extensive amphibious wildlife , gecko , bird nesting and habitat impacts to
Limekiln and Little Barton creek areas by putting the road extension on the Rutter / Hemphill tract

6. Hemphill has considerable development plans with density requirements on land that has little to zero vegetation, water quality
proximity issues, bird nesting , bird habitat, gecko , salamander habitats etc

7. Hemphill would gain the ability to rezone and drive a higher land value with road improvements on his land
8. Potential reclamations of Hamilton pool rd in front of school have not been considered for Hemphill negotiations.
9. Hierholzer property is in the process of permitting for a new barn in the proposed area of the road and will be submitted before the end

of the comment period
10. Hierholzer property is a multi-generational property that will Lose considerable value across all the owned acreage due to considerable

noise impacts damage , loss of property. Loss of home value due to proposed proximity to my existing home The impact of lost value
and damages will be in the millions of dollars.

11. Hierholzer family is in support of the proposed traffic signal at my driveway / Travis county parks and would be amenable to easement ,
ROW discussion etc at this intersection as we are advocating for community sidewalks , cross walks , traffic signals for school children,
pedestrian focused, safe options for the community.

Thank you for the consideration.

Brian and Kelli Hierholzer

Get Outlook for iOS
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From:    Melissa Witek 
Sent:    Monday, November 28, 2022 7:35 PM
To:    HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:    HPR bypass

We are opposed to the HPR bypass The only solution for traffic on 71 is for TxDot to widen 71. This bypass road will make it even
more difficult for us to exit our neighborhood. Some say it will be a stop sign for the bypass
yielding to GDD traffic but I strongly doubt that will happen. A traffic circle will keep Homesteaders
from safely entering and exiting the neighborhood. My neighbors have explained many reasons
this is a terrible idea. My husband and I are strongly opposed to the HPR bypass.

Melissa Witek
Sent from my iPhone

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Douglas, Will (US) 
Sent:                                           Monday, November 28, 2022 8:19 PM
To:                                               HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     HPR to 71.
 
Hey there, I have reviewed the YouTube video describing the different scenarios. I live on Great Divide, which is negatively impacted by the
proposed road way running parallel to 71.
 
From my perspective, any calculations are incomplete/inaccurate if the “way” they connect to, start/stop and traffic travels through Great
Divide and any private developments are not factored. I do not believe critical paths of travel are agreed to and any study should clearly say as
much.
 
I hope this road does not happen as it brings more negative than positive to my neighborhood. Please let me know if further dialogue might be
helpful.
 
Thank you - Will
 
Will Douglas
JLL
Managing Director

Sent from my iPad - 
 

One of the 2022 World’s Most Ethical Companies®

Jones Lang LaSalle

For more information about how JLL processes your personal data, please click here

This email is for the use of the intended recipient(s) only. If you have received this email in error, please notify the sender immediately and then delete it. If you are not the intended
recipient, you must not keep, use, disclose, copy or distribute this email without the author's prior permission. We have taken precautions to minimize the risk of transmitting software viruses,
but we advise you to carry out your own virus checks on any attachment to this message. We cannot accept liability for any loss or damage caused by software viruses. The information
contained in this communication may be confidential and may be subject to the attorney-client privilege. If you are the intended recipient and you do not wish to receive similar electronic
messages from us in the future then please respond to the sender to this effect.
 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Bonnie Pohl 
Sent:                                           Tuesday, November 29, 2022 12:50 PM
To:                                               HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Email
 
I have lived in the homestead since 1992.  We Moved here because it felt like the country but with access to the city. I cannot understand why
anyone would want to ruin that by causing traffic from who knows where, to access 71 from our subdivision. It makes no sense. Nor is it right
for you to plow a road through the Brown’s beautiful property. We can’t help it that there is too much building out 71. Don’t punish the
beautiful land for poor planning.
Bonnie Pohl
 
Sent from my iPhone
 
 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Sydney Townsend 
Sent:                                           Tuesday, November 29, 2022 8:22 PM
To:                                               HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     No HPR bypass, please!
 
I was not able to attend your presentation in Bee Cave, but did review the materials. The proposed HPR bypass would take HPR traffic
problems and make them Homestead traffic problems without meaningfully relieving HPR residents. This proposed bypass only serves to
share misery, not improve mobility. The potential for backups leaving and entering the Homestead is enormous. What is the potential relief
that could be achieved with this road? Additionally, it paves over property that could be turned into a city park or other enjoyable venue. This
plan does little for anyone. Please do not proceed with the HPR Bypass.
 
Thank you,
Sydney Townsend
 
Sent from my iPhone
 
 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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Begin forwarded message:
 
From: Jotform 
Subject: Re: Road Survey - Robert Sullivan
Date: November 29, 2022 at 4:37:08 PM CST
To: 
Reply-To:
 

Road Survey

Name (Optional) Robert Sullivan

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Homestead

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

No

Please explain your
choice and why

This road will create a bottleneck to our residential area. The
Hamilton Road and Hwy 71 intersection has MAJOR traffic
issues. Building this road is like putting a Bandaid on an artery.
The final result will not significantly help the real issue. TexDot
needs to build roads and intersections that will solve the
problem. The design of this major intersection is incredibly
poor. Hamilton Pool Road in time could have similar traffic as
Hwy 71. Do you think this waste of tax payer dollars will provide
any real relief? The Homestead has one way in and one way
out and now you basically want to block it. 

We have FIRE and FLOOD issues now regarding possible
evacuation issues already. You promised us a bridge and it
appears to be a non starter other than spending money on
designs. 

The Brown property will be overwhelmed with noise and traffic.
How does that help develop it?

Who ever came up with this idea needs something better to do
with their time. This is a waste of tax payer money and
diminishes the value of property in the Homestead
development. 

Provide the Homestead with another egress and build a bridge
should be your priority. In the short or long run the City of Bee
Cave should let TexDot handle this with real solutions.
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Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 
Begin forwarded message:
 
From: Jotform 
Subject: Re: Road Survey - Daniel Carroll
Date: November 30, 2022 at 1:32:18 PM CST
To: jhoff@beecavetexas.gov, cgarza@beecavetexas.gov
Reply-To:
 

Road Survey

Name (Optional) Daniel Carroll

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Homestead

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

No

Please explain your
choice and why

I am not in favor of bringing extra traffic to my neighborhood's
doorstep. The new shopping center development has access
via a traffic light; there is no need to divert traffic through a
public park (Brown tract) and across the entrance to the
Homestead just to add an access point to that shopping
center. The connector will also encourage denser retail
development, more traffic, and degrade the quality of life for
Homestead residents. The degradation of the quality of life for
Homestead residents is like levying a special tax just on us.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 
Begin forwarded message:
 
From: Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Subject: Re: Road Survey - Brandy Morgan
Date: November 30, 2022 at 10:26:26 AM CST
To: jhoff@beecavetexas.gov
Reply-To:
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Road Survey

Name (Optional) Brandy Morgan

Which neighborhood do
you live in? Signal Hill

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave building
these access roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why Option 2

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

Begin forwarded message:
 
From: Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Subject: Re: Road Survey - Mary Smith
Date: November 29, 2022 at 5:45:52 PM CST
To: jhoff@beecavetexas.gov, cgarza@beecavetexas.gov
Reply-To: 
 

Road Survey

Name (Optional) Mary Smith

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

The Homestead

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Maybe, it depends on which option is chosen

Please explain your
choice and why

I would prefer that the access road not intersect Great Divide
Drive, as it would cause delays to our sole egress from The
Homestead, which could be dangerous.

There are other points at which the access road could exit to
Highway 71, for folks who want to avoid the traffic jams by Bee
Cave Elementary School.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
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more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 
Begin forwarded message:
 
From: Clint Garza <cgarza@beecavetexas.gov>
Subject: RE: Road Survey - Melissa Witek
Date: November 29, 2022 at 9:25:15 AM CST
To: Jenny Hoff <jhoff@BEECAVThanks,
Jenny Hoff
Director of Communications, City of Bee Cave

On Nov 29, 2022, at 08:47, Clint Garza <cgarza@beecavetexas.gov> wrote:

Road Survey

Name (Optional) Melissa Witek

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

The Homestead

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

No

Please explain your
choice and why

The only solution for traffic on 71 is for TxDot to widen 71. This
bypass road will make it even more difficult for us to exit our
neighborhood. Some say it will be a stop sign for the bypass
yielding to GDD traffic but I strongly doubt that will happen. A
traffic circle will keep Homesteaders from safely entering and
exiting the neighborhood. My neighbors have explained many
reasons this is a terrible idea. My husband and I are strongly
opposed to the HPR bypass.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

This is not a good option for The Homestead and Bee Cave
residents.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

Begin forwarded message:
 
From: Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Subject: Re: Road Survey - Steve Albert
Date: November 29, 2022 at 9:24:37 PM CST D-59
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To: jhoff@beecavetexas.gov
Reply-To: 
 

Road Survey

Name (Optional) Steve Albert

Which neighborhood do
you live in? Homestead

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave building
these access roads?

Maybe, it depends on which option is chosen

Please explain your
choice and why

The entire presentation left me with way more questions than
answers. I thought the focus was supposed to be on collector
roads: providing better access to local businesses and local
residents. Instead the emphasis appears to be on providing
access (esp. left turn onto HPR) for non-residents during the
PM rush hour. Little benefit to others passing thru 71/Bee
Cave Parkway. Intersection is still failing with 5+ minute wait
times and 2-3 signal rotations. No study of local road thru
Lamar Brown Property and collector road past VSO to Shops. 

Only benefits appear to be safer Bee Cave Elementary and 1
minute reduction in 6 minute wait time at rush hour for 1 of 12
directions.

A continuous chicken lane should not be the default collector
option and should be used only where appropriate.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

The City shouldn't continue these efforts without the express
support of LTISD, TxDot, CAMPO and Travis County. So far
study is of little value...

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

Begin forwarded message:
 
From: Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Subject: Re: Road Survey - Akash Sharad Thakare
Date: November 30, 2022 at 9:47:40 AM CST
To: jhoff@beecavetexas.gov
Reply-To:
 

Road Survey
D-60

mailto:jhoff@beecavetexas.gov
https://www.jotform.com/edit/5455878772524508637?utm_source=emailfooter&utm_medium=email&utm_term=223316706249052&utm_content=edit_submissions&utm_campaign=notification_email_footer_submission_links&email_type=notification
https://www.jotform.com/tables/223316706249052?utm_source=sheetsemailfooter&utm_medium=email&utm_term=223316706249052&utm_content=view_all_submissions&utm_campaign=notification_email_footer_submission_links
mailto:noreply@jotform.com
mailto:jhoff@beecavetexas.gov


Name (Optional) Akash Sharad Thakare

Which neighborhood do
you live in? Provence

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave building
these access roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

Currently huge traffic congestion at 71/hpr. Need more parallel
road away from school to alleviate traffic.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

Please have wider lanes on HPR. Driving in night is scary
sometimes with high beam on coming traffic.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.
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Begin forwarded message:
 
From: Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Subject: Re: Road Survey - Nalinj Tula
Date: November 30, 2022 at 8:20:55 AM CST
To: jhoff@beecavetexas.gov, cgarza@beecavetexas.gov
Reply-To: jhoff@beecavetexas.gov, cgarza@beecavetexas.gov
 

Road Survey

Name (Optional) Nalinj Tula

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Provence

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

I think Beecave needs these additional routes for faster
commute. Beecave parkway and Hamilton pool road is a bottle
neck and seems the only route to access anything around. I
support building these access routes.

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 
Begin forwarded message:
 
From: Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Subject: Re: Road Survey - Karen Winslow
Date: November 29, 2022 at 1:23:51 PM CST
To: jhoff@beecavetexas.gov, cgarza@beecavetexas.gov
Reply-To:
 

Road Survey

Name (Optional) Karen Winslow D-62
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Which neighborhood do
you live in?

The Homestead

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

No

Please explain your
choice and why

1 The Homestead has only one access road for a
neighborhood of 200 homes.
2. How would you ensure only local traffic for shopping would
use this road intersecting Great Divide?
3. Did the study evaluate how many cars turning right from
Hamilton road to HWY 71 were going to the Shops of the
Galleria? 
4. Based on responses I received on the night of the
presentation, and the lack of a poster with the positive and
negative impacts of the Brown Property bypass road
intersection at Great Divide, it does not appear the impact of
the Hamilton Pool Road cut through road/Great Divide
intersection was studied. 
5. It seems extremely likely the road cutting through the Brown
property would carry heavy traffic trying to avoid the Hamilton
Pool Road/HWY 71 intersection traffic back up. 
6. How does the developer of the Village at Spanish Oaks feel
about heavy cut through traffic on their privately maintained
roads? 
7. Just because the study showed how things could be done, it
does not mean it should be done. 
8. A road going through the Brown property does not support
the goal of maintaining this property as a nature preserve park
for Bee Cave.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

The engineering study did not look at the optimal way to
improve the increasing Hamilton Pool Road/Bee Cave
Parkway/HWY 71 traffic loads. The problem of population
growth in western Travis County resulting in traffic loads too
heavy for the current county and state roads, cannot and
should not be solved using Bee Cave City funds for cut
through roads that will minimally address the problem. This
needs to be addressed by Travis County and TX DOT.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.
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Begin forwarded message:
 
From: Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Subject: Re: Road Survey -
Date: November 29, 2022 at 11:03:29 AM CST
To: jhoff@beecavetexas.gov, cgarza@beecavetexas.gov
Reply-To: 
 

Road Survey

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Signal Hill

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

I would prefer option 4. The roundabout eliminates 2 lights
when using the Southwest Collector.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 
Begin forwarded message:
 
From: Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Subject: Re: Road Survey -
Date: November 29, 2022 at 2:34:23 PM CST
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To: jhoff@beecavetexas.gov
Reply-To:
 

Road Survey

Which neighborhood do
you live in? The Homestead

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave building
these access roads?

No

Please explain your
choice and why

I believe this is a lot of tax dollars on a bypass road that I feel
will not make a big difference in traffic. It results in more traffic
lights and more stopping points that is just going to continue to
back up traffic. 
More lanes and light timing adjustments are better suited to
solve some of the traffic problems. I do not think the bypass
road will be used by many. If it is used by a lot of people then it
is not going to be just as crowded and slower than the current
path so then they will go back to 71.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

I do not see any documentation on what type of intersection will
be at a bypass road and Great Divide. What will that
intersection look like? That is our subdivisions only in/out path.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.
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Begin forwarded message:
 
From: Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Subject: Re: Road Survey - Jennifer Gauntt
Date: November 29, 2022 at 4:14:12 PM CST
To: jhoff@beecavetexas.gov
Reply-To:
 

Road Survey

Name (Optional) Jennifer Gauntt

Which neighborhood do
you live in? Homestead

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave building
these access roads?

No

Please explain your
choice and why

I haven't heard enough of a compelling reason to go to this
trouble and to justify permanently altering the Brown property.
The impact to Homestead residents has not been adequately
explained and from what I have heard, the consequences are
more negative than positive. It will be an expensive proposal
with a negative environmental impact and will not be beneficial
to all.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.
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Begin forwarded message:
 
From: Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Subject: Re: Road Survey - Jacqueline Dorward
Date: November 30, 2022 at 10:35:17 AM CST
To: jhoff@beecavetexas.gov, cgarza@beecavetexas.gov
Reply-To:
 

Road Survey

Name (Optional) Jacqueline Dorward

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Signal Hill

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

Safety concerns on HPR, as well as by BCE

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.
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Begin forwarded message:
 
From: Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Subject: Re: Road Survey - Nicole Clines
Date: November 30, 2022 at 11:21:53 AM CST
To: jhoff@beecavetexas.gov, cgarza@beecavetexas.gov
Reply-To:
 

Road Survey

Name (Optional) Nicole Clines

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Provence

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your We are considering moving out of the Bee Cave area because
D-68
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choice and why traffic is awful and makes for a crazy commute to our son’s
school off of N. Lamar. The worst part is turning from 71 onto
Hamilton Pool Rd. This adds 10 minutes or more - just to get
through that ONE light. Also, I have been driving 2 or 3 miles
over the speed limit in the morning on Hamilton Pool Road and
had several pickup trucks decide I was too slow and pass me
over the double yellow line during a busy time when this could
certainly cause a fatal accident and endanger the safety of me,
my son, and everyone else on the road. The reckless driving
of others and the extreme delay at 71 and Hamilton Pool Road
are the reasons I’m in favor of these changes.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

The most important factors in choosing between the options
presented should be safety, safety, and safety. Drivers aren’t
getting any more polite or any safer. This is the opinion of a
government project manager, veteran, mom, and local
resident. Thanks for collecting our opinions.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.
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Begin forwarded message:
 
From: Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Subject: Re: Road Survey - Jim Tolles
Date: November 29, 2022 at 9:51:09 PM CST
To: jhoff@beecavetexas.gov, cgarza@beecavetexas.gov
Reply-To:
 

Road Survey

Name (Optional) Jim Tolles

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Homestead

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

No

Please explain your
choice and why

All the development on HPR is not the Homestead's problem.
There is no justification to putting the HPR traffic burden on the
Homestead, reducing our access for no benefit. Mixing
Homestead traffic with HPR traffic is a bad idea. It will create
traffic issues for us that don't exist currently. All it does is move
the problem onto our only means of access. 
Solve the HPR traffic problem within it's own corridor. Add more
lanes to HPR and SH71. Why not work with TXDOT to solve the
problem instead of destroying our access.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

The Homestead is a jewel in Bee Cave. If there is anything that
would help it would be a simple light at Great Divide.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:
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You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 
 
 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Wednesday, November 30, 2022 3:46 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Road Survey - Bill Linder
 

Road Survey

Name (Optional) Bill Linder

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Signal Hill

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

Improve traffic flow and driving experience in all directions

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Wednesday, November 30, 2022 9:28 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Road Survey - Deborah Davidsson
 

Road Survey

Name (Optional) Deborah Davidsson

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

The Homestead

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

No

Please explain your
choice and why

Resubmission with corrections to my last section, last
comments. Thanks for disregarding my first submission. 

Traffic studies on community access, circulation and impact
should NOT be done in haste. I have not seen that our major
issues with county rounds 71 / Hamilton Rd / and 620 have
been thoroughly studied by the county or state. There are
multiple factors that all need to be assessed including the
inevitability of large additional traffic from the Back Yard and
now potentially The Velvet Crown off 71 and Southwest
Parkway in addition to the City's desire through marketing and
additional retail and homes to make Bee Cave a destination to
increase revenue. This is progress and that is fine when
thoroughly and methodically planned. These impact studies
should encompass all aspects of the city and surroundings and
should be handled by the County & State in conjunction with
the city. We as residents should not pay for these additional
roads and need to see a collaboration of gov't entities working
together to solve these issues. Not studied by any party or
body with a conflict of interest. Nor parties being paid by the
city.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

We once again see that there has been campaigning and an
agenda by the mayor to rally and support these ideas to all of
the city residents without all government (County and State)
involvement. It feels very, very much like a rush to cater to
retailers and NOT the residents. Most especially those most
negatively impacted residents who are in the minority.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Lou Anthony
Sent:                                           Wednesday, November 30, 2022 11:05 AM
To:                                               HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Please stop
 
The Brown property is the last green space in the City of Bee Cave. It is irreplaceable. Widening Highway 71 to alleviate traffic congestion
makes so much more sense than sacrificing this beautiful land. Please stop what you are seeing as progress and save what little green space
we have left .
 
Lou Anthony

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Michael Pav 
Sent:                                           Wednesday, November 30, 2022 7:47 PM
To:                                               HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     HPR Extension Comments
 
Howdy Folks,
 
Thanks for sharing advance info, this is helpful and it's good to have a voice in how our city attempts to manage the growth while we retain a
high quality of live, specifically in terms of local access. With the increase in pass-through traffic through the HWY 71 and HPR intersection,
local residents would benefit from alternative access options.
 
But those options, specifically the HPR Extension need to consider the impact of traffic flow at Great Divide and the HPR Extension as it enters
the Village at Spanish Oaks. These are two large changes to how we use and access our city and need to be considered as a whole, not
individually.
 
What traffic flow options would be considered at the Great Divide/HPR Extension intersection to ensure the Great Divide traffic is not
impeded by cut-through traffic on the HPR Extension? And, what traffic control options would be considered at the new HPR/HWY 71
intersection to incentivize commuter traffic from HPR that is intending to head East on HWY 71 to use that intersection vs looking for a cut-
through option on the HPR Extension?
 
-Mike Pav

 (The Homestead)
 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Wednesday, November 30, 2022 7:43 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Road Survey - Michael Pav
 

Road Survey

Name (Optional) Michael Pav

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

With the increase in pass through traffic through the HWY 71
and HPR intersection, local residents would benefit from
alternative access options. But those options, specifically the
HPR Extension need to consider the impact of traffic flow at
Great Divide and the HPR Extension as it enters the Village at
Spanish Oaks. These are two large changes to how we use
and access our city and need to be considered as a whole, not
individually. What traffic flow options would be considered at
the Great Divide/HPR Extension intersection to ensure the
Great Divide traffic is not impeded by cut-through traffic on the
HPR Extension? And, what traffic control options would be
considered at the new HPR/HWY 71 intersection to incentivize
commuter traffic from HPR that is intending to head East on
HWY 71 to use that intersection vs looking for a cut-through
option on the HPR Extension?

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, December 1, 2022 7:47 AM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Road Survey - Bonnie Pohl
 

Road Survey

Name (Optional) Bonnie Pohl

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Homestead

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

No

Please explain your
choice and why

Bee Cave is too beautiful to ruin.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

Please leave the Brown property alone and keep it beautiful.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, December 1, 2022 10:27 AM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Road Survey - David Ginger
 

Road Survey

Name (Optional) David Ginger

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Homestead

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

I’m in favor of a Limited Use Roadway for the HPR extension.
Without the HPR extension, the Homestead residences will only
have the traffic light at Hwy 71 and the entrance Villages of
Spanish Oaks to turn West on Hwy 71. In the future in future, it
could allow me additional routes to gain access to West Hwy
71, to include Hamilton Pool and 71 light and the conceptual
light at the Field of Dreams. However, I’m opposed to Option 1
and 4. Both these options will encourage traffic to use HPR
extension, instead to turning left and to return to East Hwy 71.
It encourages greater usage of through traffic to Great Divide
(Homestead Neighborhood) during peak traffic hours.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, December 1, 2022 12:15 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Road Survey - Reid Howell
 

Road Survey

Name (Optional) Reid Howell

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Signal Hill Estates

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

Option 4 allows the most access and controls speeds

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                              Scott Gurley 
Sent:                               Thursday, December 1, 2022 3:46 PM
To:                                   HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                          HPR Extension
 
To whom it may concern:
My wife and I are homeowners in the Homestead and want to state our disapproval of the HPR Extension connecting Hamilton Pool Road to
Great Divide Drive.
 
Great Divide Drive is the only road we have to get to and from our homes and adding east/west traffic and a roundabout or stop sign on Great
Divide Drive will negatively impact our lives on a daily basis.
And, from what I understand, it will have very limited positive impact on west to east traffic on Hwy 71.
 
From what we’ve been told, the calculations show that 9% of the traffic (at peak hours) would be expected to take the HPR Extension and by
taking the HPR Extension, they could be expected to save 60 seconds on their journey from the west to the east. And that is when 71 is backed
up at the HPR light which it is only for approximately an hour on weekdays going west to east. It does nothing to ease the east to west traffic
(which is where there is a greater traffic burden). Putting a roundabout or stop signs a stone’s throw from the 71 intersection is a terrible idea.
We are already losing the ability to turn left onto 71 from Great Divide and left onto Great Divide from 71 due to the Shops Parkway
intersection being so close to Great Divide.
 
This seems to be a huge waste of money that does little to benefit Bee Cave residents and adversely impacts the daily lives of all Homestead
residents.
 
I know of no Homestead property owner that wants this work to proceed.
 
Thank you for your time and do not hesitate to reach out if that will help.
 
Best regards,
Scott and Julie Gurley

 
 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, December 1, 2022 12:39 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Road Survey - Scott Gurley
 

Road Survey

Name (Optional) Scott Gurley

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Homestead

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

No

Please explain your
choice and why

Great Divide Drive is the only road we have to get to and from
our homes and adding east/west traffic and a roundabout or
stop sign on Great Divide Drive will negatively impact our lives
on a daily basis.
And, from what I understand, it will have very limited positive
impact on west to east traffic on Hwy 71. A resident spoke with
the engineers and they said their calculations show that 9% of
the traffic (at peak hours) would be expected to take the HPR
Extension and by taking the HPR Extension, they could be
expected to save 60 seconds on their journey from the west to
the east. And that is when 71 is backed up at the HPR light
which it is only for approximately an hour on weekdays going
west to east. It does nothing to ease the east to west traffic
(which is where there is a greater traffic burden).
So we are talking about ruining the Brown Property by driving a
road through it (and leaving less than 200 feet of “park” on this
side of it), all to save 9% of the traffic volume 60 seconds of
travel time for less than an hour on weekday afternoons. And
putting a roundabout or stop signs a stone’s throw from the 71
intersection is a terrible idea. We are already losing the ability
to turn left onto 71 from Great Divide and left onto Great Divide
from 71 due to the Shops Parkway intersection being so close
to Great Divide.

This seems to be a huge waste of money that does little to
benefit Bee Cave residents and adversely impacts the daily
lives of all Homestead residents.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Terri Mitchell
Sent:                                           Thursday, December 1, 2022 8:21 AM
To:                                               HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Feedback on HPR bypass
Attachments:                          Brown road ideas.docx
 
Attached are my comments and ideas regarding the HPR bypass. Specifically, ideas to prevent the road from going through the Brown Property.
Thank you,
Terri Mitchell
 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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TO: Rodriguez and Company 

DATE: December 1, 2022   

Dear Friends, 

I was able to attend the Open House recently, and made some verbal, as well as written comments to 

your presentation. I understand that your work met with your direction from Bee Cave City Staff to get 

traffic off Hwy 71.  I have had time to think about the proposal and am writing my ideas below: 

As a resident of The Homestead, a rural residential neighborhood, with over 200 homes and one way in, 

and one way out, the road through the Brown property, across Great Divide Drive and into Spanish Oaks 

is a mistake in the making doe various reasons: 

ENVIRONMENTAL: TheEnvironmental consultants who produced a proposal for the Brown property 

suggested a 10% build out on the 44 acres.  This is intended for a Nature Center.  With a road on the 

northern part of the property, I cannot understand how a Nature Center would be quiet, clean, or full of 

birds and other animals, since the road and bike path would be right next to the proposed center. Also, 

the amount of trees, shrubs and grasses that will be cut down will displace natural habitat (birds, 

squirrels, fox, coyotes, deer, etc.)  IDEA: I can see a circle drive coming from Hamilton Pool Road, ending 

with a pervious parking lot the circle behind the Field of Dreams (FOD)/future Nature Center.  Options 

would be to make a U turn after dropping off kids at the Bee Cave Elementary school or curving north 

onto Hwy 71 and going east or west at the light.  In the future, one could park at the lot and go to the 

Nature Center. 

FINANCIAL: Right now, there is no retail from the FOD to Great Divide drive and it’s not zoned for retail, 

and I would bet there would be votes against retail in that area.  So, why put a road through there? For 

the 1400 cars that go to the Shops at the Galleria? That’s only an average of 150 cars an hour, based on 

the times the shops are open.  That is not enough volume to support a million‐dollar road that would 

upset the environment and residential flow of commuting.: IDEA: If the City of Bee Cave has so much 

money to spend on traffic flow, why can’t they work with TXDOT to widen Hwy 71 into 3 lanes from RR 

620 to Hamilton Pool Road?  Or, at least put in safer and wider shoulders so that exit from or entry to 

businesses is safer and easier.  Like into and out of Quaal Tech, the FOD, McCoy’s, the Shell Station, etc? 

Several developers west of Hamilton Pool Road have included wide shoulders and sometimes specific 

lanes into and out of their properties.  When the City of Bee Cave creates wider shoulders, there will be 

consistency throughout the Bee Cave city limits. 

SAFETY: With the road through the Brown property, crossing Great Divide Drive, I do not see a 

functional or safe flow of traffic.  A circle drive would not allow neighbors with horse trailers to easily 

get through the intersection.  My experience with the traffic circle at the Hill Country Galleria is 

confusing to many shoppers. Also, the location of the intersection from the “Brown Road” is at a slight 

curve on Great Divide Drive, creating difficult sighting for oncoming traffic in all directions. The 

Homestead is a busy neighborhood with commuters, USPS, UPS, other delivery trucks, school buses, 

construction trucks, lawn vehicles, visitors and more, coming into and out of the subdivision. Allowing 

cross traffic is not functional in the proposed presentation. 

Currently, Serene Hills Drive, from Hwy 71 going north into Lakeway, has been a thoroughfare from Hwy 

71 to get to Flint Rock Drive, to RR620, or all the way into Lakeway.  Recently, TWO stop signs were put 
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on that road, backing up early morning commuter traffic.  So, what was once a cut through road is now a 

roadway with two stop signs.  I suspect the neighborhood asked for the stop signs so they could get out 

of their neighborhood, as traffic was usually going faster than the posted 35 mph speed limit.  

 Is this the future of the Brown property road? A 4 way stop sign to or slow down traffic flow, when the 

purpose was to increase traffic flow? 

I am vehemently opposed to the road through the Brown property for reasons including harm to the 

environment, cost, and decreased function as currently proposed. 

Thank you, 

Terri Mitchell 

Homestead resident since 1986 
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Friday, December 2, 2022 9:19 AM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Road Survey - John Horn
 

Road Survey

Name (Optional) John Horn

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Homestead

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Maybe, it depends on which option is chosen

Please explain your
choice and why

Option 2 seems to be the best choice to improve HPR traffic
flow. I am more concerned about the timing and configuration
of the HPR Extension (including the Village at SO part) and
how the Great Divide intersection will be handled. I want to
understand what options are being considered for those
proposed roadways.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

While I understand many of my neighbors' resistance to the
HPR Extension, personally I believe that this area is growing
rapidly whether anyone likes it or not, and if we don't do
something to manage traffic flows HPR and 71 will be an
unmanageable nightmare in 5-10 years. I am not offended by
these access roads in that context. I support the GD low water
crossing bridge from a safety standpoint, but want to
understand how construction will be handled and the impact on
our ingress/egress. My biggest concern is the lack of any
emergency egress other than Great Divide, even with a bridge.
Our wildfire risk here is high, and a fire that blocks Great
Divide could trap and endanger hundreds of citizens. Is the city
working on this issue, and what options are there to address
it?

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Anne Perez 
Sent:                                           Saturday, December 3, 2022 9:08 AM
To:                                               HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     HPR proposed bypass road
 
I’m a resident of The Homestead. I am beyond angry that the Bee Cave City Council wants to spend BEE CAVE tax monies on a bypass road that
benefits only non-residents of Bee Cave. Furthermore, the proposed bypass from HPR to Great Divide Dr. would destroy the quiet, serene
nature of our neighborhood. It would also clog traffic on the only road (Great Divide Dr.) that allows Homestead residents to enter and exit our
neighborhood.
 
Sent from my iPhone
 
 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Sunday, December 4, 2022 7:14 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Road Survey - John Bollier
 

Road Survey

Name (Optional) John Bollier

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Bee Cave West

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Maybe, it depends on which option is chosen

Please explain your
choice and why

The Cueva cut through fails to provide adequate pedestrian
safety.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Sunday, December 4, 2022 2:27 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Road Survey - Mark Lecuona
 

Road Survey

Name (Optional) Mark Lecuona

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

The Homestead

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Maybe, it depends on which option is chosen

Please explain your
choice and why

I am against the SW Collector because this is an immaterial
savings of time versus the cost to build the road. 

I am against the HPR bypass UNLESS the following is
GUARANTEED: 

There will be no impact from HPR or 71 to the current
ingress/egress traffic of The Homestead. In other words, Great
Divide is not a pass-through at all (meaning dead-ends at the
West end of the East bound bypass and at the East end of the
West bound bypass) OR stop signs for bypass traffic at Great
Divide and complete right of way for traffic specifically
earmarked for The Homestead (meaning no stop sign or yield
signs). 

2) Any section of the bypass is constructed in a manner which
feels exactly like the mall road at The Shops at the Galleria.
This road is not used as a pass-thru (even from Bee Caves
Road). It has numerous stop signs and slow moving traffic.
There is never any back-up. Whatever the reason for this (and
this is very important), it must be completely incorporated into
the HPR bypass so that after a few experimental trips, ALL who
wish merely to pass-thru Bee Caves will avoid it entirely and
only those who wish to shop along that road will use it. The
visual given on the video seemed to foster fast moving traffic. 

The point being, there must be no incentive to 71 or Hamilton
Pool PASS-THRU traffic to use the bypass. And yes, this
means the traffic problem on 71 will not be solved by the
bypass except to the extent of those who truly wish to shop and
frequent the City of Bee Cave. We do wish to be swept under
the rug as collateral damage in the quest to split the 71 traffic
into two sections only to remerge later on the trip thru our city.
Why don't we approach the state to widen 71 on it's dime? 

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

I wish to understand the difference of a project being in the
city's thoroughfare plan and a project not being in the city's
thoroughfare plan. This is a distinction that was mentioned in
the recorded presentation. What does this mean? I am
assuming nothing has been decided so everything is on the
table. But what would it take for the city to push the HPR
bypass into the thoroughfare plan? A referendum? A mere
vote? A complete study along with cost estimates?

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:
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You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Sunday, December 4, 2022 6:16 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Road Survey -
 

Road Survey

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Homestead

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

No

Please explain your
choice and why

The roads are not consistent with the Comprehensive Plan and
Future Land Use Map

A Comprehensive Transportation Plan with robust community
input is needed vs the Thoroughfare Plan.

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Sunday, December 4, 2022 5:00 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Road Survey - Zlatan Gradincic
 

Road Survey

Name (Optional) Zlatan Gradincic

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

The Homestead

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Maybe, it depends on which option is chosen

Please explain your
choice and why

I have watched the presentation and attended the open house
on Nov. 16 at Bee Cave City Hall. Thank you very much for 
making it possible for us to better understand this proposal
and provide our feedback.

One of the main objectives of these new roads is to alleviate
congestion at the intersection of HWY 71 and Hamilton Pool
Road. The proposed new roads would funnel the traffic away
from that intersection into the neighborhoods through which
those roads would be built. I think it is unfair that the
established neighborhoods and long time residents should
suffer for the sake of alleviating traffic on HWY 71. It would
make much more sense to widen HWY 71 and build additional
turn lanes into Hamilton Pool Road, instead of diverting traffic
into the neighborhoods. Has this option been explored? If yes,
why is it not presented as one of the possible options?

On the other hand, I support re-aligning Hamilton Pool Road
and building a low-speed access road in front of Bee Cave
Elementary to increase safety and decrease traffic congestion
during school drop-off and pick-up times. Option 2 seems to be
the best one. But I do not support adding the local roads east
and west of Hamilton Pool Road, as that would create a
shortcut through existing neighborhoods. Local residents
would be majorly impacted in a negative way.

Thanks for your consideration, and looking forward to hearing
your answers.

Zlatan Gradincic

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Zlatan Gradincic
Sent:                                           Sunday, December 4, 2022 5:10 PM
To:                                               HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Feedback regarding the Hamilton Pool Road Alternative Access Study in Bee Cave
 
Dear Rodriguez Transportation Group,
 
I attended the open house on Nov. 16 at Bee Cave City Hall regarding the Hamilton Pool Road Alternative Access Study. Thank you very much
for making it possible for us to better understand this proposal and provide our feedback. The RTG staff present during the open house was
very helpful in explaining the proposal and answering my questions.
 
One of the main objectives of these new roads is to alleviate congestion at the intersection of HWY 71 and Hamilton Pool Road. The proposed
new roads would funnel the traffic away from that intersection into the neighborhoods through which those roads would be built. I think it is
unfair that the established neighborhoods and long time residents should suffer for the sake of alleviating traffic on HWY 71. It would make
much more sense to widen HWY 71 and build additional turn lanes into Hamilton Pool Road, instead of diverting traffic into the
neighborhoods. Has this option been explored? If yes, why is it not presented as one of the possible options?
 
On the other hand, I support re-aligning Hamilton Pool Road and building a low-speed access road in front of Bee Cave Elementary to increase
safety and decrease traffic congestion during school drop-off and pick-up times. Option 2 seems to be the best one. But I do not support
adding the local roads east and west of Hamilton Pool Road, as that would create a shortcut through existing neighborhoods. Local residents
would be majorly impacted in a negative way.
 
Thanks for your consideration.
 
Zlatan Gradincic
Bee Cave
 
 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
 

D-92



From:                                         Alexia Moore
Sent:                                           Monday, December 5, 2022 4:18 PM
To:                                               HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     comments re: Bee Cave Joint Rd. extension
 
Hello,
 
I live in Bella Colinas and am concerned about the extension behind my neighborhood going from Vail
Divide to the Galleria.
1- added noise pollution
2 - no limit on size of cars or trucks on the road
3- cars cutting through Cinca Terra to get from Vail Divide to Joint Access Rd.
4- too high speed limit - 35?
5 - light pollution at night
6 - no speed bumps or similar deterrents for speeding
 
I do not support this extension. Thanks-Alexia
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.

D-93



From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Monday, December 5, 2022 4:57 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Road Survey - Gail Means
 

Road Survey

Name (Optional) Gail Means

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Bee Cave West subdivision

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

No

Please explain your
choice and why

Opening Avispa or Cueva to this plan would be very unsafe
because we have no sidewalks or cross
ways . This is a large lot neighborhood and we all really like it
the way it is. 
I have lived here 22 years and like it as it is. I understand the
traffic needs to be addressed - but I think there must be a
better way .

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Monday, December 5, 2022 1:58 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Road Survey - Graham Ware
 

Road Survey

Name (Optional) Graham Ware

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Bee Cave west subdivision

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

No

Please explain your
choice and why

Opening these roads to through traffic would destroy our
quality of life and the environment-noise,air and water quality.
These roads are not designed for the increase in proposed
vehicle traffic as they are not traffic engineered for the
traffic.The study has shown that it would be an ineffective
mobility option wasting tax payer dollars while degrading the
historical integrity of a neighborhood that the original owners
had the fore thought to protect with deed restrictions that do
not allow roads to be legally built through private property . My
property is what I have worked for my whole life . This is my
sanctuary. I strongly oppose this proposal. 98% of the
neighborhood oppose this proposal.it is indicative of
government to follow the will of the people.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

Why isn’t there a proposal for alternative traffic solutions like
hike and bike trails for children to walk or bike to school ,more
school buses or police traffic control on congested roads.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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1

From: Eblues   
Date: December 5, 2022 at 2:51:21 PM CST 
To: HRP_Comments@rtg‐texas.com 
Subject: Avispa way and Cueva drive traffic study 

Greetings, 
 
Opening of Avispa way and Cueva drive to through traffic would not be cost effective due to the 
ineffective travel time as proved from the road story. The cost of legally changing the deed restrictions 
the original owners had the foresight to put in place in the 1970s to protect the historical 
integrity,environment‐noise ,air ,water and other ecological impacts. The deed restrictions maintain the 
historical integrity of one of the first subdivisions in Bee Cave. The roads study has shown that opening 
of Avispa  Way and Cueva drive to through traffic is inefficient mobility which is not the goal of 
transportation engineering. This would not be a cost‐effective option for the taxpayers dollar. Opening 
the roads to through traffic would negatively impact the surrounding area quality of life, environment 
and safety as these roads are not designed for the increased traffic volume.Since these roads were 
probably built in the 1970’s they are not up to the standards of today’s safety and structural standards 
to protect the environment due to increased vehicle traffic. The proposed opening up of the roads 
would greatly degrade the environment protection ,public safety and quality of life. This would put 
property owners at a higher risk for property and bodily damage and lower property values due to 
increased traffic. I have not seen any alternate transportation studies to solve traffic congestion. Is there 
any vehicle alternatives ? Hike and bike trails or sidewalks to allow children to safely walk or ride 
bicycles to school. More school buses. Collaborate with Lake Travis school district on the buses. Main 
part of congestion problem is on Hamilton Pool Road seems to be during school time with parents 
dropping off kids. What about more police traffic control . 98% of the property owners of Bee Cave West 
subdivision appose the  opening of Avispa way and Cueva drive to through traffic which we gave a 
petition to the Bee Cave city council.The deed restrictions due not allowed for roads only single‐family 
homes. My property is my sanctuary.This is what I have been working for my whole life. I I have lived 
here since 1986.Opening Avispa way and Cueva drive would destroy my quality of life and my sanctuary. 
I am strongly opposed to this traffic proposal. 
 
 
Respectfully  
Graham Ware  

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 
sender and know the content is safe. 
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From:                                         Kyle Bender 
Sent:                                           Monday, December 5, 2022 9:54 AM
To:                                               HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     HPR Bypass
 
Thanks for receiving our comments. I have quite a few concerns over the introduction of the HPR Bypass that runs through the Brown Property
onto Great Divide Dr. As a resident of the Homestead (I live on Great Divide Dr), Great Divide is the only ingress/egress for our neighborhood.
The city has also approved a major development on the opposite side of GDD from the Spanish Oaks Village. The amount of potential traffic
from HPR and SO Village onto our one way out or in is not worth the risk/reward, in general, and especially in an emergency. If there were an
alternative safety plan for our neighborhood, I would still have significant concerns over the function and proposed benefit of such a road and
the negative effect to the way of life of the Homestead neighborhood. But since there is no alternative, I am against this proposed road.
 
Thanks again for receiving our input.
 
Kyle Bender

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Monday, December 5, 2022 7:15 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Road Survey - Nikki Bryant Irion
 

Road Survey

Name (Optional) Nikki Bryant Irion

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Falxonhead

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

Options seem too little to late.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

Add alternate route from 71 into Falconhead so avail divide get
relief. Alternate corridors needed near 620 - alternate ways to
get N/S

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Monday, December 5, 2022 9:44 AM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Road Survey -
 

Road Survey

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

The Homestead

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

No

Please explain your
choice and why

The road through the Brown Property is a concern. As you
know, the Homestead only has one ingress/egress and the
potential traffic that will be introduced to a relatively short
section of road - between the connection to Hamilton Pool and
the Spanish Oaks development - brings up significant safety
concerns as a resident. I do not see the benefit from a city's
perspective that could outweigh any safety and traffic concerns
for residents of Bee Cave.

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Page McDaniel 
Sent:                                           Monday, December 5, 2022 11:17 AM
To:                                               HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Cueva Drive Extension
 
My name is Page McDaniel and my family owns 25 acres in Bee Cave that sits between Hwy 71 and Hamilton Pool road. The new thoroughfare
plan directly affects my family's property more so than any other single owned property in Bee Cave. We have owned our 25 acres for over 50
years. The issues we have with ALL versions of the thoroughfare plan are as follows:
 
-The Cueva Drive extension would dissect our property North and South. Currently 4 of our 5 tracts (15 acres) are a part of the Bee Cave West
subdivision and have deed restrictions attached to them. The neighborhood of Bee Cave West is a sleepy little dead end loop off of Cueva Dr.
with 33 acreage lot owners. This extension would greatly affect the lives of these 33 homeowners. It is absolutely unnecessary for the Cueva
connection to Hwy 71 to happen. BCW is a neighborhood with no sidewalks, curbs or gutters. It is rural and private. a 68' ROW cutting North and
South through our property would widdle away at the land that we have owned as a family for over 50 years. There are plenty of other
connections that the study can use where roads can cut through properties that have already been sold by the original land owners. Cueva
would bottleneck onto HPR. I know because I drive this everyday. You have not put boots on the ground and actually walked our terrain or
visited the BCW subdivision or you would absolutely agree that this connection is absurd.
 
-The connection that is proposed to run East and West through the McDaniel tracts would be taking away a great deal of land use from our
property with a 68' or more ROW.
 
-These connections should be evaluated AFTER the HPR improvements have been completed and AFTER the Vail Divide cut through is
complete. It is too premature to suggest that such a cut through is warranted.
 
-We have attended many meetings with the City and it has been brought to our attention that there are current Council Members who believe
our 25 acres that fronts HWY 71 should remain zoned Single Family Rural Residential, while all our neighbors across HWY 71 and East and West
of us have Multi Use Neighborhood Service or MU-N zoning. I would argue with anyone who is wanting to cut a road with a 68' plus ROW
through our property and keep us Rural Residential Zoning. Our 25 acres should be zoned at least MU-N.
 
- I would like to add that the Bee Cave West residents and the McDaniel Family are all against the Cueva connection as it would be detrimental
to the everyday lives of established property owners.
 
Page McDaniel
 
 
 
Texas law requires all
license holders to provide the Information About Brokerage Services and
Consumer Protection Notice forms to prospective clients.
--
Page
McDaniel
REALTOR®
| Farm & Ranch | Residential | Commercial
P:

CONFIDENTIALITY
This
email message and any attachments is intended only for use by the addressee(s)
named herein and may contain legally privileged and/or confidential
information. If you are not the intended recipient of this email you are hereby
notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this email and any
attachments thereto is strictly prohibited. If you have received this email in
error please notify the sender and permanently delete the original and any
copies of this email and any prints thereof.
 

 
 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.

D-100

https://drive.google.com/file/d/1b6OuRUqTA6KuoM7HCqAMkPHbTWI4Cs_P/view?usp=sharing


From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Monday, December 5, 2022 11:20 AM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Road Survey - Page McDaniel
 

Road Survey

Name (Optional) Page McDaniel

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

McDaniel Property/BCW

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

No

Please explain your
choice and why

It is too premature to warrant the roads that cut through our
property. There needs to be a study produced after the
completion of HPR improvements and the cut through at Vail
Divide.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.
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From:    Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:    Monday, December 5, 2022 7:43 PM
To:    jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:    Re: Road Survey - Robert Willson

Road Survey

Name (Optional) Robert Willson

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Falconhead

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

We are in a growing community surrounded by more growing
communities. These communities tend to be young with
growing families. Travel, shopping, going to and from work,
church, synagogues, etc, all this will require roads necessary
for residents to get around in efficient times.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

Clint Garza did an excellent presentation. This was my first
attendance, and I found it very informative.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Tuesday, December 6, 2022 12:52 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Cary Carnes
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Cary Carnes

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Bee Cave West

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

No

Please explain your
choice and why

I live on Avispa Way, so am opposed to the plan to connect
proposed roadway Avispa Way. The 68 foot minimum that the
plan outlines looks great, with walkways on either side and
happy people walking and riding bikes on these walkways. This
would end at Avispa Way, where there is a 21 foot wide
roadway that we, the residents of Bee Cave West use for
vehicles and pedestrians with pets and children. I have lived
here since 1986, and this has never been an issue.
Connecting the proposed roadway to Avispa Way, thereby
dumping traffic into our neighborhood, would drastically reduce
our quality of life. When the Vail Divide cut through becomes
congested and Google or Waze chooses Avispa Way/Cueva
Dr. because it is seconds faster, a high percentage of people
will choose cutting through our neighborhood. This scenario
will not only be irritating, it will be extremely unsafe. Mentioning
that we, the residents, will save a minutes time is insulting when
you compare it to the devastating consequence of this traffic.
Devastating is a strong word, but it is appropriate. We voted to
incorporate Bee Cave (Village of Bee Cave) to avoid just this
sort of scenario; then it was the fear of Austin annexing and
implementing just this sort of heavy-handed plan.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.
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From:                                         Eric Moody
Sent:                                           Tuesday, December 6, 2022 7:28 PM
To:                                               HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Cc:                                               Kara A. King; Andrew Rebber; Andrea D. Willott; chohl@beecavetexas.gov; aclark@beecavetexas.gov;

khight@beecavetexas.gov; Homestead Group; Taylor Cripe
Subject:                                     Comments; Hamilton Pool Road "Shortcut" Study
 
RTG Engineering Staff,
 
I see nothing in your preliminary report that addresses ADT counts on HPR or the various negative impacts to existing Bee Cave residents, that
currently reside in The Homestead and Meadow Fox subdivisions, that depend on Great Divide Drive for egress and ingress to their homes.
Were these negative traffic impacts (noise, congestion, head lights, exhaust fumes), to existing Bee Cave residents, considered in your study?
 
In a more formal sense, did your study include a Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA) on the impact of the HPR Bypass to existing traffic on Great Divide
Drive? What about future traffic projections on HPR, 10 years, and 20 years out? Was that addressed in your study? Please recognize and
acknowledge that The Homestead and Meadow Fox subdivisions will have to live with the negative impacts of this ridiculous proposal for
years to come. Please act in a Professional manner and speak truthfully to the Bee Cave City Council on the negative effects of this proposal.
The fact is, we can't solve TxDOTs long term planning issues regarding the intersection of HPR and Tx 71 with this "shortcut."
 
Any competent traffic engineer knows that it would be ludicrous to propose a new minor collector road (HPR Bypass) as a reasonable
"alternative" to avoid an intersection between a major collector road (Hamilton Pool Road) and a major arterial (Tx Hwy 71). The number of
daily HPR "non-local" motorists that would simply seek to avoid the HPR-Hwy 71 intersection by taking the "HPR shortcut" would number in
the thousands. This will grow exponentially in the years to come. This would destroy the tranquility of our 50 year old established
neighborhoods and create significant travel delays to residents of The Homestead and Meadow Fox subdivisions that require access to GDD. In
the mornings we would have to deal with the HPR shortcut traffic traveling eastbound. In the afternoons we would have to deal with the HPR
shortcut traffic turning left on GDD, from Hwy 71, in an attempt to avoid the Hwy 71-HPR intersection.
 
As licensed Professional Engineers, I would ask that RTG be Professional, ethical and forthcoming about the true impact of this ludicrous
proposal to ALL citizens of Bee Cave, Texas. Please don't placate the existing Bee Cave City council. Call this what it is, a boondoggle that
benefits a few wealthy landowners and does nothing for the Citizens of Bee Cave, Texas.
 

Eric Moody, P.E.

Austin, Texas
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From:                                         Jeff Mcdaniel
Sent:                                           Tuesday, December 6, 2022 10:24 AM
To:                                               HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     HPR Alternative Roads
 
As a landowner(since 1973) that is being affected by this plan I understand that the traffic is bad.I’m not necessarily opposed to the east-west
road being built west of HPR but I do not agree with Cueva being extended. It does not seem to be necessary with Vail Divide Extension being
open. Jeff McDaniel
 
Sent from my iPhone
 
 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Tuesday, December 6, 2022 3:38 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Lori Wakefield
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Lori Wakefield

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Falconhead

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

I like that the access roads can help alleviate traffic flow during
peak times, I like that it gives people a way to detour a wreck or
Road hazard if necessary, and gives people options in their
daily travels if they prefer to stay off the highway.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

Thank you Clint and staff for your hard work and countless
hours above and beyond.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Tuesday, December 6, 2022 9:48 AM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Road Survey -
 

Road Survey

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Falconhead West

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

No

Please explain your
choice and why

It's a waste of taxpayer money to pay for the problems of
TXDoT. Why we be on the hook for stupid roads that only
"may" benefit commuters to save 60 seconds on a good day,
yet we will have to pay to maintain them? I understand there
are a few property owners who will benefit immensely when that
tract of land the city bought for nature area turns into another
Shops at the Galleria. Bad optics as it was a conflict of interest
between the city and Jon Cobb, and it still exists today based
on the ridiculous push for this idiotic project.

It also will negatively impact the people living in The
Homestead by adding noise, pollution, and traffic jams to those
residents just trying to get to work and home.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

NO TO ANY NEW BEE CAVE ROADS OF ANY KIND.

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.
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From:                                         Rich Cleary
Sent:                                           Tuesday, December 6, 2022 11:01 PM
To:                                               HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Cc:                                               Chelsey Klingsporn
Subject:                                     HPR Extension Input
 
To Whom It May Concern:
 
My wife and I recently moved to the community from downtown Austin (we live in Rocky Creek) and would like to voice our support for the
Hamilton Pool Road (HPR) extension from Hamilton Pool Road to the Galleria after watching the Youtube video.
 
We are ambivalent on the southwest collector - we believe the Vail Divide cut though will be enormously helpful in reducing the westbound
traffic at the HPR/71 intersection although are not against this if the community between HPR and Vail Divide supports this.
 
For the HPR extension to the Galleria we are highly supportive. We loved the preliminary design concepts in the video and believe we would
use the road often, especially in cases where there is higher traffic.
 
Options 2, 3, and 4 all seem like great options. Although we do not yet have school age children, there was an appalling amount of traffic
during the start of the school year and we feel strongly that the elementary school should have its own access and traffic signal to ease
congestion. If we had to pick we would say our preference is Option 2 since there are only two traffic signals and no right hand turn, but
options 2/3/4 are all good options.
 
Thank you for your consideration of our comments. We realize there are many constituencies and hope this is helpful for the committee when
making a decision.
 
Best Regards,
 
Rich
 
__________________
Rich Cleary, MBA, CFA

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Tia Carnes
Sent:                                           Tuesday, December 6, 2022 3:17 PM
To:                                               HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Email
 
I live in Bee Cave West and strongly oppose the Southwest collector road plan in Bee Cave. Specifically the cut through to Cueva Rd. in Bee
Cave West. The approximate 1 minute lost in travel time to Hwy 71 is going to be paid for with a complete elimination of the quiet, small safe
neighborhood we live in. I understand Bee Cave is growing at an exponential rate. The ruination of our neighborhood is too high a price for 1
minute less transit time. The majority of the neighborhood residents oppose this road. I spoke with two separate representatives at the
meeting when the SW collector road was revealed. Each representative could only come up with one benefit for the Cueva Rd extension,
Convenience for the neighbors in Bee Cave West. The people who live in Bee Cave West overwhelmingly do not want this road. It's difficult to
understand why this cut through would be put in to avoid one minute of transit time for the relatively few people in Bee Cave West; reducing
a very small overall amount of traffic on HWY 71 and Hamilton Pool Rd while annihilating our quality of life. I implore you to consider our voice
and the damage to our neighborhood and our safety and remove Cueva Dr from this road proposal.
 
 
 
Tia Carnes

Austin, Tx 
 
 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Tuesday, December 6, 2022 3:15 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Tia Carnes
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Tia Carnes

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Bee Cave West

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

No

Please explain your
choice and why

I live in Bee Cave West and strongly oppose this plan.
Specifically the cut through to Cueva Rd. in Bee Cave West.
The approximate 1 minute lost in travel time to Hwy 71 is going
to be paid for with a complete elimination of the quiet, small
safe neighborhood we live in. I understand Bee Cave is
growing at an exponential rate. The ruination of our
neighborhood is too high a price for 1 minute less transit time.
The majority of the neighborhood residents oppose this road. I
spoke with two separate representatives at the meeting when
the SW collector road was revealed. Each representative could
only come up with one benefit for the Cueva Rd extension,
Convenience for the neighbors in Bee Cave West. The people
who live in Bee Cave West overwhelmingly do not want this
road. It's difficult to understand why this cut through would be
put in to avoid one minute of transit time for the relatively few
people in Bee Cave West; reducing a very small overall
amount of traffic on HWY 71 and Hamilton Pool Rd while
annihilating our quality of life. I implore you to consider our
voice and the damage to our neighborhood and our safety and
remove Cueva Dr from this road proposal.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Wednesday, December 7, 2022 9:05 AM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Ada Stepan
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Ada Stepan

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Falconhead

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

Growth in our area requires a stronger infrastructure. Having
an alternate route to 71 is an excellent solution to the traffic we
are currently experiencing. We can’t stop progress and should
be planning for it !

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

We appreciate Mayor King and the Board being forward
thinking and supporting our community.

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Wednesday, December 7, 2022 12:27 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Aimee Rockwood
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Aimee Rockwood

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Homestead

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

No

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

This plan is a huge disservice to our neighborhood and does
nothing to alleviate our traffic issues. Our city government is
not representing the people, primarily selfish financial
interests. This is a public issue with very private meetings
being held behind closed doors. Unbelievable. Sad for all of
us.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Wednesday, December 7, 2022 11:08 AM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Amanda Hill
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Amanda Hill

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Homestead

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

No

Please explain your
choice and why

We have one way in and one way out. It’s hard enough to get
out now. More traffic crossing over Great Divide won’t help, it
will only hurt.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

Thank you for hearing our perspectives and thoughts!

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Wednesday, December 7, 2022 10:26 AM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Amelia Evans
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Amelia Evans

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Falconhead West

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

Seems like a no brainer given how hard/dangerous it is to get
on/off/across 71. And hopefully this could help lessen some of
the traffic on 71 during peak travel times.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Wednesday, December 7, 2022 10:04 AM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Donna Harris
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Donna Harris

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Falconhead West

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

We need traffic off Hamilton Pool for thru traffic. I like Option 2.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

Option 2 or 4, but think 2 is better.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.
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From:                                         Ian J Molineux 
Sent:                                           Wednesday, December 7, 2022 6:31 PM
To:                                               HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Hamilton Pool Road Extension plans
 
I hereby submit my objections to your proposed plans for the Hamilton Pool Road (HPR) extension that passes through the Brown tract, crosses
Great Divide Drive (GDD), and continues into the West Village shops area.
 
 I understand that you were asked to study “get local traffic off 71 and on to local roads” but any successful solution to avoiding the main traffic
problem in this area  – the Tx71-HPR/Bee Cave Parkway intersection, necessarily provides a short-cut for HPR->Tx71 (east) commuters during
the morning peak period, and a comparable short-cut in reverse for the evening peak period. Attempts to dissuade commuters from using the
HPR extension by low speed limits, stop signs etc. will simply make the extension less attractive to local traffic but have the same cost of
building coupled to a permanent maintenance cost that will be used by fewer people. Conversely, if commuters do use the extension, thereby
avoiding the Tx71-HPR intersection, it raises the question of how they merge onto Tx71.
 
 It is unlikely that HPR->Tx71 east commuters will use the “dog-leg” around the Field of Dreams to rejoin Tx71 at an un-signalized intersection.
They will likely continue to GDD and turn left to use the also un-signalized intersection with Tx71 (TxDOT has vetoed placing a signal at GDD,
the only road out of the entire Homestead subdivision) or enter the West Village at Spanish Oaks shopping area. This latter area is obviously
not designed to handle commuter traffic.
 
 Exiting the Homestead/MeadowFox subdivisions already often necessitates a signal change at the Tx71-HPR intersection before vehicles can
safely merge onto Tx71 East (TxDOT intend to prohibit left-turns both into and out of GDD). Tx71 traffic is rapidly increasing and is expected to
increase for years to come but even now there is frequently a line of cars waiting. Adding HPR commuter traffic to the mix on GDD can only
compound the problem. It could even result in vehicles backing up to or beyond the proposed intersection of GDD and the HPR extension. I
note that your presentation described the time savings associated with select trips using the Southwest Collector Road system, and an
estimate that the HPR extension could save 60 secs in travel time. What is completely missing is an estimate of the increased time that
residents of the Homestead and MeadowFox will spend exiting their subdivisions. If such an estimate is outside your charge from the City of
Bee Cave, that should be clearly stated in your report. Similarly, as you estimate that the HPR extension will be used for ~1400 trips per day, an
unbiased report requires an estimate of the number of trips per day to and from the Homestead/MeadowFox subdivisions that pass through
the GDD-HPR extension.
 
 There is confusion about the GDD-HPR extension intersection. Your presentation shows it as two roads intersecting more or less at right
angles. The engineers present at the Open House gave mixed responses, some saying that only the extension and the road into the shopping
area would have Stop signs, traffic on GDD would not stop; other engineers had another or even no response. What your final
recommendation actually is needs to be clearly delineated in your report. However, more recent information I have read suggests that the
extension will dead-end at a T junction with GDD, with a second, significantly displaced, T-junction with the shopping area road. The latter
configuration involves blind curves at both junctions, raising a safety issue that is not mentioned. Neither is the fact that GDD is the only road
in and out of the subdivision, and thus if you recommend that additional traffic utilize GDD in order for a few drivers to save a maximum of 60
sec driving time, it necessarily exacerbates a known major safety hazard for all subdivision residents. This does not seem to be a carefully
considered option.
 
 No defensible rationale for a 68 ft plus roadway for the HPR extension is provided. Where is all this turning traffic in the center lane actually
going to? The south side of the road has been publicly slated for some form of preserve and presumably will only have limited vehicular access
points. Why should any pedestrians utilize the south shared use path when they are right next to a green area even further from the road?
There are no public plans for the north side of the extension. If it was your assumption or the charge from the City of Bee Cave to
accommodate additional access to existing Tx71-facing entities or to support potential new commercial development on either side of the
road, that position should be made clear in your report so that Bee Cave residents are informed prior to any act by City Council.
 
 I have no opinion on the proposed Southwest Collector Road system as I rarely travel in that direction. Residents of that area can provide
much more considered opinions.
 
Ian J. Molineux

Bee Cave
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Wednesday, December 7, 2022 12:12 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Jeff Rockwood
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Jeff Rockwood

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Homestead

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

No

Please explain your
choice and why

This new road does not alleviate the traffic that we have on 71
and Hamilton Pool Road.
This new road will only hurt the neighborhood of the
Homestead.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.
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From:                                         Jennifer Cunningham 
Sent:                                           Wednesday, December 7, 2022 6:47 PM
To:                                               HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Bypass input
 
I appreciate the city looking into ways to improve traffic, however I do have several comments/questions.
I am wondering why the intersection at GDD was not defined in terms of what it would look like? That information would help tremendously
to assess this proposal. That intersection would have a big impact on our daily lives in The Homestead. There is only one way in and out of our
neighborhood and putting an intersection there would most certainly cause problems. For us and for traffic coming through. Particularly in the
location proposed. I can't find any information anywhere on what that intersection is proposed to look like. There are several design options
given for HPR/71 intersection around the school but nothing about this. Please direct me to this information if I am wrong. I think this may be
why some people in our neighborhood are very upset at the idea, it has not been communicated at all.
I think the additional roadage around BCE would be very beneficial to those who need to get to the school. This does not impact me directly
but it does indirectly as I have children going to BMCS and traffic going that way is very difficult at times due to the back up at BCE specifically. I
think that part of the project is needing specific input from local residents on how it is best to be designed.
I am also wondering what can be done to have TXDOT fix the problems on the 71, which seems like a more direct and useful approach to the
major traffic issues. From 620 to Sweetwater should be made the same as the section from 620 to Bee Cave Road, i.e. 6 lane divided. My
understanding from the study is that it is expected that 9% of 71 users driving eastbound on 71 could potentially use the bypass option during
rush hour. This does nothing for the major problems westbound and reducing traffic 9% would not even likely keep up with growth in the area.
Thank you for the opportunity for input from citizens. Traffic is most definitely a major problem in our area.
Sincerely,
Jennifer Cunningham

Bee Cave, TX 
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Wednesday, December 7, 2022 6:51 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Jennifer Cunningham
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Jennifer Cunningham

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Maybe, it depends on which option is chosen

Please explain your
choice and why

I am wondering why the intersection at GDD was not defined in
terms of what it would look like? That information would help
tremendously to assess this proposal. That intersection would
have a big impact on our daily lives in The Homestead. There
is only one way in and out of our neighborhood and putting an
intersection there would most certainly cause problems. For us
and for traffic coming through. Particularly in the location
proposed. I can't find any information anywhere on what that
intersection is proposed to look like. There are several design
options given for HPR/71 intersection around the school but
nothing about this. Please direct me to this information if I am
wrong. I think this may be why some people in our
neighborhood are very upset at the idea, it has not been
communicated at all. 
I think the additional roadage around BCE would be very
beneficial to those who need to get to the school. This does
not impact me directly but it does indirectly as I have children
going to BMCS and traffic going that way is very difficult at
times due to the back up at BCE specifically. I think that part of
the project is needing specific input from local residents on
how it is best to be designed.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

I am also wondering what can be done to have TXDOT fix the
problems on the 71, which seems like a more direct and useful
approach to the major traffic issues. From 620 to Sweetwater
should be made the same as the section from 620 to Bee Cave
Road, i.e. 6 lane divided. My understanding from the study is
that it is expected that 9% of 71 users driving eastbound on 71
could potentially use the bypass option during rush hour. This
does nothing for the major problems westbound and reducing
traffic 9% would not even likely keep up with growth in the
area.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Wednesday, December 7, 2022 1:34 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Jerry Wiggins
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Jerry Wiggins

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Falconhead/Spillman Ranch

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

I don't have a strong opinion either way

Please explain your
choice and why

Honestly, this project more directly affects the Homestead,
Bella Colinas, and Falconhead West. Our neighborhood's
primary entrance/exit is not on Highway 71, and our children do
not go to Bee Cave Elementary. While I'm glad that you
informed us of the project, I think that those three
neighborhoods should have the most say overall in shaping
the direction of this project. Especially the Homestead and
Bella Colinas since the roads will be going through their
neighborhoods.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

Not on this project. If you wanted to discuss the Vail Divide
extension and how that will bring additional cut through traffic
to our neighborhood, then I think everyone in Falconhead
would be up for that discussion.

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Wednesday, December 7, 2022 11:25 AM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Jill Carlucci-Martin
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Jill Carlucci-Martin

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

The Homestead

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

No

Please explain your
choice and why

This does not at all address the root of the traffic problem. A
small collection road will only ruin the Brown tract which is
supposed to be a park, and create a traffic nightmare and
egress danger for residents of the Homestead. On top of this it
will only save a commuter 60 whole seconds on their drive. The
perceived benefits are heavily outweighed by the negatives of
added traffic, noise and pollution to a place where there is less
right now. Please instead use your power as an elected official
to try your hardest to get funding from the state to widen 71,
which is the root of the problem - overdevelopment without the
foresight of proper infrastructure.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

Please consider a development moratorium until the
infrastructure can catch up, as Dripping Springs did.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Wednesday, December 7, 2022 11:41 AM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Leslie Evans
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Leslie Evans

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

The Homestead

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

No

Please explain your
choice and why

We am in favor of marking updates that will help Bee Cave
Elem with the one way traffic, if that will turkey help. I am not for
a bypass from HPR to Great Divide as it will go right through
the Brown Property that is entended to be a green space/park
and I feel adding this road will take away from the atmosphere
that was intended when it was gifted to the city. I also worry
about the safety of citizens of my neighborhood with all the
additional traffic. We will already see quite an increase with the
addition of the Village shops, apartments, and offices. I truly do
not see any true traffic benefit to adding it. The only way to
keep commuters from using it would be to add speed bumps
and additional stop signs.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.
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From:                                         Mark Anthon
Sent:                                           Wednesday, December 7, 2022 1:29 PM
To:                                               HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     HPR Alternative Access Study
 
I was not able to attend the preliminary public meeting, so I apologize if any of these issues have already been addressed.
 
My understanding is that the purpose of the current study is to: "Identify potential solutions to reduce reliance on State road network for local
traffic, to ultimately increase network efficiency by providing alternate routes."
 
My primary questions address the HPR extension concept, which would connect Hamilton Pool road to Shops Parkway.
 
I hope the study will attempt to address the amount of "non-local traffic" trips using this proposed extension as a way to avoid the traffic light
at 71 and HPR (or the proposed realigned HPR). Unless the delay is comparable to or greater than the delay at the 71 intersection, a large
fraction of non-local drivers will be expected to explore and adopt the alternate route. This will of course greatly reduce any benefit to local
traffic.
 
I also hope the study will attempt to quantify the effects on Homestead residents who utilize Great Divide as a sole method of ingress/egress.
It is clear that the additional traffic, both local and non-local, can only increase the transit times for Homestead residents. I would expect
similar issues for Spanish Oaks, although these will perhaps be less severe due to multiple access points there.
 
Since most/all businesses along this proposed corridor currently have access on 71, the purpose appears to be a way to ferry traffic from HPR
directly to Great Divide (and vice versa). This suggests fairly free flowing traffic, which of course will further encourage cut-through drivers.
Multiple stops along this path to slow traffic and make it less attractive as a short cut will also make it less beneficial to local traffic.
 
Finally, an estimate of the amount of impervious cover created by such a roadway would be beneficial to understand, especially since it abuts
one of the largest green spaces in Bee Cave. Also, although perhaps outside the scope of this particular study, it is worth noting that
implementation of such a roadway will obviously lead to development and further impervious cover in this area.
 
Thank you for your consideration.
 
Mark Anthony
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Wednesday, December 7, 2022 5:03 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Nicholas Martin
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Nicholas Martin

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Homestead

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

No

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.

D-124

https://www.jotform.com/edit/5462633786323648425?utm_source=emailfooter&utm_medium=email&utm_term=223316706249052&utm_content=edit_submissions&utm_campaign=notification_email_footer_submission_links&email_type=notification
https://www.jotform.com/tables/223316706249052?utm_source=sheetsemailfooter&utm_medium=email&utm_term=223316706249052&utm_content=view_all_submissions&utm_campaign=notification_email_footer_submission_links


From:                                         Niti M
Sent:                                           Wednesday, December 7, 2022 4:58 PM
To:                                               HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Cc:                                               Kara A. King; Andrew Rebber; Andrea D. Willott; chohl@beecavetexas.gov; aclark@beecavetexas.gov;

khight@beecavetexas.gov; Taylor Cripe
Subject:                                     Concerns about HPR Bypass
 
Dear All,
 
I am writing to express my concern around the HPR bypass as a resident of the Homestead. I moved to this beautiful city 1.5 years ago. Please
see my points of concern listed below:
 
1) I am deeply concerned about the safety for entering/exiting the great divide drive which is our sole point of entry to the neighborhood. I
also didn't see any data presented on the impact of traffic on the neighborhood's only road. With the current bus situation in our district, I end
up driving every day to pick/drop off kids in 2 different schools. If the bypass traffic starts to take over, getting in and out will get even more
stressful and unsafe. I was also concerned to see the blind spots that the curves in the road will create.
 
2)While safety is a very big concern, I do share another serious concern of the ability to preserve the beauty of the Brown property. Having
moved recently from California where there are so many more county/state parks that give access to the public, a lot of beautiful land in Texas
is privately owned. I was pleased to hear that our city has bought this nature gem. But if we slice and dice this gem with roads that will bring in
so much traffic, noise, pollution, and add the parking lots on top of it, what will remain there? By preserving it and making it into a nature
center, you will be doing future generations of not only Bee Cave but also other surrounding cities a huge favor which will let them explore
native flora, fauna, pollinators and provide access to the beautiful creek.
 
3)Finally, I wanted to share with you a conversation that I had with my work colleague a few months ago. My colleague who recently moved to
Dripping Springs lives near the intersection of HPR and RR12. I work at AMD and commute to Southwest parkway. When I mentioned to him, I
live on great divide dr., his response was that he knows where it is and he can't wait for that bypass to open up that will connect HPR with the
great divide so that he can use it to escape the traffic on HPR/71 intersection. I was shocked because as a fairly new resident, I wasn't even
aware of the thoroughfare plan. I am mentioning this so that you don't make assumptions that this bypass is for Bee Cave locals who are
getting to the shops. Thanks to google maps, anyone and everyone will be using it to cut across and we will be seeing a lot more accidents.
 
I hope you don't approve the HPR bypass but instead consider pursuing TXDOT for adding more lanes to 71.
 
Thanks for hearing me out,
Niti
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Wednesday, December 7, 2022 2:13 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form -
 

Feedback Form

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Falconhead

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

Option 2. The location of the elementary school causes a huge
safety risk due to traffic backing up and the realignment of the
road away from that for separate travelers is important.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Wednesday, December 7, 2022 9:26 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Paul Smith
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Paul Smith

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Falconhead West

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

I don't have a strong opinion either way

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

It does not seem to me that these roads will truly help long-
term. HWY71 will continue to have more lights/traffic and make
travel through to Austin or where ever much longer. Are there
any plans to make a 71 bypass that would go around Bee
Cave Proper and make the current 71 - 71-Bus? I assume this
would have to be well south of 71. This seems like the only
thing that would have a significant long-term benefit.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Wednesday, December 7, 2022 7:56 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Scott Carlson
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Scott Carlson

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Falconhead West

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

Something needs to get done.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

Clint did a very good job presenting the issue and possible
solution.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.
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From:                                         Scott Cronk 
Sent:                                           Wednesday, December 7, 2022 8:53 AM
To:                                               HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     HPR Comments
 
Thanks for the community outreach on the HPR extension.
 
It seems that any solution would still require:

1. A west side (Twin Acres) entrance/exit from LTYA Field of Dreams is a necessity A single exit from LTYA FOD is not an acceptable
solution.

a. From this west exit it would be great to allow folks to go the HPR/71 light & also have an option to tie in further South on HPR
to go each toward Drip. A lot of the backup on Twin Acres when FOD’s is exiting is folks trying to turn left (South I believe)
onto HPR similar to option 4.

2. Any connection to 71 should consider the impact to parking and traffic flow at LTYA as well. We will still need to drive around
baseball field 1 and park. Parking is already limited at LTYA FOD and the loss of parking would clearly have an impact.

a. Would it make more sense to run that connector straight out and include another access point to LTYA FOD?
 
Thanks,
 
Scott
 
PS: these are my personal views and not the views of LTYA.

 
 
 

 
Sent from Mail for Windows
 
 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.

D-129

https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?LinkId=550986


From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, December 8, 2022 11:38 AM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - brian berg
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) brian berg

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Falconhead west

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

Additional infrastructure is needed - i don't see any downside.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

Vail Divide/Spillman Ranch Loop cut-through traffic (volume,
speed, noise) is a major concern for me.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, December 8, 2022 9:04 AM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Carolyn Ohls
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Carolyn Ohls

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Falconhead West

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

To relieve the congestion and fatalities on Hwy 71

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, December 8, 2022 3:58 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Christopher Sweeney
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Christopher Sweeney

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

No

Please explain your
choice and why

As much as traffic is a problem the proposed road does't make
a significant impact on the problem when several thousand
homes are coming to Spicewood, the road can't handle the
volume necessary to address the congestion, it adversely
impacts neighborhoods such at The Homestead and Spanish
Oaks, TX DOT needs to address the major traffic issues with a
significant improvement plan.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

Unfortunately proposed efforts like this are well intended but
fall very short of addressing the problem at hand. TX DOT
needs to get focused on the immediate and longterm issues on
71 and Bee Cave is not equipped to address a problem of this
scale without adversely impacting city residents for little to no
improvement.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, December 8, 2022 4:03 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Curt Sexton
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Curt Sexton

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Homestead

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

No

Please explain your
choice and why

I do not agree that diverting traffic through our neighborhood
provides benefit to local residents especially our neighborhood
and that improved traffic on 71 would make much more sense.
this also impacts environmental areas along creek and further
clogs our primary and only egress route.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, December 8, 2022 11:13 AM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - David Galvan
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) David Galvan

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Falconhead West

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

I am in favor of the City doing anything reasonable to remove
traffic off congested arteries, regardless if they are city, county
or state roadways, onto alternate routes. I realize that these
alternate roadways will impact certain neighborhoods
negatively but we have to do what is best for everyone!

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

I would like to thank the mayor, the council, the manager and
city staff for having the political will to address this massive
issue now rather than ignoring it at this time as it only going to
get worse.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, December 8, 2022 1:16 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Frank Smith
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Frank Smith

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Falconhead West

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

Traffic on Hamilton Pool Road has increased dramatically in
the last 7-8 years and continues to today. Something has to be
done such as an alternate route which prevents all that traffic
dumping on to Highway 71 which all seen substantial growth
west toward Spicewood and beyond. The southerly alternate
route is a very good partial solution and the quicker the better.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, December 8, 2022 3:14 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Isaac Garcia
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Isaac Garcia

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Falconhead

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

Faster access and less traffic everywhere. As traffic on
Hamilton Pool increases with future development additional
infrastructure is required.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

I'm very concerned about a significant increase in traffic
through Falconhead West and Falconhead from the new Vaid
Divide connector particularly to Lake Travis High School.
Speed and traffic mitigation through the peaceful
neighborhood should be a top priority or Falconhead will need
to implement a gate system of some sort. Volume is going to
significantly increase thru Falconhead as it is a shortcut to
Lake Travis High School and Lakeway that avoids multiple
lights and 620 traffic.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, December 8, 2022 5:23 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Jace Ainsworth
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Jace Ainsworth

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Canyonside at Falconhead West

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

Bee cave’s growth requires this because of current traffic
patterns that will worsen in the future. If we want to continue to
have the kind of lifestyle we currently have, these are
necessary.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

Bee cave city employees do a fantastic job. We love it here
and appreciate all you do!

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, December 8, 2022 2:52 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - John Colman
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) John Colman

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Homestead

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

No

Please explain your
choice and why

1) It destroys a part of the Brown property - which was sold to
the city to save it from development.
2) It does not solve the problem of congestion on 71 and the
71/HPR intersection.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, December 8, 2022 9:18 AM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Larry Ohls
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Larry Ohls

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Falcon Head West

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

We need alternative routes in the event of wrecks or disabled
vehicles.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

The issue came up last night about the volume of traffic east
bound in the Afternoon. I believe a large portion is the Bee
Cave middle school pick ups. I wonder if an incentive to use
the school bus would have an effect. Of course we would need
drivers. We realize that we are OLD and when we had school
age kids we didn't give them an option...they got their butts on
the bus.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.

D-139

https://www.jotform.com/edit/5463218641527103748?utm_source=emailfooter&utm_medium=email&utm_term=223316706249052&utm_content=edit_submissions&utm_campaign=notification_email_footer_submission_links&email_type=notification
https://www.jotform.com/tables/223316706249052?utm_source=sheetsemailfooter&utm_medium=email&utm_term=223316706249052&utm_content=view_all_submissions&utm_campaign=notification_email_footer_submission_links


From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, December 8, 2022 4:59 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Leigh Polzin
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Leigh Polzin

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Homestead

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

No

Please explain your
choice and why

I believe the HPR road is an extremely expensive endeavor to
shave 60 seconds off a commute. All of which comes at the
expense of the Homestead neighborhood. Not only will we deal
with excessive (and potentially dangerous) traffic in our only
entrance and exit into our neighborhood, but it will not solve
the traffic problem at the HPR light. My fear is the proposed
road won’t become a local connection to shopping but rather a
perceived shortcut for commuters through the Homestead,
which would lead to speeding and excessive traffic making it
difficult and dangerous for us to come and go in our
neighborhood.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

Can you please address how you can assure the safety and
access at the Great Divide intersection? And how this will meet
up with the proposed entrance into the future Spanish Oak
shopping area? And if the city does plan on doing a stop sign
or light or traffic circle at the Great Divide intersection, does
that impact the proposed 60 seconds of saved commuter time?

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, December 8, 2022 12:38 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - María Kean
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) María Kean

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Falconhead West

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

I support the project of adding the access roads , I believe this
will easy the traffic on 71 making it safer for all residential
commuters on this busy road with a history of almost daily
accidents.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

Thank you for organizing meetings in the neighborhoods, Bee
Cave will take care us and we will take Bee Care, thankful for
our mayor King.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, December 8, 2022 3:57 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Michelle Sexton
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Michelle Sexton

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Homestead

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

No

Please explain your
choice and why

No reason... just add a lane or two to hwy 71

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

Do not disrupt Little Barton Creek or build a giant bridge and
charge it to Bee Cave. The bridge is not needed... only larger
culverts.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, December 8, 2022 2:42 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form -
 

Feedback Form

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Falconhead west

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

Need to have devices in turn lanes to prevent people from
doing U-turns or passing in areas where there is not a place to
turn

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, December 8, 2022 12:21 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form -
 

Feedback Form

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

Better access to Spanish Oaks

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, December 8, 2022 9:56 AM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form -
 

Feedback Form

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

FHW

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

HPR & 71 is bottlenecked and dangerous.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, December 8, 2022 9:01 AM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form -
 

Feedback Form

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Falconhead West

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

These peripheral roads will help alleviate congestion on 71,
improve overall traffic flow, reduce time spent in traffic and
increase safety for numerous (currently) dangerous
intersections.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

Incorporate, into this proposed road, an OBNOXIOUSLY
ENORMOUS, GIGANTIC, BEHEMOTH of an overpass over
Great Divide Drive to assuage The Homestead's concerns of
increased traffic in their neighborhood.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, December 8, 2022 4:36 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form -
 

Feedback Form

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

The Homestead

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

No

Please explain your
choice and why

I would like to see the Brown property remain pristine. Think of
it like New York city and Central park which they preserved for
their residence without traffic going through (except for horse
drawn carriages). The other issue you have is that the Thomas
ranch (projected build out 3500 homes with shops,
restaurants, their own city, etc.) that will be developed off of 71
and Paleface road will bring an enormous amount of traffic
through our city and the city needs to put pressure on TXDOT
to resolve the issues on 71 before it becomes even a bigger
problem. Having the City of Bee Cave take up road building
and later have the tax payer pay for the maintenance from
everyone else that travels through here is ridiculous. This is
definitely not a win win situation.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

I will say it again, I don't like a road through Bee Cave Central
Park. Turn the old Revival into a parking lot that people can
park and access Central park from there. Keep the patrons
safety first when visiting Bee Cave Central Park.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, December 8, 2022 11:11 AM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Olga Yang
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Olga Yang

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Falconheadwest

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

I don’t have a specific choice… in general, anything that
alleviates the traffic volume on H71, I’m in favor of.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Paige 
Sent:                                           Thursday, December 8, 2022 9:20 AM
To:                                               HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     HPR Bypass
 
Good Morning,
 
Thank you for taking comments on the HPR bypass and I hope that you consider my thoughts below. My name is Paige and I moved into the
Homestead about two years ago. My husband has a business in Bee cave and we love living in this community.
 
 I am writing to address the part of the HPR bypass that will impact our neighborhood and hope that the bias that the council tends to display
against the Homestead can be put aside. We are often judged by a few bad players and it seems unfair. As a new member of the Homestead, I
do feel as though there is a prejudice against us and have been troubled to see it displayed in public forums and on social media. I have come
to know so many amazing people that live in our neighborhood and I hope that the council can embrace us and listen to our concerns.
 
Regarding the HPR bypass and the intersection on Great Divide Dr, I have a few specific issues and am against the connection of the bypass
through Great Divide Dr to Hamilton Pool Rd. My concerns are listed below:
 
1. Unlike most neighborhoods in Bee Cave, We only have one way in and out. The new traffic will make it difficult to enter and exit our
neighborhood. I also believe it will create many safety issues for the residents of the Homestead. Not only will the traffic cause concern, but
the layout of the bridge and new road creates blind spots. Our neighborhood has over 200 homes, no sidewalks, livestock and this decreases
our safety if we would be in the situation where we would have to evacuate in the case of wildfire… with so many residents and animals.
 
2. We are excited for the future of the Brown property and that residents of Bee Cave will have access to this land. We need to preserve as
much green space in Bee cave as we can because this is what draws people to our community and I do believe that the council has worked hard
to create a balance between open natural spaces and local business. I just ask that you reconsider a road that will split up the brown property
and create pollution and noise in a space that could be a sanctuary for all residents.
 
I hope that differences and prejudice can be put aside and that the council can look past the few outspoken bad players in the homestead and
hear our concerns. This will drastically impact our neighborhood and the lives of many of your Bee Cave residents.
 
 
Thanks,
Paige Moore

 
 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, December 8, 2022 5:53 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Robert MNunez
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Robert MNunez

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

The Homestead

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

No

Please explain your
choice and why

Diverting highway through a neighborhood and shopping
center does not make sense. If the highway and or intersection
is a problem,Fix that. The intersection of HPR and 71 will
continue to be a problem because of Spicewood extensions. 
Address and Fix the problem.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, December 8, 2022 12:01 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Steven Jones
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Steven Jones

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Canyonside at Falconhead West

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

Increased mobility and lower commute times. The traffic on 71
is bad.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

The presentation of the options was very confusing so I can
not give feedback on which one I prefer. I trust the
professionals will make the best choice

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, December 8, 2022 9:55 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Terry Irion
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Terry Irion

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Falconhead

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

We need alternate connective streets to the state highway
corridors. 

The plan to provide east/west alternative routes south of Hwy
71 is good but we also need a north/ south alternative to FM
620. We should look for a way to extend Willy Way north of
Ladera to Falconhead Blvd.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

I do not think a 2 cent property tax should be sacrosanct if we
could have improved mobility and quality if life with a 5 to 10
cent tax rate.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, December 8, 2022 7:00 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Tom Myers
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Tom Myers

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

The Homestead

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

No

Please explain your
choice and why

The Great Divide street is our only access in or out of the
neighborhood. This street, the Spanish.Oaks neighborhood
main entrance as well as the proposed addition of Spanish
Oaks entrance are all to be confounded traffic wise in or out
with this proposed Hamilton Pool bypass road. There is no
relief of traffic on Hamilton Pool road or highway 71. We tax
payers do not want this city to saddle us with a multimillion
dollar constructed road or it’s forever maintenance. Tex Dot is
the responsible authority on state and farm roads. The
impervious runoff exacerbates our low water crossing flooding.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

Synchronizing the through traffic lights on highway 71 and
Hamilton pool road to accommodate the rush hour traffic would
eliminate much of the bogged standing traffic, waiting at traffic
lights .
The Brown property is pristine creek front park land property.
Better serving the Bee Cave city and its neighbors.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, December 8, 2022 4:07 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Vivek Sundararaman
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Vivek Sundararaman

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

FalconheadWest

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

Will help mitigate the congestion on HWY 71

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Friday, December 9, 2022 7:03 AM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Alex Russian
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Alex Russian

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Falconhead

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

We support whatever can help reduce traffic. Need more local
roads to support local people.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

Another entrance into Falconhead would also be nice.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Friday, December 9, 2022 8:58 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Gail Perkins
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Gail Perkins

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Falconhead West

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

The mounting number of serious traffic accidents, hit and runs
and red light running scares me to death. I don't want to drive
on 71. It will only get worse with all the new developments
being built.⁹

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Friday, December 9, 2022 10:15 AM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Lou Anthony
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Lou Anthony

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Homestead

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

No

Please explain your
choice and why

Traffic impact on Hwy 71 would be minimal, but the impact on
the Homestead neighborhood would be extremely negative

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

Thank you for making this link available

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Friday, December 9, 2022 6:03 AM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Mark Herbert
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Mark Herbert

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Homestead

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

No

Please explain your
choice and why

The HPR Bypass will create extreme congestion at the
entrance to our neighborhood. This will make our property
values decrease and lower the quality of living in The
Homestead. 
Engineers, other experts and common sense have made it
clear that this project has no value for our neighborhood; this
will be permanent damage to The Homestead.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

There appear to be no sensible justification for this road. We
have yet to understand how this is a benefit to Bee Caves.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.

D-158

https://www.jotform.com/edit/5463965990276855121?utm_source=emailfooter&utm_medium=email&utm_term=223316706249052&utm_content=edit_submissions&utm_campaign=notification_email_footer_submission_links&email_type=notification
https://www.jotform.com/tables/223316706249052?utm_source=sheetsemailfooter&utm_medium=email&utm_term=223316706249052&utm_content=view_all_submissions&utm_campaign=notification_email_footer_submission_links


From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Friday, December 9, 2022 8:46 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Marsie Stauch
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Marsie Stauch

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Bee Caves West

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Maybe, it depends on which option is chosen

Please explain your
choice and why

There is absolutely no reason to connect the Collector road to
Avispa Way via Cueva. The roads in the Bee Cave West
subdivision - most traveled are Avispa Way and Cueva - are
too narrow and extra traffic on those roads daily is very
hazardous. Plus the option to turn left off Cueva onto HPR is
dangerous and will cause a backup of traffic in the
neighborhood (BCW). Why would the city of Bee Cave want to
spend so much money on such a short extension of Cueva
when any traffic that wants to travel on the Collector roads can
easily get to 71 and not have to go thru BCW and use HPR.
Then if the traffic does come thru BCW via Cueva - the City of
Bee Cave will have to spend more money making Cueva and
Avispa Way safe to handle the increase of traffic. Seems like a
waste of money for the city of Bee Cave.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

The water tower maintenance people have mentioned they
would love to have easy and direct access to travel to & from
71. The big trucks have trouble with the smaller roads in BCW.
So figure out a way for the trucks to easily access 71. AGAIN,
there is absolutely no good reason to spend money on the
Cueva extension from the collector road to connect to Avispa
Way. Total waste of the city of Bee Cave money.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.

D-159

https://www.jotform.com/edit/5464495666175103813?utm_source=emailfooter&utm_medium=email&utm_term=223316706249052&utm_content=edit_submissions&utm_campaign=notification_email_footer_submission_links&email_type=notification
https://www.jotform.com/tables/223316706249052?utm_source=sheetsemailfooter&utm_medium=email&utm_term=223316706249052&utm_content=view_all_submissions&utm_campaign=notification_email_footer_submission_links


From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Friday, December 9, 2022 8:57 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Ryan Hahn
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Ryan Hahn

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Falconhead west

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

Safety and mobility for our residents

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

As a resident since 2011, I’ve seen the growth, highway 71 is
so dangerous I consider moving often, even though I love this
community. I’m so thankful our leaders are coming up with
solutions. I favor option 4, moving HPR away from Bee Cave
elementary is very important for the on going safety of
students, parents and staff. Thank you for taking action so we
don’t have to wait for the state to feel safe on our local roads!

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Friday, December 9, 2022 10:37 AM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Ted Tarsa
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Ted Tarsa

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Falconhead West

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Maybe, it depends on which option is chosen

Please explain your
choice and why

My main concern is increased cut-through traffic on Vail Divide
through Falconhead West and Falconhead from Hwy 71 to RR
620 when Vail Divide is connected to HPR, since my home
fronts Vail Divide at Swiss Alps Court. Whichever option
minimizes this impact would be of most interest to me. I need
more information to know which option would reduce my
concern.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

It turns out that the 8-10 stop signs along Vail Divide from Hwy
71 to RR 620, through Falconhead West and Falconhead will
be helpful impediments to my cut-through traffic concerns, in
addition to Hwy 71/Vail Divide traffic light signaling. However,
typical driver stop sign behavior is terrible, so enforcement will
have to increase in practice, and reputationally, so that word is
out that Vail Divide traffic signs are strictly enforced.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Saturday, December 10, 2022 12:43 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Connie Thurman
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Connie Thurman

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Falconhead west

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

It should ease up on traffic on hwy 71

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Saturday, December 10, 2022 12:01 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Richard Perkins
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Richard Perkins

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Falcon Head West

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

We need to be proactive in handling traffic problems. Waiting
for others to solve the issue is not productive. I believe that
parallel access roads on both sides of 71 would help the traffic
problem. In addition, builders should be required to provide
these roads as a condition of getting approval to build. They
should also be required to provide additional money to the city
for road issues predicated on the number of residents
expected to be housed in an area. I believe that currently, they
do not contribute a significant amount of money compared to
the impact they are having on the community.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Sunday, December 11, 2022 10:26 AM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Bob Yang
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Bob Yang

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Falconhead West

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

We need an alternate route in the event that HWY 71 gets
shutdown for an accident. And even more important, another
access for emergency vehicles if HWY 71 gets shut down and
is impassable.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

The proposed road does not seem to be through the middle of
any subdivision, but on the borders of them at worst, so
minimal additional traffic through those subdivisions. It's not
like adding a Vail Divide situation.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Sunday, December 11, 2022 9:29 AM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Byron & Cynthia Ehlert
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Byron & Cynthia Ehlert

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Bee Caves West

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Maybe, it depends on which option is chosen

Please explain your
choice and why

I DO NOT, NOR DOES ANYONE ELSE IN "BEE CAVES WEST"
SUBDIVISION LIKE OR WANT THE "SOUTHWEST
COLLECTOR" GRANTED OR CONSTRUCTED. THIS WOULD
ONLY BRING TRAFFIC TO A HISTORICALLY QUIET
NEIGHBORHOOD THAT THE CURRENT ROADS ARE OUR
ONLY MEANS OF A QUIET WALK SAFELY WITHOUT THE
DANGER OF THOROUGHFARE TRAFFIC ON ROADS WHICH
CANNOT HANDLE BILATERAL TRAFFIC WELL AS IT IS, NOR
IS THERE ENOUGH REAL ESTATE TO WIDEN...

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

I'M NOT NECESSARILY OPPOSED TO THE HAMILTON POOL
EXTENSION, BUT THE "SOUTHWEST COLLECTOR" IS NOT A
GOOD IDEA; THE "VAIL DIVIDE" EXTENSION IS MUCH MORE
APPROPRIATE TO INTERSECT HPR; THE ROAD IS ALREADY
ESTABLISHED AND WAS DESIGNED FOR MORE
TRAFFIC...IMPLEMENTING A ROAD THROUGH A VERY
QUITE NEIGHBORHOOD IS JUST PLAIN RIDICULOUS...IT
WOULD ULTIMATELY DEVALUE OUR PROPERTIES, INDUCE
A MUCH HIGHER RISK OF DANGER TO US AND OUR
NEIGHBORS FOR QUITE WALKS ON THE STREET SINCE
THIS IS THE ONLY HARD SURFACE TO WALK ON...THERE
ARE NO SIDEWALKS IN BEE CAVES WEST SUBDIVISION AS
THERE ARE IN OTHER NEWER NEIGHBORHOODS.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Sunday, December 11, 2022 2:01 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Susan Scallon
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Susan Scallon

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Homestead

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

No

Please explain your
choice and why

It does not appear that the study supports the need for the
bypass. There simply is not a proper way to spend my tax
dollars. T dot should be paying for road improvements to Hwy
71. 
Travis County and WCID approving too much development
when we do not have proper infrastructure including water and
electricity. 
The city of Bee Cave should not take this on at the tax payers’
expense. It’s a lousy solution with very little benefit.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

I would like very much for the Bee Cave council to solve the
pressing health and safety of the residents in the Homestead
by causing even more restriction to getting out of our only
egress out of the neighborhood. With the proposed
commercial development at our doorstep adding traffic at our
only egress for fire, I much prefer you spend your time and tax
dollars for safety and get an emergency egress out if this
neighborhood. 
Thank you

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Monday, December 12, 2022 12:37 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Chris Stevenson
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Chris Stevenson

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Bee Cave West

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

No

Please explain your
choice and why

Way too much investment and negative impact in oldest
neighborhoods in Bee Cave… Homestead and Bee Cave West
for a very minimal return.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

What is the desperate push for this plan to be approved and
executed?

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Monday, December 12, 2022 8:23 AM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Michael Murphy
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Michael Murphy

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Falconhead West

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Maybe, it depends on which option is chosen

Please explain your
choice and why

I think adding an access road from Hamilton Pool east is a
good idea. It will hopefully reduce traffic at 71 and Hamilton
Pool. It would also allow residents of Terra and Bella Colinas
an alternate route using Hamilton Pool to Vail Divide extension.
I am concerned about the other access roads in that people
would not use them because of the multiple stop signs needed
as well as to get back on 71 going West they will have to make
left turns at lights which will get backed up and cause more
congestion on 71.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Monday, December 12, 2022 1:16 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Nell Penridge
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Nell Penridge

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Bee Cave West

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

No

Please explain your
choice and why

This hurts 2 of the oldest neighborhoods in Bee Cave and will
cost a huge amount for so little positive return. Maybe Falcon
head West will benefit by a few extra minutes but at what cost
to the Brown Property and to Bee Cave West and the
Homestead? Why the incredible push for this to be
approved.?? Let’s see what improvements Vail Divide will result
in. I just can’t go along with this huge investment for such
minimal return.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

If you can do nothing else Remove Cueva Drive from the
Thoroughfare plan… please.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Tuesday, December 13, 2022 9:21 AM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Jaclyn Tully
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Jaclyn Tully

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Homestead

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Maybe, it depends on which option is chosen

Please explain your
choice and why

I’m concerned about cut through commuter traffic moving the
congestion and unsafe driving onto our neighborhood roads.
I’m not convinced this project is fiscally responsible. And I want
to preserve the Brown tract as a nature area as much as
possible.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Tuesday, December 13, 2022 7:00 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Sammy Tamporello
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Sammy Tamporello

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Falconhead West

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

Help with the daily traffic

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, December 15, 2022 5:14 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Jardin Loeffler
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Jardin Loeffler

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Uplands

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

We desperately need an alternate route when there are
emergencies, wrecks, and heavy traffic in general. It
sometimes takes an hour to get from the Uplands to Bee Cave
Middle School in the morning and afternoon and that is with no
wrecks just traffic. I’m born and raised here and don’t want to
see new roads take more land more than anyone probably but
our roads can no longer hold all the growth. The intersections
are incredibly dangerous because of all the people running the
red lights out of frustration from sitting for too long in the traffic.
I believe we are going to continue to explode in growth and
need to address the addition of new roads immediately. I
disagree on the widening of 71 not being the answer to many
of these problems. If more cars could get through the light at
71 and Hamilton pool both turning left from 71 or coming
across the Parkway it would get a lot more people moving
through and less frustration. Bee cave parkway needs to break
into 4 lanes at the 71 light, left turn, 2 straight, right turn. On
71 2 left turn onto Hamilton Pool, 2 straight, 1 right turn into
Parkway. I have land on Hamilton Pool and a lakehouse in
Spicewood and there is a large problem any direction you go.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

A study needs to be done on the safety with Vail Divide
connecting to Hamilton Pool by BCMS. There is no room for
traffic to flow with school pickup lines and kids using the
crosswalk. I would like to see this explained in detail. Cars park
on the road, kids are running and riding bikes, traffic is backed
up to 71. It’s already dangerous.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Sunday, December 18, 2022 1:57 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Catherine Kirtane
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Catherine Kirtane

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Terra Colinas

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

No

Please explain your
choice and why

This will increase traffic in my neighborhood and puts my kids
at risk. I have a 2 and 4 year old and we already have traffic
and speeding cars from middle school parents cutting through
our side streets to get to the middle school. Expand 71 to be 3
lanes each side instead of putting our kids at risk. Or increase
funding for school buses or introduce public transportation to
reduce cars on the roads.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Tuesday, December 20, 2022 2:52 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Alexia Moods
 

Feedback Form

Name (Optional) Alexia Moods

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Terra colinas

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

No

Please explain your
choice and why

Noise pollution. Added emissions, cut through on Cinca terra,
speed limit too high- 30-35. No limit on size of vehicles. No
speed deterrents like speed bumps. Already too much with the
no stop signs by summer moon to Palermo.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

Reduces value of a lovely neighborhood!

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.
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content is safe.
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From:                                         David Graham 
Sent:                                           Tuesday, December 20, 2022 3:08 AM
To:                                               HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Road Feedback
 
As a person who watched the horror of Silicon Valley growth, and now, after 20 plus years of seeing the same thing in Bee Cave/Greater
Austin. A few points of suggestion.
The Bee Cave Parkway/Galleria was built without shoulders, bike lanes and utilities right up against the road at a time when it was just
scrub/ranch land, a huge wasted opportunity to make a safer roadway.
Turn lanes, over/under pass designs are critical and should never be abandoned due to cost, the ability to avoid bottlenecks and accommodate
future growth is undeniable. Freeway/tolls or both are inevitable, so the faster land and right of ways are secured, the lower the cost.
Bee Cave/Lakeway have allowed developers to over build without hitting each new development with costs for traffic mitigation charges, this
needs to change fast.
David Graham
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From: Jotform
To: jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject: Re: Feedback Form - Nancy Woodbridge
Date: Monday, December 26, 2022 8:32:10 PM

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Nancy Woodbridge

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Falconhead

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

I think it is important for the city to provide alternate roadways
for the Texas highways that run through the city. I would be
wonderful to have an alternative route when accidents or
unexpected road closures occur on 71, HPR and/or 620. This
proposed road is a good step in that direction.  

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

I hope the city of Bee Cave will look at similar alternate roads
for 620. It would be great to be able to get from HCG to
Falconhead without needing to go on either 71 or 620.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
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1

Brock Miller

From: Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent: Thursday, December 29, 2022 9:06 PM
To: jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject: Re: Feedback Form - Stephen Chen

  

To help protect your privacy, 
Micro so ft Office prevented  
auto matic downlo ad o f this  
picture from the Internet.
Jo tform
Logo

 

  
  

  

   Feedback Form   

        
 

  

  

Name (Optional) Stephen Chen 

Which neighborhood do 
you live in? 

Sweetwater 

Address  

In general, are you in 
favor of Bee Cave 
building these access 
roads? 

Yes 

Please explain your 
choice and why 

It would help redirect some traffic off 71 and alleviate 
bottlenecks in the peak hours. However, this is a temporary 
solution as the increase in population growth further west where 
Sweetwater, Rough Hollow, West Cypress Hills and new 
developments will neccesitate SH 71 expansion. Improving the 
safety of SH 71 is what our community needs most as there 
have been too many lives lost due to danger zones around 
Pedernales Summit Pkwy and Bee Creek Road and Serene 
Hills Drive.  

Is there anything else you 
would like to add? 

The alternative HPR access roads will help some traffic but 
does not address the bigger picture problem of continued 
exponential population growth in an area where the main 
highway is very unsafe to travel because there is no middle 
concrete divider. Please put in concrete barriers at the entrance 
in front of Sweetwater so oncoming traffic head on collisions 
can be mitigated.  

Would you like us to 
contact you if we need 
more input? If so, please 
leave your Email address: 

 

 

  

  
 

      
  You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.   
  

 

  

  

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

D-177



From: Jotform
To: jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject: Re: Feedback Form - Nick Grossman
Date: Friday, December 30, 2022 9:05:26 PM

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Nick Grossman

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Sweetwater

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

Something clearly needs to be done and whilst these plans
don’t change much for residents here, it clearly provides some
relief to communities further along.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

TX71 is a nightmare and is going to become unbearable and
more deadly in the years until TXDOT approves anything.
Something needs to be done to improve safety soonest.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
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From: Jotform
To: jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject: Re: Feedback Form -
Date: Tuesday, January 3, 2023 6:41:19 PM

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Uplands

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
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From: Jotform
To: jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject: Re: Feedback Form - Phil Germann
Date: Wednesday, January 4, 2023 3:54:48 PM

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Phil Germann

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Rocky Creek

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Maybe, it depends on which option is chosen

Please explain your
choice and why

I am on the LTYA board for softball, and we spend a lot of time
at Field of Dreams.  I worry about safety of traffic through that
area, as well as the loss of parking at FoD.  People already
cross through the LTYA parking lots at high speed when the
HPR left turn is backed up at the end of the day.  It could get
worse with this plan.

I'm curious about the options for the HPR interchange to the
SW of BCE.  I'm not totally clear about the roundabout vs a
traffic light.  In my opinion, a traffic light there would be
disastrous.  There is simply too much traffic coming from SH71
which would back up on a red light during peak times.
 Roundabouts are far safer, and keep traffic moving.  I'm still
trying to understand how BCE drop offs get routed off and back
onto HPR.  Merging traffic compounds congestion issues.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

I think the study was a good first step.  I like the out of the box
thinking on creating alternate routes.  This is the best way to
mitigate traffic -- to make multiple routes with similar travel
times.  I lived in the south metro area of Minneapolis/St. Paul
(south of the MN river), where there were many alternate
routes, and I liked always having the option to "bail out" and
take another route when traffic was backed up.  Here, we only
have one route to and from, well... anywhere.  

Local governments do not do enough to require beneficial
connections.  For example, why does Cueva Dr. not connect to
71?  Why are Provence and Sweetwater not connected?  I hope
the new high school will connect HPR and SH71 on
Reimers/Peacock Road.  In the absence of actual planning, we
end up with half-baked connections like Vail Divide through
Falconhead to 620, or frankly, this plan which feels a bit like an
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afterthought.  If these connections had been imposed on the
developers, then the through-streets could have been designed
to handle that traffic.  But it seems no one will stand up to
developers and require them to do so.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
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From: Jotform
To: jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject: Re: Feedback Form - Ryan Kelsheimer
Date: Wednesday, January 4, 2023 5:28:47 PM

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Ryan Kelsheimer

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Bella Colinas

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

I am in favor of any solutions that are designed to lessen the
burden on 71. Post-Covid (lots of new residences), 71 is almost
untravelable between 4:30-6:30pm. And so dangerous. Drivers
use shoulders and middle lanes as roadways with no police
presence to reduce the issue.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

Thank you for all the efforts on this project!!

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
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From: Jotform
To: jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject: Re: Feedback Form - Kelly Villareal
Date: Wednesday, January 4, 2023 6:53:45 PM

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Kelly Villareal

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Belvedere

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
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From: Jotform
To: jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject: Re: Feedback Form - Sallie Krause
Date: Wednesday, January 4, 2023 6:54:54 PM

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Sallie Krause

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Belvedere

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
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From: Jotform
To: jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject: Re: Feedback Form - Ron Ubertini
Date: Wednesday, January 4, 2023 6:56:47 PM

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Ron Ubertini

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Belvedere

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

Reduce travel time for me everyday.  I work in the galleria, and
sit in morning and afternoon traffic everyday.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
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From: Jotform
To: jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject: Re: Feedback Form - Noah Menikoff
Date: Wednesday, January 4, 2023 7:27:16 PM

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Noah Menikoff

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Belvedere

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
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From: Jotform
To: jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject: Re: Feedback Form - Leslie Menikoff
Date: Wednesday, January 4, 2023 7:30:51 PM

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Leslie Menikoff

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Belvedere

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

Anything to relieve traffic on Hamilton Pool is positive. The light
back ups at 71/HPR are unsafe. God forbid you need
emergency vehicles between the hours of 7-9am and 2-6pm
because of traffic.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

Please keep looking for ways to add streets to relieve pressure
on HPR, 71, and 620.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
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From: Jotform
To: jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject: Re: Feedback Form - Peter Richter
Date: Wednesday, January 4, 2023 7:39:10 PM

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Peter Richter

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Belvedere

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

We need additional access ways to soften traffic congestion
throughout the Bee Cave community as well as for
safety/service personnel during emergencies.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
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From: Jotform
To: jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject: Re: Feedback Form - Steve Kelly
Date: Wednesday, January 4, 2023 7:52:44 PM

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Steve Kelly

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Belvedere

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

Provides alternative access. Currently 71 is too congested and
unsafe.  This results in me going to Dripping Springs to shop.  

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
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From: Jotform
To: jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject: Re: Feedback Form - Jennifer Kelly
Date: Wednesday, January 4, 2023 8:10:04 PM

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Jennifer Kelly

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Belvedere

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

The proposed changes benefit the entire community by
providing alternate routes that are safer and faster. The
changes will make shopping and dining in Bee Cave more
attractive.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

Thank you for providing this information. It has

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
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From: Jotform
To: jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject: Re: Feedback Form - Sherri Hopson
Date: Wednesday, January 4, 2023 9:10:36 PM

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Sherri Hopson

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Belvedere

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

We drive and pick-up our daughter to | from Hyde Park High
School (by the Domain) everyday, Monday through Friday,
during the school year. From Belvedere we take Hamilton Pool
Road to 71 to Bee Cave.  Because of the unpredictability of the
traffic by Bee Cave Elementary, we are forced to leave by 7:10
for an 8:30 start.  This is frustrating knowing with no traffic it’s a
40 minute drive but not worth the risk of being late.  On the way
home, once we cross 620 at 4:25 pm, often times the traffic is
so backed up to turn left on Hamilton Pool Road that we sit
through 4-5 lights.  Not only is this adding significant time to our
drive daily, it’s also dangerous making the turn both ways.
 Please accept the proposed road changes on January 25.  We
have to do this 2X daily for the next 4 years.  

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

In addition to approving the proposed changes, please expedite
a start date to begin and finish the work.  We appreciate what’s
finally being done on Hamilton Pool Road, it’s just taken so long
to get the project started and finished.  Again, I appreciate you
approving the proposal for the new local road.  Thank you!

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
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From: Jotform
To: jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject: Re: Feedback Form - Donald South
Date: Wednesday, January 4, 2023 9:20:00 PM

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Donald South

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Belvedere

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

Our daughter attends Hyde Park High School by the Domain. It
is a 40 minute drive. We used to leave at 7:35 to arrive by 8:15
am. But now with construction and lack of bus routes the traffic
around Bee Cave Elementary causes us to leave at 7:05 as to
not get stuck in school traffic. The first week of school this year
took us 45 minutes to drive 5 miles. On the way home traffic
backs up past McCoy’s and it takes 4 to 5 lights to turn left  onto
Hamilton Pool Road. These road changes will help alleviate
congestion and save us time. It will also prevent many
accidents that happen at these times

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
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From: Jotform
To: jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject: Re: Feedback Form - Nick Alagna
Date: Wednesday, January 4, 2023 9:28:45 PM

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Nick Alagna

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Belvedere

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

I have kids at both BCMS and BCE. Traffic has become a huge
issue. This will alleviate some congestion around the schools. It
will also alleviate congestion on 71. The population growth has
been here for years and we are already behind in infrastructure
development. This will be a step in the right direction.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
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From: Jotform
To: jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject: Re: Feedback Form - Scott Boswell
Date: Thursday, January 5, 2023 8:16:32 AM

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Scott Boswell

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Sweetwater

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

We need to relieve traffic off of 71, especially as we see
expansion into Rough Hollow, West Cypress Hills, Sweetwater,
and beyond.  I believe this road would be successful in doing
that by diverting daily traffic from Hamilton Pool and the
surrounding areas off of 71.  

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
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From: Jotform
To: jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject: Re: Feedback Form - Cilia Montoto
Date: Thursday, January 5, 2023 9:26:05 AM

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Cilia Montoto

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Next level urgent care

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

It will improve traffic flow

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, January 5, 2023 11:23 AM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Brenda Dalman
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Brenda Dalman

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Belvedere

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Maybe, it depends on which option is chosen

Please explain your
choice and why

Clint was very good at explaining the reasons for keeping
roads accessible to businesses and the reasoning for these
decisions.  However, as is often the case with roads, this
seems to be shortsighted with regard to the HPR/71
intersection.  A flyover would eliminate a huge amount of traffic
at the light and still allow people to access businesses on 71.
 Additionally, people are loyal to certain restaurants and
shops.  A flyover wouldn't deter shoppers.  Any improvement is
appreciated but, please, look to the future and not only the
immediate (2- 7) years.  Thank you.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

We lived in San Antonio, off 281 and north of 1604, for years
up until 2007.  This "country" road became a traffic nightmare
and construction is still ongoing.  It's a mess!  I don't want HPR
to become another one of those nightmares and don't want to
move again!

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.

D-197

https://www.jotform.com/edit/5487485341412410607?utm_source=emailfooter&utm_medium=email&utm_term=223316706249052&utm_content=edit_submissions&utm_campaign=notification_email_footer_submission_links&email_type=notification
https://www.jotform.com/tables/223316706249052?utm_source=sheetsemailfooter&utm_medium=email&utm_term=223316706249052&utm_content=view_all_submissions&utm_campaign=notification_email_footer_submission_links


From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, January 5, 2023 11:52 AM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Mark Chester
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Mark Chester

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Belvedere

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

City cannot grow and attract business if citizens cannot
traverse easily around the city.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, January 5, 2023 4:21 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Richard Newhouse, P.E.
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Richard Newhouse, P.E.

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Bella Colinas

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Maybe, it depends on which option is chosen

Please explain your
choice and why

We in Bella Colinas are concerned with the diverted/cut thru
traffic using our residential streets as a short cut to avoid the
lengthy backup of vehicles on SH 71 waiting to making a left
turn onto Vail Divide when it's connected to Hamilton Pool
Road. A Traffic Impact Analysis prepared for LTISD by their
traffic consultants prior to the Middle School being built, which
was submitted to the City of Bee Cave and reviewed, showed
that the queues waiting to turn left from SH71 onto Vail Divide
after the connection to Hamilton Pool Road was made, would
be so long that they could not be measured!  

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

The proposed connection to Palermo Dr should be eliminated
from this plan as this would only make it easier for vehicles to
avoid the long queues on SH71 waiting to turn left on Vail
Divide by using residential streets in Bella Colinas and Terra
Colinas and creating dangerous conditions for pedestrians and
children alike! to make matters worse, the City of Bee Cave
allowed LTISD to build a second school on the same property
as the Middle School with no further traffic studies! I have
appeared before the City Council and other Boards before with
these concerns!

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, January 5, 2023 4:54 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Jennifer Richter
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Jennifer Richter

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Belvedere

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

Without the road indicated by the orange dotted line, HPR/71
will remain a bottleneck of congestion with long wait times to
turn onto HPR which is even more concerning given the
development of new business and future residential west into
Spicewood and beyond that will use 71.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

We need increased access for residents to navigate the city,
which is imperative to time savings, business viability, and
especially for public safety.  It is horrible that a Rough Hollow
Elementary student had to be airlifted the first week of school
for a medical emergency because roads were not clear on 71. 

I personally had a trauma accident at home in the evening,
which thankfully didn’t happen during peak traffic at 71/HPR.
Thankfully, it happened at night so 71 was clear or else Life
Flight would’ve been the only option to get me to the burn unit
downtown given peak traffic in afternoon/rush hour.  Even at 2
pm, one stall or accident has left me sitting and at times unable
to turn onto HPR to get home!

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, January 5, 2023 4:55 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Mason Richter
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Mason Richter

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Belvedere

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, January 5, 2023 4:56 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Connor Richter
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Connor Richter

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Belvedere

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, January 5, 2023 5:01 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Isabelle Richter
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Isabelle Richter

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Belvedere

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

The majority of our surrounded area has wasted countless
hours per person just waiting in the turn lane onto HPR alone.
 I personally have opted not to travel around Bee Cave
anytime after 3 pm to support businesses knowing a short
drive will take 30 min there and 30-45 home unless I opt to
speed down the center median of 71 to turn onto HPR.  As a
younger driver, there needs to be options besides a congested
highway for newer and elderly drivers, especially.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, January 5, 2023 5:39 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Marianne Offenbecher
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Marianne Offenbecher

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Rocky Creek

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

Increase in area population has escalated the need for
alternative routes along HPR.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, January 5, 2023 5:44 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Brenda Grafft
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Brenda Grafft

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Belvedere

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, January 5, 2023 5:56 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Amy Beard
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Amy Beard

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Belvedere

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

The growth in 78738 does not appear to be slowing down.
Timely access to schools, work, extracurriculars, home and
every day life necessities is of the utmost importance.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, January 5, 2023 6:43 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Kris Simpson
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Kris Simpson

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Belvedere

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, January 5, 2023 6:59 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Jessica Huff
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Jessica Huff

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Belvedere

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

More infrastructure is needed to support the growth.  It seems
as Bee Cave is not slowing down, regardless or resources
available.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

Bee Cave is having a hard time keeping up with the growth.  I
hope more solutions are in place to support the growing city as
more developments are approved. Also, I completely
understand why Homestead residents oppose the new street.  I
would also be pissed if this was happening in my
neighborhood.  It seems as though Bee Cave is excited to grow
but isn't properly equipped for the growth, and residents are
getting screwed in the process.  If you really want to work on
behalf of your community, please heavily consider whether or
not Bee Cave can sustain new developments and have fair
plans in place before you sacrifice neighborhoods and our
beautiful hill country.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, January 5, 2023 7:14 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Rick Augustine
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Rick Augustine

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Belvedere

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

We must provide additional options for travel around Bee Cave
for safety purposes.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

Additional roads are necessary to support the growth of Bee
Cave and the surrounding areas.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, January 5, 2023 7:16 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form -
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Belvedere

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

BUILD THESE ACCESS ROADS AS FAST AS POSSIBLE!!  WE
DESPERATELY NEED ALTERNATIVE WAYS TO GET
AROUND THIS AREA.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

THANK YOU FOR TAKING THE TIME TO COME AND TALK TO
THE BELVEDERE COMMUNITY.  

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, January 5, 2023 7:53 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Hannah Vedros
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Hannah Vedros

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Belvedere

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

HPR is extremely congested and any and all opportunities
there are to offload some traffic is needed. Not to mention if we
have an emergency at the house during peak traffic time we
won’t be able to get anywhere quickly or an emergency vehicle
wouldn’t be able to get to us which is truly terrifying with 2
young children. Honestly, Hamilton Pool Road almost made us
change our decision of buying our home in Belvedere because
of the congestion and the fear of emergencies and lack of
access.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, January 5, 2023 8:33 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Jennifer Frezon
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Jennifer Frezon

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Belvedere

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, January 5, 2023 9:22 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Diogo Ribeiro
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Diogo Ribeiro

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Belvedere

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

Currently Hamilton Pool Road and 71 represent traffic
chokepoints. The more alternatives routes we have to avoid
getting on 71 (or entering / exiting at different points, not just
the HPR/71 intersection) — the better.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

Not presently.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, January 5, 2023 10:52 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Chris Loeper
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Chris Loeper

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Belvedere

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

Incredible amount of traffic is a bottleneck without these
needed roads.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

Thank you for listening to the local community who commute
daily.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, January 5, 2023 11:55 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Michael Jewell
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Michael Jewell

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Belvedere

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

With the rapid population growth in the area and associated
increase in traffic, greater ability to move traffic from HPR to
Bee Cave (and vice versa) is needed.  We do not need to
repeat the fundamental problem that plagues Austin now - the
don't build roads and they won't come attitude.  We see new
residents moving in quickly, we know that more is coming, and
taking steps as soon as possible to avoid total gridlock is
needed.  Thank you for your consideration!  Michael

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
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From: Jotform
To: jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject: Re: Feedback Form -
Date: Friday, January 6, 2023 7:45:56 AM

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Belvedere

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

The traffic and safety issues on HPR has significantly impacted
the time it takes to simply get to 71 and near by areas for basic
needs such as CVS and H‑E‑B for prescriptions and groceries.
The traffic at the signal at 71 and HPR in the afternoons to get
home has become unbearable at times making a commute
significantly longer than needed

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Friday, January 6, 2023 7:49 AM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Victoria Peters
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Victoria Peters

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Vistacia

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Maybe, it depends on which option is chosen

Please explain your
choice and why

I would like to see the plans to the options as I would hope they
preserve as much of the Hill Country as possible.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Friday, January 6, 2023 7:51 AM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Steve Peters
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Steve Peters

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Vistancia

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Maybe, it depends on which option is chosen

Please explain your
choice and why

I would like additional information on the proposed options.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

Need a divider on HPR

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
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content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Friday, January 6, 2023 9:12 AM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Mitt Salvaggio
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Mitt Salvaggio

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Belvedere

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

With a small child, it is critical to my family that we greatly
improve traffic flow around the elementary school as well as
provide alternatives to 71 in order for us to remain residents in
this area.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

Though we are not Bee Cave voters, I believe we and many
other residents of my neighborhood contribute substantially to
the sales tax base.  And we would contribute substantially more
if there were better dining and shopping options that these
access roads could facilitate.  We are very appreciative of the
Mayor and City Manager taking time to visit with us.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Friday, January 6, 2023 9:16 AM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Rachel Salvaggio
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Rachel Salvaggio

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Belvedere

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

The current expansion of HPR will improve our commutes but
we truly need a solution to ease the traffic on 71 and around
the elementary school as well as an alternative to 71 when
there are accidents.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

We are appreciative to the mayor and city manager for offering
these types of briefings to our community.  

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Friday, January 6, 2023 9:25 AM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Carl Fabre
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Carl Fabre

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Belvedere

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

ANYTHING that takes the heavy traffic away from the HPR/71
intersection is very necessary.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

The Homestead residents need to realize that having a
stoplight by them is much safer for them.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Friday, January 6, 2023 10:05 AM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Andrea Smith
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Andrea Smith

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Belvedere

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Friday, January 6, 2023 10:06 AM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - John Smith
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) John Smith

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Rocky Creek

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Friday, January 6, 2023 10:06 AM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Jim Rogers
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Jim Rogers

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Belvedere

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Friday, January 6, 2023 10:07 AM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Jean Smith
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Jean Smith

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Rocky Creek

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Friday, January 6, 2023 10:07 AM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Eryka Rogers
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Eryka Rogers

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Belvedere

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Friday, January 6, 2023 10:19 AM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Marina OLeary
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Marina OLeary

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Uplands

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

This is not a road that I would use so the main reason that I am
in favor is because of the potential traffic reduction on 71.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Friday, January 6, 2023 10:31 AM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Julian King
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Julian King

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

I own Capriotti's sandwich shop located at the corner of
HWY71 and S FM620. This would improve drastically my
customers being able to get to our store.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

Great job Clint Garza. If you haven't tried one of our
sandwiches feel free to use the code: FREESMALL23 when
you order online and get a free small sandwich.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Friday, January 6, 2023 1:17 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Michael Jones
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Michael Jones

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Belvedere

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

We need to alleviate traffic at HPR and 71.  This seems to be a
good option.  

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Friday, January 6, 2023 3:47 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Laurie Going
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Laurie Going

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Belvedere

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

Increased access to the city of Bee Cave.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Julian King 
Sent:                                           Friday, January 6, 2023 10:34 AM
To:                                               HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Traffic Study Approval HPR
 
Hello,
 
It would be in the best interest of a rapidly growing city to decrease the traffic. On the next vote, the best course of action would be to pass
the HPR Access plan.
 
--

Julian H. King
Franchise Owner Capriotti's Austin | 
Managing Partner Blue Pineapple Hospitality
 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Sunday, January 8, 2023 7:41 AM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Chris Grafft
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Chris Grafft

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Belvedere

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

Anything that will alleviate or help alleviate the congestion at
HPR and 71 is worth pursuing

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Sunday, January 8, 2023 9:32 AM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Eloise Christian
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Eloise Christian

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Belvedere

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

Reduce our time sitting in traffic, especially between 3:30p-
7:30p weekdays. We try to avoid driving during those hours,
but of course it’s not always possible. 
Eight years ago HPR was still a sleepy road, but what a change
now that the sprawl has reached us. It’s time to create
alternatives routes to keep up with the planned growth for Bee
Cave.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Sunday, January 8, 2023 2:16 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Kim Clifgird
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Kim Clifgird

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Belvedere

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

Desperately need alternative routes

Would you like us to
contact you if we need

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Sunday, January 8, 2023 2:18 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Merri Cronk
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Merri Cronk

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Falconhead

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

Need to adjust for growth, efficiency and timing.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Sunday, January 8, 2023 3:14 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Stephen Kean
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Stephen Kean

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

FHW

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

HPR, 620, 71 are a nightmare.  Giving our families non-
highway options to reach our cities amenities is critical. TXDOT
could/will take 71 full freeway some day and without this plan to
travel within our town we have NO Town.  Get this passed!  
Thanks.  

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

Please add my cell 5126770171 to receive notifications of
future events, meetings etc.   This would be a great way
tonkeep Bee Cave folk active and appraised.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Sunday, January 8, 2023 3:18 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Maria Kean
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Maria Kean

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Falconhead West

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

With our communities fast growth I feel this solution to the
overwhelming traffic on 71  will make it safer and less stressful
for residents and commuters.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Sunday, January 8, 2023 5:36 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Peggy Besand
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Peggy Besand

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Falconhead

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

We must take action to address gridlock on 71. Delay just
means the problem gets more complex.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.

D-238

https://www.jotform.com/edit/5490301525686149900?utm_source=emailfooter&utm_medium=email&utm_term=223316706249052&utm_content=edit_submissions&utm_campaign=notification_email_footer_submission_links&email_type=notification
https://www.jotform.com/tables/223316706249052?utm_source=sheetsemailfooter&utm_medium=email&utm_term=223316706249052&utm_content=view_all_submissions&utm_campaign=notification_email_footer_submission_links


From:                                         Gary Ahrendt 
Sent:                                           Sunday, January 8, 2023 9:59 PM
To:                                               HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     HPR project, specifically the proposed "Southwest Collector"
 
Hi, I’d like to first say thank you to Clint Garza for doing an excellent job managing the Bee Cave roadways. His knowledge and experience is
very impressive and we’re fortunate to have him.
 
My concern is with the “Southwest Collector” portion that would run East from Palermo Drive.
 
I feel the “Southwest Collector" through the properties just south of HW71, particularly the farm property is not needed. I don’t realistically
believe local Bella and Terra Colinas residents would use this slower road to travel to the Galleria area.              Access to the properties/
proposed businesses just south of HW71 should be available from HW71 or Cueva Drive. The Vail Divide extension already gives drivers access
between HW71 and HPR. If a wreck occurs on HW71 between Vail Divide and HPR, cars can be diverted using the HPR/ Vail Divide “loop” to
bypass that area of HW71.
 
As a home owner, I’m also concerned about increased road noise and further disruption to homeowners who live near the East boarder of
Terra Colinas.
 
Thank you so much for your time and for listening to my concerns!
 
Gary Ahrendt
 
 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Monday, January 9, 2023 6:32 AM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Scott Cronk
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Scott Cronk

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Falconhead

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Maybe, it depends on which option is chosen

Please explain your
choice and why

Depends on the option and how the city takes care of ltya with
its property being part of what is needed

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Monday, January 9, 2023 10:18 AM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Keith Milkiewicz
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Keith Milkiewicz

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Belvedere

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

We have to do what we can to clean up the bottlenecks of 71
and HPR

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.

D-241

https://www.jotform.com/edit/5490902946324288251?utm_source=emailfooter&utm_medium=email&utm_term=223316706249052&utm_content=edit_submissions&utm_campaign=notification_email_footer_submission_links&email_type=notification
https://www.jotform.com/tables/223316706249052?utm_source=sheetsemailfooter&utm_medium=email&utm_term=223316706249052&utm_content=view_all_submissions&utm_campaign=notification_email_footer_submission_links


From:                                         t k 
Sent:                                           Monday, January 9, 2023 11:32 AM
To:                                               HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov
Subject:                                     Hamilton Pool Bypass
 
Hi there - I’m fairly new to The Homestead and getting involved in city topics for the first time in my life!  I’d like to kindly request that the city
council reconsider the proposed HPR Extension behind the Field of Dreams. I understand how hard the council works at trying to improve the
quality of life for all Bee Cave residents, and I don’t feel that this particular project will have the intended benefits.
 
At first, when I first learned about this project, it seemed the idea was to alleviate the traffic during the congested school hours at BCE.  I
remember sitting in on the city council meeting when the idea was originally raised, and there were brainstorming ideas shared on how to
increase bus ridership and thus reduce the traffic, eliminating the need for the bypass road.  There was mention of a different exit, one that
did not even cross GDD.  I remember hearing of the road being a destination in itself, for a butterfly park, or some sort of nature center if.  Now
it seems like the main purpose of the bypass is to move a substantial amount of traffic off 71.  I think if more people had fully understood the
extent of the road, there would have been more push-back at the original discussion.
 
I am against this road for numerous reasons, mainly due to concerns about safety as this new road intersects Great Divide Road.  A roundabout
is statistically the safest form of intersection, but it will cause a bottleneck for Great Divide users attempting to merge into the circle.  A 4-way
stop sign would give Great Divide users more accessibility to cross the intersection, but it will slow the intended use of the collector road. .  If
the collector road (HPR Extension) is not the time saver it’s created to be at peak use times, then it is not worth the upfront cost, nor the long
term upkeep.  Which intersection is currently being used in the calculated time savings for travel, stop sign or roundabout?  If any of the
planned bypass gets altered, will a new traffic study be done?  I would imagine the current traffic study would only apply if the entire road
goes through as planned.
 
Also, will this road pass through the Brown property?  If so, is this in accordance with the intended use of the Brown Property?  I thought it was
designated as an open space or an offset for impervious cover, or whatever the correct term is.  If this is crossing the Brown Property, has that
property already been re-zoned?
 
I read that this road will be a 3 lane road, 70 feet wide - is this correct?  That seems like a lot of concrete to pour in an area that was supposed to
be kept green.  Also, it looks like it’s a 3 lane road.  Why is there a need for a middle lane for the entire length from HP to GDD?  I always
thought a middle lane was to allow for turning lanes.  What would cars be turning into, off of the bypass road?  Is there future development
planned along the sides of this bypass road?  Has any re-zoning of adjacent properties been discussed? If this road goes in, will some
commercial projects be built off this road between GDD and HPR?
 
I’m also concerned this bypass road would cause backlog from drivers coming from 71 onto GDD, since the bypass road is so close to the current
highway.  Will there no longer be a left turn option onto GDD when heading west on 71?
 
Whatever intersection is used, it seems that Great Divide users safety will be impacted with greater traffic.  I know the council has in the past
expressed dogged concern over the safety of Homesteaders by approving the building of a bridge over the LWC.  The council did this in spite of
a majority of Homestead residents expressing they did not want it, and in spite of it still leaving the residents with a single exit point in the
case of a forest fire  or other emergency which would endanger more lives than the risk of a resident needing emergency care while the LWC is
closed (Starflight has landed here recently on 2 occasions, even though the road was open, so it could do the same if the road was closed).  The
proposed bypass on the other hand, is taking frazzled 71 users onto a bypass road, promising them time savings, but they will still be rushing
their commute, on a slower road, and will be more likely to rush through a roundabout, or worse, may not even know how to properly use
one.  A stop sign improves safety, but slows the promised commute time saving.  The intersection on GDD puts Homestead residents at risk, all
day, every day.  So if Homesteaders safety is as important as the council expressed during the LWC discussions, I would hope that council
applies the same concern to those most at risk and that they can see the dangers  inherent in this intersection.
 
I love that I live in an equestrian neighborhood - what consideration has been given to the horse trailers that need to access the proposed
intersection?
 
Since the traffic issues on 71 are TxDot problems, can you help me understand why Bee Cave is stepping up to foot the bill that TxDot is
responsible for?  I understand that they are slow to take action, but is that actually a valid reason to let them railroad Bee Cave taxpayers into
footing their bill?  What are the tax implications for Bee Cave residents?  I remember it being said that the developers will be responsible for
footing the bill for the portion of the road they are developing.  How is the dollar value being calculated?  What is the cost of this proposed
bypass?  If we don’t have a cost yet, then how are developers to know what added costs will accompany their development?  And if there is no
development between GDD and HPR, then is this section cost entirely borne by taxpayers?  Has this tax implication been shared at all the
community meetings in each neighborhood?
 
Also, can you help me understand why there is an eventbrite registration required for the Homestead meeting on this topic?  None of my
friends who have attended these information meetings were asked to register their names in advance.  If not, was the city secretary there to
record the names of all attendees?  If not, then it would seem impossible to use any feedback from these meetings in council, since there
would be no transparency.  Does TOMA apply to these meetings?  Has council ever gone from neighborhood to neighborhood, even beyond
Bee Cave,  like this for any other issues?  What was it about the bypass that made council decide to have private meetings and not ask the
public to show up at council?  What made council feel it appropriate to request that Homestead residents refrain from attending these
meeting?  I am not very familiar with city issues, but it would seem that transparency would be welcome by everyone.
 
Finally, when is the proposed bridge set to be built, and when would the proposed bypass construction begin?  Again, thinking of the safety of
its residents, I would ask council to kindly consider a timeline that would not double bottle neck GDD.  If there were a forest fire during any of
this construction, and we are down to a single lane during construction, the results could be catastrophic.  Again, kindly apply the same
concern for Homestead residents as you applied during the decision to build a bridge.
 

D-242



I realize that you know a lot more information on this project than I do from my limited perusal of the available documents and public
discourse.  I also believe that the council really does want to serve the residents.  But I read a disturbing exchange on the mayor’s FB page, and
feedback from my friends who’ve attended the neighborhood meetings, and it made me realize that The Homestead is viewed by many as a
pain in the side of The City Council.  It’s often just rolled eyes, or unfinished sentences, such as “well, you know…” and some snide laughter. 
One of my friends who attended a meeting said that in the meeting, it was said that since this impacts The Homestead more, that if council
doesn't drum up support in the rest of Bee Cave, then the meetings will only be attended by Homesteaders, and this gives skewed
representation or negative opinions.  It makes it seem like all these neighborhood meetings are just to rally an "us against them" mentality:
Bee Cave against The Homestead.  This makes me feel like the city would just prefer to steamroll through this and drown out the voices of the
Homestead Residents, by artificially garnering support of residents who otherwise aren’t impacted enough to bother attending a public
council meeting.  It leaves me feeling distrustful of the aims of the city council, in spite of me truly believing that they really do take on this
extra work in hopes of serving their constituents, or at least those who agree with them.  I would kindly ask that you add this letter to the
officially obtained feedback, and that you answer the questions that I’ve raised.
 
Thank you so much,
 
Tanja Knutson

 
 
 
 
 
 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Tuesday, January 10, 2023 12:27 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Warren Wittenborn
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Warren Wittenborn

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Meadowfox

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

No

Please explain your
choice and why

There is quite a bit of beautiful land West of Bee Cave with a
corresponding demand for new houses.  Development to the
West is constrained primarily by the feasibility of commuting
into Austin.  Over the past 27 the capacity of HW 71 has
increased but congestion has remained consistent.

We might hope these roads would be used primarily by Bee
Cave residents for local travel but modern navigation
applications will invariably route through traffic from 71 onto
the new roads.

These new roads will primarily encourage more development
West of Bee Cave.  Our city will pay for the roads and they will
have a negative impact to local neighborhoods.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

If the city proceeds with the construction of these roads please
do everything possible to discourage non-local traffic from
filling them.  That might include more curves, speed bumps
and additional stop signs.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Tuesday, January 10, 2023 4:49 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Kristopher Kelley
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Kristopher Kelley

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Belvedere

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Wednesday, January 11, 2023 11:41 AM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Claire Young
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Claire Young

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Belvedere

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

It is imperative that we have multiple options for travel on HPR
AND 71. It's dangerous and inconvenient and will only get
worse with more build out. We have loved off HPR since 2013
and the change in traffic congestion during that time period is
shocking. We need alternate routes.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Wednesday, January 11, 2023 11:46 AM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Christy Jagodik
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Christy Jagodik

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Madrone ranch

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

To ease traffic for the areas growth spurt

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Wednesday, January 11, 2023 12:00 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Colleen Brown
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Colleen Brown

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Provence

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Yes

Please explain your
choice and why

We have lived in this area for a decade (lived in Deer Creek
prior to Provence) and have watched the traffic get worse and
worse. What used to be a simple drive anywhere has turned
into gridlock most days, no matter where you are going. It
unfortunately reduces the quality of life in this area. ☹️

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Wednesday, January 11, 2023 12:15 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Molly Gurasich
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Molly Gurasich

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Destiny Hills

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

Maybe, it depends on which option is chosen

Please explain your
choice and why

Don’t know all the details but anything that helps reduce
congestion would be useful

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Wednesday, January 11, 2023 3:47 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Patti Cunningham
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Patti Cunningham

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

The Homestead

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

No

Please explain your
choice and why

Please do not build the HPR bypass thru the Brown Property
and the Homestead. This will not solve the traffic problem
which should be fixed by Tx dot and it will most definitely harm
and devalue our homestead neighborhood for no good
reason. Would you push for this option if it degraded your
neighborhood? How can the city even think about making our 1
in and out access road even more congested with traffic that
should not come thru our neighborhood? This option is not
going to help and will only hurt the homestead! Please think
and be honest!!

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

I am out of town and cannot attend the meeting tonight, but
have signed the petition against this road and want my
comments heard. Thank you!

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Wednesday, January 11, 2023 4:01 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Robyn Seiferth
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Robyn Seiferth

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

Homestead

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

No

Please explain your
choice and why

Great Divide is our only way in and out of the Homestead. It is
already difficult to exit onto HWY 71 during rush hour traffic
and when parents are dropping off or picking up their kids at
the elementary school on Hamilton Pool Rd
At times getting onto HWY 71 is difficult no matter what time of
day. 
But I’m really concerned if there  is an emergency such as a
wildfire, exiting the Homestead can potentially be deadly. 
Continued construction of businesses and homes along HWY
71 will only make matters worse.

Is there anything else you
would like to add?

The Homestead is a small rural community. Please don’t put
our lives in danger by this road proposal 
Thank you, 
Robyn Seiferth

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
 

 

 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.
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From:                                         Jotform <noreply@jotform.com>
Sent:                                           Wednesday, January 11, 2023 11:13 PM
To:                                               jhoff@beecavetexas.gov; cgarza@beecavetexas.gov; HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com
Subject:                                     Re: Feedback Form - Shashi Guruprasad
 

 

 

 Feedback Form  
  
 

 

Name (Optional) Shashi Guruprasad

Which neighborhood do
you live in?

The Homestead

Address

In general, are you in
favor of Bee Cave
building these access
roads?

No

Please explain your
choice and why

I'll speak specifically to the HPR bypass proposal cutting into
Great Divide Drive. I'm a new resident of Bee Cave for the past
1 yr and 9 months. During this period I have become quite
familiar with the traffic challenges in Bee Cave which has
gotten worse primarily at certain times of the day. The major
reasons for this congestion are below:

1) LTISD bus driver shortage leading to so many parents
driving their kids to school and picking them up

2) Population increase in the surrounding areas

3) 71 is not a freeway with flyovers and underpasses to reduce
bottlenecks.

The City of Bee Cave adding HPR bypass will not really help
shoppers get to the shops but will allow non-shoppers to
bypass 71 and HPR. In the end, we will have 2 fully congested
roads and the residents of Homestead not only
inconvenienced but also put in harm's way in case of an
emergency or natural disaster.

If the city is really wanting to make a positive impact on the
entire city, my suggestion would be to go out of their way to
recruit and possibly even fund LTISD bus drivers. This will
please all the residents across the city and beyond in the
district and also help reduce traffic congestion. Beyond this,
the city should influence Texas Department of Transportation
to add flyovers/underpasses at bottlenecked intersections.

Would you like us to
contact you if we need
more input? If so, please
leave your Email address:

 

 
   
 You can edit this submission and view all your submissions easily.  
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Open House Public Meeting Summary Report 
Meeting Date:  November 16, 2022, 6-8 p.m. 
Southwest Collector and HPR Extension  
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APPENDIX E: 
EXHIBITS PRESENTED 

1. Exhibit Boards (12 total), including narrative 
2. Roll Plot with intersection Option 2 
3. Insets 

3.1. Option 1 
3.2. Option 3 
3.3. Option 4 



HAMILTON POOL ROAD ALTERNATIVE ACCESS STUDY – PUBLIC MEETING

Welcome
Hamilton Pool Road 

Alternative Access Study
Open House

Wednesday, November 16, 2022
6-8 p.m.

Bee Cave City Hall, 4000 Galleria Pkwy, Bee Cave, TX 78738

Why am I here? • Review introductory materials and exhibits

• Provide feedback

The City of Bee Cave welcomes you to this Public Meeting for the Hamilton Pool Road 
Alternative Access Study. We appreciate your interest in the project and thank you for your 
participation. During this public meeting, you will be able to learn more about the project, 
review information regarding the study area, and provide your input.
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HAMILTON POOL ROAD ALTERNATIVE ACCESS STUDY – PUBLIC MEETING

Project Overview – Study Area & Objective

Southwest Collector
From Palermo Drive to Hamilton 
Pool Road (RM 3238)

HPR Extension
From Hamilton Pool Road (RM 
3238) to Shops Parkway

Study Objective
Identify potential solutions to reduce 
reliance on State road network for 
local traffic, to ultimately increase 
network efficiency by providing 
alternate routes.

Study Area

Vail Divide Extension
By Others (LTISD)

The purpose of this study is to determine the impacts of potential new local roads shown 
generally within the red outlined study area in this illustration.  One of the roads shown 
with the green dashed line is the “Southwest Collector” and is located west of Hamilton 
Pool Road (RM 3238) and east of Palermo Drive.  This road is currently included in the City’s 
current adopted Thoroughfare plan.  The other roadway shown with the dashed blue line, 
is the “Hamilton Pool Road Extension”, or HPR Extension.  This roadway is located east of 
Hamilton Pool Road and west of  Bee Cave Road (FM 2244).  This roadway is not currently 
included in the City’s Thoroughfare Plan.

These roadways, if implemented, would serve as an alternative to State Highway 71 (“SH 
71”) for local, destination-oriented trips.

The objective of the study is to Identify potential solutions that would reduce reliance on 
the existing State road network for local traffic, and ultimately increase network efficiency 
by providing alternate routes.
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HAMILTON POOL ROAD ALTERNATIVE ACCESS STUDY – PUBLIC MEETING

Preliminary Results

Southwest Collector
From Palermo Drive to Hamilton 
Pool Road (RM 3238)

HPR Extension
From Hamilton Pool Road (RM 
3238) to Shops Parkway

Study Area

Vail Divide Extension
By Others (LTISD)

0 100 200 300 400 500

Total Intersection

Westbound Left Turn

PM Peak Hour Delay (seconds per vehicle)

PM Peak Hour Delay at 
SH 71 & HPR (RM3238) Intersection

2025 Full-Build 2025 No-Build

Future projected land uses within and adjacent to the project study area were developed 
for years 2025 and 2040.  Corresponding estimates of generated traffic based on those land 
uses was also developed.  This illustration shows that if the Southwest Collector and HPR 
Extension are constructed, the congestion at the intersection of Hamilton Pool Road (RM 
3238) and SH 71 will be reduced.  This confirms local traffic would be drawn to the new 
Southwest Collector and HPR Extension roadways as a more efficient alternative route.
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HAMILTON POOL ROAD ALTERNATIVE ACCESS STUDY – PUBLIC MEETING

Preliminary Design Concepts

Southwest Collector (SWC)
Hamilton Pool Road Extension (HPR)

Proposed Roadway Section

The proposed roadway would potentially consist of one 12’ travel lane in each direction, 
and a 12’ wide continuous turn lane to accommodate left turning traffic and safely separate 
it from through traffic.  Bikers and pedestrians are served by a proposed shared use path 
(SUP) on each side of the road, separated from the travel lanes with a 4’ buffer.  The 
proposed right of way width is nominally shown as 68’.  However, additional width may be 
needed based on right turn lane needs, topographical features, existing and proposed 
utility accommodation, and drainage needs.  These areas will be evaluated in more detail 
by others, in potential future engineering designs.
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HAMILTON POOL ROAD ALTERNATIVE ACCESS STUDY – PUBLIC MEETING

Vail Divide - Travel Time Comparisons

A to B via Cueva Drive Route
Travel Time ≈ 5.5 minutes

A to B via Vail Divide Route
Travel Time ≈ 1.5 minutes

C to A via Vail Divide Route
Travel Time ≈ 4 minutes

C to A via Southwest Collector (SWC) Route
Travel Time ≈ 3 minutes

This illustration shows that the most efficient route between SH 71 and Hamilton Pool Road 
is by using the soon to be completed Vail Divide connection.  The estimated travel time 
between points A and B using that route shown with a solid black line is approximately 1.5 
minutes, based on projected 2025 PM peak hour traffic volumes.  This compares with an 
estimated travel time of approximately 5.5 minutes using an alternate route along Cueva 
drive  shown with a solid red line which includes a proposed connection of a cross-street of 
the Southwest Collector to Avispa Way.

The illustration also shows that trips originating from within the Bee Caves West 
neighborhood from location C and wishing to access SH 71 at location A would experience 
a slightly shorter travel time of 3 minutes using the Southwest Collector route shown in 
blue.  This is compared to an estimated travel time of 4 minutes using the alternate Vail 
Divide route shown in green. 
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HAMILTON POOL ROAD ALTERNATIVE ACCESS STUDY – PUBLIC MEETING

Option 1

Preliminary Intersection Options

Advantages
• Maintains existing HPR (RM 3238) 

alignment

Disadvantages
• Does not minimize traffic in front of 

Bee Cave Elementary School
• Severe intersection angle
• Estimated additional traffic signal (1) 

on HPR (RM 3238) 
• Circuitous access for commercial 

corner

Four (4) alternative options were developed at the intersection of the Southwest Collector 
and HPR Extension and Hamilton Pool Road (RM 3238).  

It is important to note that the Southwest Collector and HPR Extension are both classified 
as collector roadways which are characterized as lower speed and lower volume roadways 
with emphasis on access as opposed to mobility.  Hamilton Pool Road (RM 3238) and SH 
71, on the other hand, are both arterial roadways which are characterized as higher speed 
and higher volume with relatively higher emphasis on mobility over access. 

The chief advantage of the option 1 layout shown here is that the existing alignment is 
substantially maintained.  The primary disadvantage is that it does not solve the congestion 
and safety issues in front of Bee Cave Elementary School. In addition, the severe angle of 
this intersection would result in less than optimum sight lines at the intersection, and
would not accommodate large trucks making left turns from Hamilton Pool Road.
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HAMILTON POOL ROAD ALTERNATIVE ACCESS STUDY – PUBLIC MEETING

Option 2

Preliminary Intersection Options

Advantages
• Separates through traffic from School 

Traffic
• Reduces delay to through traffic
• Improves Safety
• Continued use of all public right of way 

as public right of way.
• Addresses inadequate spacing of Twin 

Acres from SH 71/HPR intersection
• Creates clear hierarchy/delineation 

between state (TxDOT) and local roads

Disadvantages
• Estimated additional traffic signals (2) 

on HPR (RM 3238) 

Option 2 proposes a realignment of Hamilton Pool Road (RM 3238), and introduction of a 
low-speed access road to safely serve school traffic while separating higher speed through 
traffic, and reducing associated congestion delays for the through traffic.  Access to the 
school would be provided for both westbound and eastbound traffic on Hamilton Pool 
Road.  Connection to the Southwest Collector would be provided via a proposed 
roundabout.  This option would require two (2) traffic signals on Hamilton Pool Road.     
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Option 3

Preliminary Intersection Options

Advantages
• Minimizes traffic in front of Bee Cave 

Elementary School
• Continued use of all public right of way 

as public right of way.
• Addresses inadequate spacing of Twin 

Acres from SH 71/HPR intersection
• Creates clear hierarchy/delineation 

between state (TxDOT) and local roads

Disadvantages
• Estimated additional traffic signals (3) 

on HPR (RM 3238) 

Option 3 proposes a realignment of Hamilton Pool Road (RM 3238), and introduction of a 
low-speed access road to safely serve school traffic while separating higher speed through 
traffic, as well as reducing associated congestion delays for the through traffic.  Access to 
the school would be provided for both westbound and eastbound traffic on Hamilton Pool 
Road via a direct connection to Hamilton Pool Road.  Connection to the Southwest 
Collector would be provided via a direct connection to Hamilton Pool Road.  This option 
would require three (3) traffic signals on Hamilton Pool Road. 
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HAMILTON POOL ROAD ALTERNATIVE ACCESS STUDY – PUBLIC MEETING

Option 4

Preliminary Intersection Options

Advantages
• Minimizes traffic in front of Bee Cave 

Elementary School
• Continued use of all public right of way 

as public right of way.
• Addresses inadequate spacing of Twin 

Acres from SH 71/HPR intersection

Disadvantages
• Estimated additional traffic signals (2) 

on HPR (RM 3238) 
• Reduced speed at “right angle” 

intersection on HPR (RM 3238) at 
proposed HPR Extension.

Option 4 is similar to Option 2, except the proposed realignment of Hamilton Pool Road 
(RM 3238) is a lower speed right angle intersection instead of a sweeping curve.  Other 
features of this option are identical to Option 2 such as the introduction of a low-speed 
access road to safely serve school traffic while separating higher speed through traffic, and
reducing associated congestion delays for the through traffic.  Access to the school would 
be provided for both westbound and eastbound traffic on Hamilton Pool Road.  Connection 
to the Southwest Collector would be provided via a proposed roundabout.  This option 
would require two (2) traffic signals on Hamilton Pool Road.     
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Project Timeline

TASK
Notice to Proceed
Data Collection
Traffic Analysis
Preliminary Findings
Public meeting
Final Recommendations and Report

NOVEMBER DECEMBERMAY 2022 JUNE JULY AUGUST SEPTEMBER OCTOBER

The input from this public meeting will be reviewed and included in the final study report 
which is expected to be completed by the end of 2022. 
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How to Provide Feedback

Submit comments in any of the following ways:

• E-mail:  HPR_Comments@rtg-texas.com

• Fill out a comment card and mail to:

Rodriguez Transportation Group, Inc.
Attn:  HPR Alternative Access Study
11211 Taylor Draper Ln #100
Austin, TX 78759

Comments must be submitted or postmarked by

December 07, 2022

Your comments are an important part of this study, and there are several ways you can 
share your input with the City of Bee Cave and the project team.  You can share your input 
by submitting written comments by email to the project email address, or by mailing your 
comments to the address on the screen.

You are welcome to share comments at any point during this process, but comments must 
be received or postmarked by Wednesday, December 7, 2022 to be included in the public 
meeting report.

Thank you for participating in the Hamilton Pool Road Alternative Access Study public 
meeting.
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EXHIBIT A 
SERVICES TO BE PROVIDED BY THE PROFESSIONAL, also referred to as ENGINEER 

 
The work to be performed by the Engineer shall consist of providing preliminary engineering services 
for new location roadways and modifications to existing roadways within the City of Bee Cave, Travis 
County, for the locations described below:  
 
Roadway:   Southwest Collector (SWC) 
Description: Design of new location roadway 
Limits: Palermo to re-aligned Hamilton Pool Road (HPR), including Access Roads 1 and 2 
Length: 1.62 miles 
 
Roadway:   RM 3238 / Hamilton Pool Road (HPR)  
Description: Design re-aligned existing State roadway 
Limits: From 0.2 mi W. of SWC to SH 71 
Length: 0.69 miles 
 
Roadway:   HPR Extension (HPRE-1) 
Description: Design of new location roadway 
Limits: From re-aligned HPR to Great Divide Drive (GDD), including Access Road 3 
Length: 0.76 miles 
 
Roadway:   HPR Extension (HPRE-2) – NOT INCLUDED IN PROJECT SCOPE 
Description: New location roadway being designed by others (Village of Spanish Oaks Developer) 
Limits: From GDD to Streams Edge Lane 
Length: 0.50 miles 
 
Roadway:   HPR Extension (HPRE-3) 
Description: Design of new location roadway and bridge over Little Barton Creek Tributary (Freitag 

Creek) 
Limits: Streams Edge Lane to Gene Butler Drive  
Length: 400 LF (0.08 miles) 
 
Roadway:   HPR Extension (HPRE-4) – NOT INCLUDED IN PROJECT SCOPE 
Description: New location roadway being designed by others (design team for new City of Bee Cave 

Police Department / Lake Travis Fire Rescue facility) 
Limits: Gene Butler Drive to Shops Parkway  
Length: Approx 700 LF (0.13 miles) 
 
Roadway:   HPR Extension (HPRE-5; Existing Shops Parkway) 
Description: Engineering assessment of existing 4 lane undivided roadway 
Limits: RM 620 at SH 71 to HPR-E (approx. 0.10 miles) 
 HPR-E to Bee Caves Rd (RM 2244) at SH 71 (approx. 0.6 miles) 
Length: 0.70 miles 
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Project Length:  3.85 miles  
 
The following will be used as the basis for the preparation of a geometric schematic and subsequent 
plans, specifications and estimate (PS&E).  The geometric schematic will be developed to establish the 
ROW/easement requirements, preliminary cost estimate and other design parameters for the proposed 
improvements consisting of construction of the new location Collector roadways SWC, HPRE-1, HPRE-
2, and HPRE-4 and construction of a re-aligned section of HPR (RM 3238), an existing minor arterial 
State Roadway.  The PS&E will be developed after the geometric schematic has been approved. 
The Engineer shall maintain a direct line of communication and coordinate closely with City of Bee 
Cave (the City) staff or their designated representative, TxDOT, local municipal agencies, and utility 
companies throughout the project.  The Engineer shall complete the services to be provided by the 
Engineer according to the milestone work schedule established in the work authorization.  The Engineer 
shall submit a written progress report to the City monthly indicating the actual work accomplished during 
the month, scheduled work to be accomplished for that month, and the estimated work to be 
accomplished for the coming month.   
 
The Engineer shall furnish Microsoft Office and Microstation V8 or V8i-Geopak computer generated 
media containing the project design files to the City. 
 
GENERAL REQUIREMENTS 
A. Right-of-Entry and Coordination.  The Engineer shall notify the City and secure permission to 

enter private property to perform any surveying, environmental, engineering or geotechnical 
activities needed off existing right-of-way.  The Engineer shall not commit acts which would result 
in damages to private property, and the Engineer shall make every effort to comply with the wishes 
and address the concerns of affected private property owners.  The Engineer shall contact each 
property owner using mail services provided by the United States Postal Service (USPS) and obtain 
permission in writing prior to any entry onto the owner’s property. 
 

B. Quality Assurance and Quality Control.  The Engineer shall provide peer review at all levels.  For 
each deliverable, the Engineer shall have some evidence of their internal review and mark-ups of 
that deliverable.  The City’s project manager may require the Engineer to submit the Engineer’s 
internal mark-ups (red-lines) or comments developed as part the Engineer’s quality control step. 
The Engineer shall clearly label each document submitted for quality assurance as an internal mark-
up document.  

 
TASK DESCRIPTIONS AND FUNCTION CODES 
 
The Engineer shall categorize each task performed to correspond with the Function Codes (FC) and 
Task Descriptions.  
 
FC 110 - Route and Design Studies 
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A. Data Collection and Field Reconnaissance.  The Engineer shall collect, review and evaluate data 
described below.  The Engineer shall notify the City in writing whenever the Engineer finds 
disagreement with the information or documents: 
 
1. Data, if available, from the City, including “as-built plans”, right-of-way maps, Subsurface Utility 

Engineering (SUE) mapping, existing cross sections, existing planimetric mapping, 
environmental documents, existing channel and drainage easement data, existing traffic counts, 
accident data, identified endangered species, identified hazardous material sites, current unit 
bid price information, current special provisions, special specifications, and standard drawings. 

2. Documents for existing and proposed development along proposed route from local 
municipalities and local ordinances related to project development. 

3. Readily available flood plain information and studies from the Federal Emergency Management 
Agency (FEMA), the U. S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), local municipalities and other 
governmental agencies in addition to that provided by the City. 

4. The Engineer shall conduct field reconnaissance and collect data including a photographic 
record (to be maintained in Engineer’s office) of notable existing features. 
 

B. Design Criteria.  The Engineer shall develop the roadway and drainage design criteria based on 
the controlling factors specified by the City and by using the design speed, functional classification, 
roadway class and any other set criteria. In addition, the Engineer shall summarize the criteria using 
TxDOT’s standard Design Summary Report (DSR), (see DSR template in Attachment A-1) unless 
the City specifies a different format.  The completed DRAFT form shall be submitted to the City 
electronically.  The Engineer shall obtain written concurrence from the City prior to proceeding with 
the design. 
 

C. Design Concept Conference (DCC).  The Engineer, in cooperation with the City shall plan, attend 
and document up to two (2) Design Concept Conference (DCC) meetings with staff and attend up 
to one (1) City Council meeting  to discuss and confirm design criteria and concepts for SWC and 
HPRE prior to the Initial milestone submittal.  The Engineer shall also attend up to one (1) DCC with 
TxDOT to discuss and confirm design criteria for the proposed re-alignment of HPR (RM 3238).  In 
preparation for the DCC meetings, the Engineer shall complete separate DSR documents for the 
City’s SWC/HPRE and TxDOT’s HPR (RM 3238) to serve as checklists for the minimum required 
design considerations. 
The meetings will provide for a brainstorming session in which decision makers, stakeholders and 
technical personnel may discuss and agree on: 
1. Roadway and drainage design parameters; 
2. Engineering and environmental constraints;  
3. Project development schedule; and 

Other issues as identified by the City 
 

D. Drainage Study and Preliminary Design.   
1. Drainage Report.  The Engineer shall use data from as-built plans and FEMA maps to locate 

drainage outfall(s) and to determine proposed culvert sizes, design flows, and water surface 
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elevations for use in the design of roadway geometry.  The Engineer shall conduct a 
Preliminary Drainage Study to determine and evaluate the adequacy of the ROW needed to 
accommodate roadside channels and side slopes.  The study will identify the water surface 
elevations for the 2, 10, 25, and 100-year storm events, identify and locate outfalls, provide an 
offsite drainage area map, on-site drainage area maps, and provide a drainage report 
identifying the results of the study.  The Engineer shall evaluate the adequacy of the existing 
drainage structures. If existing structures are found to be inadequate, the Engineer shall 
perform a hydraulic analysis to determine a proposed replacement structure size in order to 
determine if the existing or proposed roadway vertical profiles will accommodate the proposed 
structure. 

2. Preliminary Culvert and Storm Drain Design.  The Engineer shall perform preliminary design 
for all conventional storm drainage and cross drainage in conformance with the latest edition of 
the City’s Engineering Technical Manuals unless otherwise directed in writing.  Storm drain 
design shall be performed using GEOPAK Drainage. Cross drainage design shall be 
performed using Geopak Drainage, HY 8 or HEC RAS.  The Engineer shall continue with 
development of detailed plans.  Effort will include development and/or updates to the following: 
a) On and Off-site Drainage Area Maps. 
b) Hydraulic Computations (Run-off and Inlet, and Storm Drain) 
c) Storm Drain Plan/Profile 
d) Storm Drain Lateral Profiles 

 
3. Water Quality Ponds.  The project site is in the Edwards Aquifer contributing zone.  The Engineer 

will determine water quality requirements and prepare preliminary recommended locations and 
sizing for required storm water quality ponds. 

4. Bridge Class Culvert – SWC Roundabout at Limekiln Creek.  The existing crossing of Limekiln 
Creek at Hamilton Pool Road (RM 3238) is a bridge class culvert (3-7’x6’).  The engineer shall 
analyze this crossing with respect to both the proposed re-aligned HPR, and also the footprint 
of the proposed SWC (including roundabout) to determine recommended options to meet 
hydraulic requirements while minimize hydraulic impacts.    

5. Proposed Bridge Crossing at Little Barton Tributary (Freitag Creek).  The proposed alignment of 
HPR Extension segment HPRE-2 crosses Little Barton Tributary (know locally as Freitag Creek 
or Friday Creek).  The Engineer shall determine design flows and design WSEL’s for the bridge 
engineer’s use to size an appropriate proposed bridge structure.  

6. Detention Analysis – Hydrologic and Hydraulic. The Engineer shall conduct an impact analysis 
to determine adverse effects of the increase runoff due to the proposed project.  Detention 
mitigation will be preliminarily designed to attenuate increases in peak flow rates for the 2-, 10-, 
25-, and 100-year storm events. Methods may include inline detention within the storm drain 
system or off-line detention contained within surface detention basins, 
 

E. Traffic Projections and Operational Analysis.  
1. Traffic Projections.  The Engineer shall develop the opening-year, design-year (opening year 

+20) and pavement design year (opening year + 30) travel forecasts.  For the SWC and HPR 
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segments, the Engineer shall utilize traffic data and results from the previously completed 
Southwest Collector and HPR Extension Feasibility Study Report as well as traffic count data 
collected in the Vail Divide Travel Time Study.  For the HPR re-alignment segment (RM 3238), 
the Engineer shall coordinate with TxDOT to determine acceptable methodology for determining 
projected traffic.  A traffic projections memo will be prepared for submittal to TxDOT for approval 
(as required by TxDOT). 

2. Operational Analysis.  The Engineer shall prepare and calibrate an updated existing traffic 
model.  The calibration of the model shall be included in the traffic analysis report. A detailed 
level of service analysis with CORSIM, PASSER, HCS, SYNCHRO, and/or other acceptable 
model will be performed for the current year using current traffic and geometric conditions and 
for the build (opening) year and 20 year design year using traffic projections and proposed 
geometric design. Develop recommendations for the overall corridor based on the analyses, 
including potential traffic calming options, where appropriate.  In particular, along segment 
HPRE-1. Results of this analysis shall be incorporated into the schematic design. The Engineer 
shall develop and submit a draft traffic analysis report summarizing all analysis performed. The 
report will primarily focus on the HPR (RM 3238) realignment, intersection with SH 71, and 
interfaces of new access roads with SH 71 to confirm intersection configurations, turn bay 
lengths, etc. The effects of the recent opening of Vail Divide on travel patterns and previously 
collected traffic data will be considered and incorporated into the analysis.  The Engineer shall 
address all of the City’s review comments and submit two (2) copies of a Final Study Report.  
The Engineer shall Conduct a site inspection at the study location and record traffic 
characteristics observed in the field.  The field work may include but is not limited to taking 
measurements, recording signal operations, identifying existing conditions and taking digital 
photographs.  The Engineer shall obtain and analyze accident records for the study corridor from 
the State during the most recent sixty (60) month period.  Prepare a detailed crash analysis for 
the corridor along with a hot spot crash diagram from accident records. 

 
F. Bicycle and Pedestrian Accommodations.  The Engineer shall comply with City, State, and the 

federal policy statement on Bicycle and Pedestrian Accommodations Regulations and 
Recommendations by United States Department of Transportation (USDOT). This policy 
encourages the incorporation of safe and convenient walking and bicycling facilities into 
transportation projects. The inclusion of bicycle and pedestrian facilities shall be considered when 
the project is scoped. Public input when applicable, as well as local city and metropolitan planning 
organization for bicycle and pedestrian plans, shall be considered. 
 

G. Geometric Design Schematics.  The Engineer shall develop geometric design schematics based 
on the recommended conceptual layout from the previously completed Southwest Collector and 
HPR Extension Feasibility Study Report. The Engineer shall use Bentley OpenRoads Technology 
or OpenRoads Designer (ORD) in performing this task. 
 
The geometric schematic plan view must contain the following design elements: 
1. Bentley OpenRoads calculated roadway alignments for general purpose lanes, bridges, and 

cross streets at major intersections and grade separations. 
2. Horizontal curve data shown in tabular format 
3. Pavement edges, curb lines, sidewalks for all roadway improvements 
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4. Typical sections of existing and proposed roadways 
5. Proposed structure locations, bridge layouts including abutment, bent and rail locations 
6. Existing and proposed major utilities 
7. Existing property lines and respective property ownership information 
8. Existing ROW and easements 
9. ROW and easements requirements adequate for preparation of ROW maps 
10. Waters of the US (WOUS) 
11. Control-of-access limits (N/A) 
12. Existing and projected traffic volumes 
13. Location and text of the existing and proposed general purpose lanes guide signs and the 

preliminary locations for changeable message signs 
14. Lane lines, shoulder lines, and direction of traffic flow arrows indicating the number of lanes on 

all roadways 
 
The geometric schematic profile view shall contain the following design elements: 
1. Calculated profile grade and vertical curve data including “K” values for the general purpose 

lanes 
2. Existing ground line profiles along the general purpose lanes 
3. Begin and end bridge limits 
 
The calculated profile grade for cross streets will be shown on separate Supplemental Profile rolls. 
 
Coordination with adjacent segment engineers and TxDOT Austin District will be required during 
the development of the Layout as noted below: 
 

• The Engineer (LJA) for the Village at Spanish Oaks developer to align with Silvertree Drive, 
Streams Edge Drive, etc. 

• The Engineer (Malone Wheeler) working with the Architect for City Police and Fire facility at 
Gene Butler Drive to align with HPRE-3. 

• TxDOT for coordination regarding proposed new access points (and realignment of) HPR/RM 
3238 and new access points on SH 71.  

 
 

H. Design Cross-Sections.  The Engineer shall use a Bentley 3D OpenRoads or OpenRoads 
Designer (ORD) model to generate preliminary design cross-sections every 100 feet (min),  at 
culvert locations, and at other supplemental locations as determined by the City, in conjunction with 
the Geometric Schematic. The Engineer shall determine earthwork volumes for use in the cost 
estimate and shall prepare 11”x17” sheets or roll plots of the cross-sections. 
 

I. Retaining Walls.  Prepare preliminary retaining wall concepts to be shown on schematics, typical 
sections, and cross sections. 
1. Determine if retaining walls are required and verify the need for and length of the retaining wall 

as shown on the ultimate schematic. 
2. Compute and tabulate retaining wall quantities for preliminary cost estimates. 
3. If requested by the City:  
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a. Attend up to two (2) workshop meetings with staff to discuss preliminary aesthetic 
concepts for retaining walls and streetscape.  

b. Develop up to three (3) aesthetic treatment options for proposed retaining walls and 
prepare renderings/exhibits for review by the City.  Develop concept option renderings for 
potential landscape opportunities in median(s) and SUP. 

c. Revise treatment options into a final concept and rendering package for the City.  
d. Attend up to (2) meetings to present/discuss revised and final options with the City. 
e. Prepare a technical memo summarizing the options, costs and final recommendations.  

 
J. ROW Requirements.  The Engineer shall determine the ROW requirements based on the proposed 

alignment, typical sections, design cross sections, access control, terrain, construction 
requirements, drainage, clear zone, maintenance, Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) and 
environmental mitigation requirements. 

 
K. Sequence of Construction.  The Engineer shall develop preliminary sequence of construction 

exhibit to illustrate how traffic will be maintained during the various phases of construction.  The 
exhibit should include:  limits of construction, traffic flow arrows, limits of temporary pavement, 
temporary drainage and signals, traffic control signs and channelizing devices. 
 

L. Preliminary Opinion of Probable Construction Cost.  The Engineer shall develop a preliminary 
Opinion of probable construction cost (OPCC) using the City’s or TxDOT’s Average Low Bid Unit 
Price and any other readily available data.  The OPCC shall be accurate enough to compare to the 
allocated funding amount to ensure the completed design will be within budget.  The estimate will 
be updated at each submittal. 
 

M. Geotechnical Borings, Investigations and Pavement Design:  The Engineer shall conduct field 
investigations laboratory testing and recommended pavement design as further described below.  
The Engineer will be responsible for arranging for utility locates and providing a traffic control plan 
(TCP) in accordance with City of Bee Cave or TxDOT standards, as required.  The TCP plan will be 
submitted to the City or TxDOT as applicable, for review and approval, prior to mobilizing 
geotechnical field operations.  
1. Obtain and review existing and available geotechnical and geologic information.  Perform field 

reconnaissance of the project limits.  Attend one (1) coordination meeting. 
2. Perform approximately 45 pavement design borings, obtaining boring samples at 500-foot 

intervals for the limits of SWC, HPR, and HPRE-1, HPRE-2, and HPRE-4 (Shops Parkway) as 
summarized in the table below.  

3. Engineer shall verify the adequacy of the existing pavement structure on Shops Parkway from 
RM 620 at SH 71 to Bee Caves Rd (RM 2244) at SH 71 (approximately 3,700 LF) with 
proposed borings as well as falling weight deflectometer and ground penetrating radar. 
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Geotechnical Pavement Borings 

Section From To Length  
(ft) 

No. of 
Borings 

Southwest Collector (SWC) 
SWC Palermo Access Rd 1       1,890    
Access Rd 1 SWC SH 71       1,115    
SWC Access Rd 1 Access Rd 2          940    
Access Rd 2 SWC SH 71          880    
SWC Access Rd 2 Prop Roundabout       2,420    
SWC Prop Roundabout HPR (Prop)          350    
SWC Prop Roundabout HPR (exist)          500    
HPR (exist) tie to SWC tie to SH 71       1,600    

SWC - Subtotal       9,695  20 
HPR (RM 3238) Re-Alignment 

HPR (Re-align) Begin End (SH 71)       3,668  8 
HPR Extension (HPRE) 

HPRE-1 HPR Re-align Access Rd 3       2,115    
Access Rd 3 HPR Ext SH 71          850    
HPRE-1 Access Rd 3 Great Divide Dr       1,035    
HPRE-2 Streams Edge Gene Butler Dr          380    
HPRE-4 (Shops Pkwy) RM 620 at SH 71 RM 2244 at SH 71       3,700    

HPR - Subtotal       8,080  17 
Total Estimated Borings (Pavement)     21,443  45 

 
• Borings shall occur within the limits of the existing roadway as well as between the existing 

roadway edge and the ROW line, dependent upon utilities and access. 
• Borings will be marked for surveying of ground elevations and coordinates in order to locate 

in the plans. 
• Backfill borings with cuttings from the boring or gravel.  Patch pavements with cold mix 

asphalt or concrete (match existing pavement surface). 
• Perform laboratory testing to classify soil strata, evaluate plasticity and shrink/swell 

potential and evaluate the compressive strength.  Tests shall include moisture contents, 
Atterberg Limits, unconfined compressive strengths, sieve analyses, absorption swell test, 
lime-series tests, California Bearing Ratio (CBR) and sulfate content tests. 

• Develop a technical memo summarizing field work completed, and the recommended 
flexible pavement design, with alternative rigid pavement design at major intersections, 
following City of Bee Cave methodology, as applicable.  

• Identify estimated borings (number and depth) required for detailed design of cut and fill 
retaining walls, as identified in the final approved geometric schematic. 
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• Identify estimated borings (number and depth) required for detailed bridge foundation 
design, based on final bridge layout in the approved geometric schematic. 

N. Engineering Summary Report.  The Engineer shall prepare a report to summarize the design 
criteria, traffic analysis, preliminary cost estimate and basis of estimate, construction sequence 
description, and utility conflict issues. 

 
FC 120 - Environmental Documentation 
The Engineer will execute the following tasks under this scope of work. The tasks are mutually 
dependent and scoped accordingly. This scope is based on the on the funding source and sponsor as 
a public entity. 
A. Preliminary Environmental Constraints Report 

The Engineer will prepare a preliminary environmental constraints report to present the results of 
the desktop and field reconnaissance review of the various priority segments of the Project Limits: 
• Priority 1: Southwest Collector Roadway Network 
• Priority 2: Hamilton Pool Road Realignment 
• Priority 3A: Hamilton Pool Road Extension Bridge Connector 
• Priority 3B: Shops at Galleria Road Improvements 
• Priority 4: Hamilton Pool Road between Hamilton Pool Road and Great Divide Drive.  

The findings from Tasks B through G as outlined below will be incorporated into this report. This 
task includes one round of comments from the project team. Following the comment response, a 
finalized digital copy (PDF format) of the report will be submitted to the City. 

B.  Jurisdictional Waters Assessment 
Based on desktop information and field investigations (where timely right of entry provided), aci 
consulting will conduct a jurisdictional waters of the U.S. assessment for the project sections 
noted above. The purpose of this assessment is to identify the location and extent of potential 
waters of the U.S.(WOTUS) in accordance with Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (CWA). aci 
consulting will perform an analysis of the most recently available aerial photographs and 
topographic maps, as well as conduct appropriate field work necessary to identify the location 
and extent of U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) jurisdictional waters and potential wetlands 
along the project network.  
 
This determination will be based on the current USACE and EPA guidance on jurisdictional 
waters as of the date of this report. The findings of Task 2 will be incorporated into the 
Preliminary Environmental Constraints Report (Task A). 

C. Threatened and Endangered Species Habitat Assessment 
Based on desktop information and field investigations (where timely right of entry provided), The 
Engineer will conduct the habitat assessment for all federally listed species and candidates for 
listing under the Endangered Species Act (ESA) that may occur within the alignment for Travis 
County. Where right of entry provided, a visual inspection of habitat within the alignment will be 
conducted. Task 3 includes incorporating the findings into the Environmental Constraints Report 
(Task A). 
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This task does not include any ESA permitting or coordination with federal agencies. Should any 
ESA permitting or coordination with federal agencies be required, those activities will be 
conducted under a separate task. 

D. City of Bee Cave Critical Environmental Features Review  
The Engineer will conduct a hazardous materials review for the alignment by completing an 
American Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM) standard environmental background search. 
This examination of the proposed environmental setting for the alignment will not include the 
ASTM 1527-21 level of review; however, the findings will be incorporated into the Preliminary 
Environmental Constraints Report (Task A). 

E. Hazardous Materials Review 
The Engineer will conduct a hazardous materials review for the alignment by completing an 
American Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM) standard environmental background search. 
This examination of the proposed environmental setting for the alignment will not include the 
ASTM 1527-21 level of review; however, the findings will be incorporated into the Preliminary 
Environmental Constraints Report (Task A). 

F. Cultural Resources Desktop Assessment 
A qualified archeologist will perform a review of records from the Texas Research Laboratory 
(TARL) available on the Texas Historical Commission’s (THC) online Texas Archeological Sites 
Atlas (Atlas) to identify previously recorded surveys or cultural resources within the alignment and 
within a 1-km radius. An archeologist will also review historical maps, aerial photographs, 
topographic maps, soil survey maps, the TxDOT Hybrid Potential Archeological Liability Map 
(HPALM), and geological maps. This desktop review will include recommendations regarding 
additional cultural resources investigations, if warranted. Task F includes incorporating the 
findings into the Environmental Constraints Report (Task A). This task does not include a cultural 
resources survey. If a cultural resources survey is required, the work will be submitted and 
completed under a new scope.  

G. Public Lands Review 
The Engineer will review the project network for existing public parkland and other public lands. 
Task G includes incorporating the findings into the Preliminary Environmental Constraints Report 
(Task A). 

H. TxDOT Hamilton Pool Road NEPA Classification 
The Engineer will coordinate with the TxDOT Area office and Austin District Environmental Staff to 
determine the level of NEPA review for the proposed Hamilton Pool Road Realignment. This task 
is dependent upon the environmental review and documentation under Tasks A through G of this 
scope. The Engineer will compile additional information and prepare a classification slide deck for 
presentation to TxDOT staff. 

I. Project Management 
This scope includes two meetings with the client, project engineer and other project team 
members. Management includes 60 days of email and phone conversations as well as 



   
 

 

 Page 11 of 36 Exhibit A 
 

 

coordinating meetings regarding the environmental findings and general strategies for project 
development. 
 
The scope outlined in tasks A through G above does not include the following:  
• TxDOT or NEPA level of environmental review - including project scope, environmental justice 

studies, noise analysis, air analysis, direct, indirect, or cumulative impact studies 
• Coordination for easements on federal or state owned/controlled lands; 
• Full Phase I Environmental Site Assessments for each parcel along the alignment; 
• Section 404 permitting (if necessary); 
• Section 7 Consultation with USFWS for impacts to federally-listed species (if necessary); 
• Presence/absence surveys for federally-listed species. 

 
J. Public Involvement.  The Engineer shall provide the following public involvement services: 
1. Develop a public involvement plan.  The plan must specify all activities to be performed and 

alternatives to be discussed during public involvement activities.  Public involvement activities 
must be carried out in compliance applicable local, State (TxDOT) and federal requirements.  The 
plan must also discuss outreach strategies for both the general public and targeted strategies for 
environmental justice and limited English proficiency populations; 

2. Stakeholder List.  Compile, maintain, and update a mailing list of people, agencies, and 
organizations interested in the transportation activity; 

3. Public Meeting. Make arrangements for one (1) public meeting for the SWC or HPR Extension 
(i.e., the non-State portions of the project limits), excluding the State controlled HPR (RM 3238).  
Suggested public involvement actions for the State controlled HPR (RM 3238) will be summarized 
in the public involvement plan and discussed further with the City and TxDOT for concurrence.  If 
additional meetings are deemed necessary, that public involvement effort would be performed 
under additional scope and budget.  With respect to the one (1) public meeting, the Engineer will 
work with the City to determine the site of the meeting which is anticipated to be a City owned 
facility (i.e., available for no cost).  The Engineer will prepare a notice for mailing to adjacent 
property owners (if required) and publishing on the City’s website.  The Engineer will prepare 
exhibits, provide for taping or transcription of proceedings, if required.  The City will provide 
meeting space, meeting notices on their website, and security at the meeting (if required). 
a. Submit all meeting notices to the City for review no less than six weeks prior to publication; 
b. Arrange a meeting with the City to review all exhibits and other materials to be used prior to 

public meetings or hearings; 
c. Obtain the City’s approval for all meeting notices, exhibits, and other materials; 
d. Provide personnel to staff meetings and hearings; including, people to perform registration, 

make presentations, and answer questions.  Staffing levels of personnel to be provided must 
be identified in the work authorization; 

e. Develop and submit to the City a meeting documentation packet; 
f. Develop responses to commenters at public meetings (comment-response matrix).   
g. Prepare a Public Meeting Summary Report, documenting the meeting notices, exhibits shown, 

and comments received at the public meeting.   
 
FC 130 – Right-of-Way Data/Utilities 
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For Function Coes 130 and 150, the term Surveyor means the firm (prime provider or subprovider) that 
is providing the surveying services shown in the scope. 
All standards, procedures and equipment used by the Surveyor shall be such that the results of the 
survey will be in accordance with Chapter 1071 and applicable sub-chapters, as promulgated by the 
Texas Board of Professional Engineers and Land Surveyors.  
The Engineer shall locate the existing ROW, where applicable, within the project limits from the current 
project control monuments and prepare a layout map for the project. 
A. Existing Right-of-Way and Parcel Map.  The Surveyor shall obtain information on existing ROW 

and property information from as-built plans, ROW maps, and tax records and prepare a base map 
depicting the information.   
 
The Engineer shall review and evaluate the existing ROW plus the limits of proposed ROW 
acquisition to verify that all construction staging and alignment considerations have been taken into 
account.  The Engineer shall make every effort to prevent detours and utility relocations from 
extending beyond the existing/proposed ROW.  The Engineer shall notify the City in writing if it is 
necessary to obtain additional construction easements or rights-of-entry and shall provide 
justification for such action.  The Engineer shall be responsible for identifying and delineating any 
temporary construction easements in areas outside the existing/proposed ROW. 
 

B. Existing Utility Locations.  The Engineer shall research available existing utility records and 
perform in-field utility verification (Quality Level C and D) with the objective of surveying and plotting 
visible above-ground utility features and using professional judgment in correlating those findings 
with utility records within the project limits.  The lateral limits of the utility designating investigation 
are the greater extent of the existing ROW, proposed ROW, or temporary construction easements 
along the project route.  To accomplish this scope of work, the Engineer will perform the following 
tasks: 
1. Contact the applicable “one call” agency and acquire records from all available utility owners 

including local municipalities (cities, counties, etc.). 
2. Perform in-field visual site inspection.  Compare utility record information with actual field 

conditions.  Record indications of additional utility infrastructure and visual discrepancies with 
record drawings. 

3. Interview available utility owners for needed clarification, resolution and found discrepancies, 
and details not provided on the record drawings. 

4. Map the following utilities: water, wastewater, natural gas, gas/oil pipelines, electric, telephone, 
fiber, duct banks, cable TV storm sewer and utility service lines. Wastewater and storm sewer 
facilities will be inverted at manholes. Additionally, overhead utilities and ownership will be 
depicted based on available utility records. Irrigation lines and in-field verification of overhead 
utility ownership are not included in this scope. 

 
C. Utility Conflict Identification and Coordination – The Engineer shall prepare existing Utility 

Layout, identify potential conflicts in a conflict matrix spreadsheet, and coordinate with each utility 
company for relocations required.  The Engineer shall attend utility coordination meetings (6 
maximum), as requested to facilitate utility conflict identification and resolution.  The Engineer shall 
coordinate with the City to determine the location of each existing and proposed utility.  
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D. Proposed/Planned Utilities 

1. Meetings – The Engineer will attend a maximum of 6 meetings with the City to coordinate, 
discuss City requirements for utilities within the proposed ROW corridor. 

2. Existing Service Connection – The Engineer will work with the City to obtain site plans for existing 
tracts along the alignment to determine the quantity and locations of existing water and 
wastewater connections.  It is assumed the Engineer will make a formal request for existing site 
plans and the City will research and provide the requested plans. 

3. Route/Size Coordination – The Engineer will meet with City staff to determine the desired 
location and approximate size for water and wastewater services for the proposed adjacent 
developed properties.  The Engineer will coordinate with the PUA to determine the required 
design flows for the water and wastewater facilities, subject to City review and concurrence. 

4. The Engineer will perform preliminary planning for utilities within the ROW. 
a. Work with the City to determine the desired location for utility placement within the proposed 

ROW (typical section) for SWC and HPRE.  This would include water, wastewater, gas, 
buried ductbanks, or overhead electrical/telecom.   

b. Work with TxDOT to determine desired placement of water, wastewater, gas, and other 
buried or overhead utilities within the proposed revised TxDOT ROW for the HPR Re-
alignment section.   

This planning level effort is intended to confirm adequate ROW and access for servicing of 
utilities. Detailed utility design will be performed by others or under supplemental scope and fee.  

 
E. Preliminary Boundary Surveying and Parcel Preparation.  The Surveyor shall perform the 

following tasks to assist with the acquisition of the proposed ROW as identified in the Layout: 
1. Perform sufficient field surveying operations to locate property corners and confirm existing 

ROW configuration. 
2. Perform sufficient deed research and boundary analysis to prepare a property schematic of the 

overall project.  This task will not include procuring a limited Title Abstract to be used for 
preliminary submittals and updated with title commitment for title review. 
 

F. Right of Way Mapping – Traditional ROW Map 
If directed by the City, the Surveyor shall conduct traditional ROW mapping and prepare ROW 
parcel documents for the City’s use to acquire the identified ROW for roadway construction.  The 
Surveyor shall prepare documents for up to thirty-five (35) parcels 
Traditional ROW mapping includes ground surveying and preparation of parcel maps, legal 
descriptions also known as metes and bounds descriptions, and ROW maps. 
A. PURPOSE 

The purpose of traditional ROW mapping is: 
a. To prepare mapping documents suitable for use in the acquisition of real property and the 

issuance of a title policy. 
b. To prepare a map of a resurvey of existing ROW where it is necessary to update or redefine 

ROW lines. 
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B. DEFINITIONS 
a. Abstract Map means a scale drawing prepared from record documents depicting proposed 

ROW lines, existing ROW lines, easement lines, and private property lines with relevant 
grantee names, recording data, and recording dates. 

  
b. Closure/Area Calculation Sheet means a computer generated print-out of the area and the 

perimeter bearings, distances, curve data, and coordinates of an individual parcel of land to 
be acquired, including the degree of angular and distance mis-closure for each individual 
parcel. 

 
c. Denial of Access Line means a line that indicates specific location where access to the 

roadway is denied. 
 
d. Owner means the current title holder of record as determined by the Real Property Records. 
 
e. Parent Tract means a unit or contiguous units of land under single ownership, comprising a 

single marketable tract of land consistent with the principle of highest and best use. 
 

A parent tract may be described by a single instrument or several instruments. A single parent 
tract cannot be severed by a public ROW easement, or separate ownership which destroys 
unity of use. 

 
f. Parent Tract Inset means a small map to an appropriate scale, of the parent tract perimeter 

placed upon the ROW map in the proximity of the respective parcel. Parent tract insets are 
used in cases where the parent tract cannot be shown to the same scale as the ROW map. 
Since parent tract insets are used to identify the limits and location of parent tracts, they must 
include public ROW, utility easements and fee strips, and identifiable water courses which 
bound the parent tract. 

 
g. Point of Beginning or POB means a corner of the parcel of land to be acquired, located on 

the proposed ROW line and being the beginning terminus of the first course of the written 
property description or plat. 

 
h. Point of Commencing or POC means a monumented property corner identifiable in the real 

property records that is located outside the proposed ROW corridor. For title purposes, the 
POC must be a monumented back corner of the parent tract. In the event a monumented 
back corner of the parent tract cannot be recovered, the nearest identifiable monumented 
property corner located outside the proposed ROW corridor may be used. 

 
i. Preliminary ROW Layout means a scaled drawing depicting proposed ROW lines, existing 

ROW lines,  proposed  pavement, access denial lines, the proposed centerline  alignment,  
private property  lines, easement lines, visible  improvements,  visible utilities,  and the station 
and offset from the centerline alignment to each point of curvature (PC), point of tangency 
(PT), and angle point in the proposed ROW lines and to each PC, PT, and the angle point in 
the existing ROW lines in areas of no proposed acquisition. 
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j. Property Description means a document prepared as an exhibit for the conveyance of a 

property interest and issuance of a title policy, reflecting the results of a boundary survey, 
and signed and sealed by a registered professional land surveyor (RPLS), attached to an 
acquisition deed as Exhibit A, and consisting of the following two parts: 

 
a. Written metes and bounds description delineating the area and the boundary and 

describing the location of an individual parcel of land unique to all other parcels of land. 
 
b. Parcel plat, which is an ANSI A-size (8.5” x 11”) scaled drawing depicting the information 

recited in the metes and bounds description in 10 a. above, which represents the 
parcel(s) of land to be acquired. 

 
k. ROW Maps means a series of ANSI D-size (22” x 34”) scaled drawings depicting the results 

of relevant elements of records research, field work, analysis, computation, and mapping 
required to determine title, delineate areas and boundaries, and  locate and describe  utilities  
and improvements to the extent necessary to appraise  the value and negotiate the 
acquisition of individual parcels  of private land for a proposed ROW project. 

 
C. PROCEDURE 

 
All standards, procedures, and equipment used by the Surveyor must be such that, at a 
minimum, the results of the survey is in compliance with the precision and accuracy requirements 
set forth by the Texas Board of professional Engineers and Land Surveyors (TBPELS) rules. 
 
a. Abstract Map 
 

The Surveyor shall prepare an Abstract Map sufficient to determine the following: 
 

a. All interests of public record held in the land to be acquired. 
 
b. The total record holdings to be acquired from an owner contiguous to a land. 
 
c. All interests in land held in common to be acquired (shopping mall parking lots, 

subdivision reserves, etc.) 
  
d. All improvements proposed by other agencies that might have a bearing on project 

development. 
 
e. All called monuments, bearings, and distances in recorded information. 

 
b. ROW Map 
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The Surveyor shall field locate items such as: property corners, existing ROW markers, 
improvements, and visible utilities. The Surveyor shall verify and update the planimetric file 
as directed by the City or TxDOT. 

 
Using the City’s or TxDOT’s standard title, index, and plan sheets, as applicable, the 
Surveyor shall prepare a ROW map for each proposed ROW project.  A ROW map must 
include a title sheet, an index sheet, a survey control index sheet, a horizontal control data 
sheet, and sufficient plan sheets to cover the proposed project. If requested by the City or 
TxDOT, the Surveyor shall prepare additional sheets. 
 
The TBPELS and TxDOT do not require ROW maps to be signed and sealed by a RPLS. 
 
Plan sheets must include the following: 

 
a. Proposed ROW lines. Proposed ROW lines must be labeled with appropriate bearings, 

distances, and curve data. Curve data must include the radius, delta angle, arc length, 
and long chord bearing and distance. 

 
b. Existing ROW lines. Existing ROW lines must be labeled with appropriate bearings, 

distances, and curve data to the extent necessary to describe the individual parcels of 
land to be acquired. Curve data must include the radius, delta angle, arc length, and long 
chord bearing and distance. 

 
c. Proposed project baseline alignment. The proposed project baseline alignment must be 

labeled with appropriate bearings, distances, and curve data. Curve data must include 
the station of the curve, point of intersection (PI), radius, delta angle, arc length, tangent 
length, long chord bearing and distance, and the northing (N) and easting (E) coordinates 
of the curve PI. All alignment PCs, PTs, and even 500 foot stations must be labeled with 
its station value. 

 
d. Proposed paving lines. Proposed paving lines combined with relevant existing paving 

lines must be shown to the extent necessary to compile a complete picture of proposed 
traffic movements. Proposed paving on the final map submitted to the City or TxDOT 
must be shaded with a dot pattern or highlighted by some other means acceptable to the 
State. 

 
e. Denial of Access lines. Denial of Access lines must be drawn to clearly indicate areas 

where access is to be denied permitted. 
 
f. Private property lines. Private property lines must be delineated with appropriate 

bearings, distances, and curve data to the extent necessary to describe the individual 
parcels of land to be acquired. Curve data must include the radius, delta angle, arc 
length, and long chord bearing and distance. 
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g. League lines and survey lines. League lines and survey lines must be shown and 
identified by name and abstract number. 

 
h. County lines and city limit lines. County lines and city limit lines must be located and 

identified by name. 
 
i. North arrow. A north arrow must be shown on each sheet, in the upper right corner of 

the sheet. 
 
j. Monuments. Monumentation must be shown with a description of material and size and 

if the monument is found or set. 
 
k. PC, PT, and angle points. Station and offset must be shown for each PC, PT, and angle 

point in the proposed ROW lines. Stations and offsets must be shown with respect to the 
proposed centerline alignment. 

 
l. Intersecting and adjoining public ROW. Intersecting and adjoining public ROW must be 

shown and identified by name, ROW width, and recording data. 
 
m. Railroads. Railroads must be shown and identified by name, ROW width, and recording 

data. 
 
n. Utility corridors. Utility corridors must be identified as to easement or fee. 
 
o. Easements and fee strips. Easements and fee strips must be shown and identified by 

width, owner, and recording data. 
 
p. Set-back lines. Set-back lines (e.g., building lines) must be shown and identified. 
 
q. Improvements. Visible improvements located within the proposed ROW corridor or within 

50 feet of a proposed ROW line must be shown and identified. 
 
r. Structures 

 
i. Structures must be identified as commercial or residential, by number of stories, and 

as to construction material type (e.g., brick, wood frame). 
 
ii. Structures that are severed by a proposed ROW line must be dimensioned to the 

extent necessary to completely delineate the severed parts. 
 
iii. Parking areas, billboards, and other on-premise signs that are severed by a proposed 

ROW line must be dimensioned to the extent necessary to delineate that portion of 
the parking area, billboard, or sign that is located within the proposed ROW corridor. 
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iv. For a structure outside of, but within ten feet of, the proposed ROW line, the distance 
of the structure to the proposed line must be shown. If the location of the structure is 
determined using a City or TxDOT supplied planimetric map, any structure within 
three feet of the proposed ROW line must be verified by field survey. 

 
s. Utilities. Visible utilities located within the proposed ROW corridor or within 50 feet of a 

proposed ROW line must be shown and identified. 
 
t. Underground fuel storage tanks. Visible location of vents and filler caps of underground 

fuel storage tanks situated within the proposed ROW corridor or within 50 feet of the 
corridor must be determined and shown. 

 
u. Points of commencing and points of beginning. POCs and POBs must be shown and 

labeled. POBs must be shown with their respective N and E surface coordinates. As an 
exception, a POC will not be required in the case of a total taking without a remainder. 

 
v. Parcels. Each parcel of land to be acquired must be identified by a parcel number, which 

must appear in the ownership tabulation and on the ROW map in the proximity of the 
respective parcel. If the Surveyor is unfamiliar with the criteria used by the City or TxDOT 
to assign parcel numbers, the Surveyor shall seek their assistance at the time the 
Abstract Map is complete. 

 
w. Ownership tabulation. An ownership tabulation must be shown that includes the parcel 

number, existing area of the parent tract, lots and blocks constituting the parent tract 
when applicable, owner’s name, type of conveyance, film code, county clerk’s file 
number, taking area, and remaining area of the parent tract located left or right of the 
centerline alignment or both. The Surveyor shall provide several blank lines in the 
tabulation block to facilitate future map additions. 

 
x. Parent tract inset. A parent tract inset must be shown for each parent tract that cannot 

be shown to scale on the ROW map. When parent tract insets are used, the point of 
commencing with the appropriate bearing and distance to the point of beginning may be 
shown on the parent tract inset. 

 
y. Data sources. A note must be included on the title sheet and each map sheet stating the 

source of bearings, coordinates, and datum used. The note must also include the 
National Geodetic Survey (NGS) or other basis monument(s) name or identification 
number, Texas Coordinate System Zone information, epoch information, grid or surface 
values and the combined adjustment factor or surface adjustment factor. 

 
z. Notes. Appropriate notes must be included on the title sheet and each map sheet stating 

the following: 
 

(1) Month (or months) and year of the abstracting upon which the map is based. 
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(2) Month (or months) and year the field surveys were conducted upon which the map 
is based. 

 
(3) Month and year the map was completed by the Surveyor.  
 

aa. ROW CSJ number. The ROW CSJ number, if available or applicable, must be shown on 
each ROW map sheet. 

 
bb. Tick marks. The Surveyor shall place four tick marks, one in each quadrant of the map 

sheet, showing the latitude and longitude (Lat/Long) in decimal degrees and the surface 
coordinate of each mark. The tick marks may be placed on the match lines of each map 
sheet, if convenient. A foot note must also be placed on the sheet defining the tick marks 
as Lat/Long in decimal degrees. 

  
 
c. Property Descriptions 
 

The Surveyor shall prepare a Property Description for each parcel (or tract for surplus 
property) consisting of two parts: (1) a metes and bounds description of the property and (2) 
a parcel plat. Each part of a Property Description must be signed and sealed by a RPLS. 

 
a. Metes and bounds description 

 
The Surveyor shall prepare a metes and bounds description for each parcel of land to be 
acquired. The Surveyor shall use the City or TxDOT standard format as applicable for 
metes and bounds descriptions. Metes and bounds descriptions must be submitted in 
Microsoft Word format and must include the following information: 

 
i. State, county, and original land grant survey within which the proposed parcel of land 

to be acquired is located. 
 
ii. Reference to unrecorded and recorded subdivisions by name, lot, block, and 

recording data to the extent applicable. 
 
iii. Reference by name to the grantor and grantee, date and recording data of the most 

current instrument(s) of conveyance describing the parent tract. 
 

The Surveyor shall use the execution date when citing deed references. The 
Surveyor shall use the recording or filing dates, making clear which date is being 
used if the execution date is not explicit on the face of the document. 

 
iv. A POC. 
 
v. A POB with the N and E surface coordinates. 
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vi. A series of courses, identified by number and proceeding in a clockwise direction, 
describing the perimeter of the parcel of land to be acquired, and labeled with 
appropriate bearings, distances, and curve data. 

 
vii. Curve data must include the radius, delta angle, arc length, and long chord bearing 

and distance. 
 
viii. Each course must be identified either as a proposed ROW line, an existing ROW line, 

or a property line of the parent tract. Each property line of the parent tract must be 
described with an appropriate adjoiner call. 

 
ix. A description of all monumentation set or found, which must include size and material. 
 
x. A reference to the source of bearings, coordinates, and datum used. 

 
b. Parcel plat 
 

The Surveyor shall prepare a parcel plat for each parcel of land to be acquired using the 
State’s standard format. Parcel plats must include each and every item of information 1) 
written in the metes and bounds description and 2) shown on the ROW map (if requested by 
the City or TxDOT) for the individual parcel. 

 
D. ADHERENCE TO STANDARDS 

 
For purposes of clarity, consistency, and ease of understanding, the City and/or TxDOT, each 
as an acquiring agency of private property for public use, has adopted standards and formats 
for a ROW map to facilitate the processes of negotiation, appraisal, relocation assistance, and 
condemnation. The Surveyor shall adhere to these standards and formats to every extent 
possible. 
 

E. GENERAL SPECIFICATIONS 
 
The following general specifications for 1) description, 2) plat, and 3) ROW mapping apply: 
 
a. Completed ROW maps must be submitted to the City or TxDOT as applicable, in both Bentley 

MicroStation Design File (DGN) and Adobe Portable Document Format (PDF) format. The 
maps must have a layout that will produce a D-size final print with a 0.5-inch border. 

 
b. Parcel plats must be submitted to the City or TxDOT as applicable on A-size bond paper with 

a 0.5-inch border. Match lines must be used where more than one sheet is required. 
 
c. ROW maps must be drawn to a scale of 1 inch = 50 feet. Scales other than 1 inch = 50 feet 

may be used with prior approval by the City or TxDOT, as applicable. 
 
d. The minimum lettering size for ROW maps is 0.1 inches at print scale. 
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e. Parcel plats must be drawn to a scale of 1 inch = 50 feet. Scales other than 1 inch = 50 feet 

may be used with prior approval by the City or TxDOT, as applicable.  In the case of large 
parcels which are difficult to fit on a single A-size sheet, the Surveyor shall use multiple A-
size sheets with match lines. 

 
f. The minimum size lettering for a parcel plat is 0.3 inches at print scale. 
 
g. Property Descriptions shall be submitted on A-size bond paper. 
 

F. GENERAL REQUIREMENTS 
 
The Surveyor shall adhere to the following general requirements: 
 
a. Copies of instruments of record submitted to the City or TxDOT as applicable must be 

indexed by parcel number. 
 
b. Coordinates appearing on ROW maps, on parcel plats, and in written property descriptions 

must be surface coordinates based on the Texas State Plane Coordinate System. The 
appropriate combined adjustment factors (sea level factor multiplied by the scale factor) for 
each zone of the coordinate system, which have been developed by TxDOT, must be noted. 

 
To obtain surface coordinates, the Surveyor shall multiply grid coordinates by the appropriate 
combined adjustment factor for each zone, as provided by TxDOT. 

 
c. Line and curve tables may be used when necessary. 
 
d. The number of centerline alignment stations shown on a single plan sheet shall be limited to 

allow approximately four inches between match lines and sheet borders for future details and 
notes. 

 
e. A minimum four-inch by four-inch space must be reserved at the bottom right corner of each 

map sheet for future revision notes. 
 
f. If request by the City or TxDOT, the Surveyor shall set a 5/8-inch rebar with a City or TxDOT 

aluminum ROW cap (or other appropriate monument), as applicable, on the proposed ROW 
line and replace the rebar later with a City or TxDOT Type II ROW marker. 

 
When the 5/8” rebar with a TxDOT rod cap is set for PCs, PTs, PIs, and 1500 foot stations, 
the double asterisk symbol (**) must be shown on the map sheets and written into and shown 
in the Property Description and must be accompanied by the following note: 
  
**The monument described, and set may be replaced with the State’s Type II ROW marker 
upon the completion of the construction project, under the supervision of a RPLS, either 
employed or retained by TxDOT. 
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When new ROW lines intersect boundary lines of properties creating new boundary corners 
in the new ROW line, the Surveyor shall place a 5/8-inch rebar with TxDOT’s 2-inch aluminum 
property corner rod cap. 

 
G. GIS SUBMISSION REQUIREMENTS AND STANDARDS 

 
All ROW mapping project work authorizations are subject to the standards and required ArcGIS 
deliverables detailed in Chapter 4, Section 8 of TxDOT’s ROW Preliminary Procedures for the 
Authority to Proceed Manual. 
 

H. ELECTRONIC ROW MAP STANDARDS 
 
The primary purpose of this section is to provide instructions on the graphics standards, file 
management structure, and naming conventions, for ROW mapping electronic deliverables 
submitted to the City or TxDOT Right of Way Division by surveying services providers, as part 
of the ROW package. 
 
The Surveyor shall adhere to the following requirements for electronic map submittals: 
 
a. Bentley MicroStation 
 

All graphic files for map sheets and parcel plats must be native Bentley MicroStation DGN 
files created using Bentley OpenRoads civil design system with TxDOT’s current seed files, 
resource files, workspace environment, and settings. 

 
b. Level Library Files 
 

The Surveyor shall use the TxDOT’s current MicroStation level library files for ROW mapping. 
The files contain all the predefined levels that are typically needed for ROW mapping and 
include levels for existing utilities. 

 
c. Separate DGN Files for Each Map Sheet 
 

The Surveyor shall provide one DGN file for each map sheet. Each file must be spatially 
registered to the project coordinate system. 
 
The sheet file naming convention is “ROW CSJ_Sheet Number.dgn (e.g., 
212104065_S01.dgn). 
  
In the example above, the first nine numbers “212104065” is the ROW CSJ number for the 
project and “S01” is the sheet number, beginning with number 1 as the cover sheet. 

 
d. Naming convention for the Master Design File or Master ROW Files and Map Sheet. 
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The recommended naming prefix for design files is MDF (for master design file). Therefore, 
the prefix must be different for the ROW files because the location of the existing and 
proposed ROW in the design files from the schematic will change to some degree after an 
on-the- ground survey is made for a ROW map. Therefore, the prefix might be MRF for 
master ROW file. 
 
The Surveyor shall provide the corrected Master ROW Files to the design engineer to be 
used in the final plans, specifications, and estimate (PS&E) so that all features of construction 
and the relocation of utilities will be correctly placed in relation to the highway ROW and the 
ROW of cross streets or roadways. 
 
The master ROW file naming convention is: “MRF ROW CSJ_Logical Name.dgn”, with 
examples as follows: 

 
MRF212104065_Schematic90.dgn (for schematic layout 90% submittal) 
 
MRF212104065_Schematic100.dgn (for schematic layout 100% submittal) 
 
MRF212104065_SchemApprov.dgn (for final approved [State & FHWA] schematic) 
 
MRF212104065_PSEDesign.dgn (for final PS&E design) 
 
MRF212104065_ExROW.dgn (for existing ROW determined by RPLS) 
 
MRF212104065_PropROW.dgn (for proposed ROW of final design) 
MRF212104065_DeedPlot.dgn (for deed record) MRF212104065_Planimetric.dgn (for 
aerial mapping topography) MRF212104065_ROWTopo.dgn (for improvements data 
collection) 
  
MRF212104065_DesignTopo.dgn (for design level data collection topography) 
 
MRF212104065_ExUtil.dgn (for existing utilities) 

 
All sheet files with a plan view must have the MRF referenced to allow more than one sheet 
file to be worked on at the same time. 

 
e. File Structure of Master and Reference DGN Files 
 

If possible, the file structure should not contain subfolders. 
 
f. Lines Weights, Line Styles, Colors, Text Size, Text Fonts, Scale, and Annotations 
 

Legibility is the primary concern when choosing the scale, line weights and text size. Sheets 
must be legible at full scale sheet size (i.e., D-size drawing) and when reduced to half scale 
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sheet size (B-size drawing size). It is not sufficient that originals or first-generation plots are 
legible, reproductions (copies) must retain legibility. 
 
The normal scales for a full-sized sheet (i.e., D-size) is 1 inch = 50 feet (urban) and 1 inch = 
100 feet (rural). For a half-sized sheet (i.e., B-size) the scale is 1 inch = 100 feet (urban) and 
1 inch = 200 feet (rural). 
 
The standard cell library is: TxdotSurv_04.cel or current State cell files; The standard font is 
Leroy. The standard TxDOT color table is: V256COLR.ctb or Txgpk.ctb. 
 
The Surveyor shall use the TxDOT’s current GEOPAK Survey SMD file that sets up new 
feature codes in SMD file for alignment chains, parcel chains and survey chains that can be 
drawn by GEOPAK Survey from the GPK file with the correct line styles, colors and weights 
to the designated levels loaded into the DGN by the TxDOT’s current level library files. 
 
The Surveyor shall use MicroStation Packager for the submission of electronic deliverables, 
which captures any non-State standard files (e.g., rsc, cel, text) that were used in the map 
that look and plot differently in the TxDOT’s MicroStation workspace. 

 
g. Text and Line Color considerations 
 

Text and line colors must be legible when using background imagery. 
 
h. Required Data in the GEOPAK ROW GPK File 
  

Alignments, chains of proposed and existing ROW lines, parent tracts and taking parcels, 
and all other points collected in the field (start with schematic or design GPK file) are required. 
 
If the design GPK file is too detailed for ROW use, the Engineer shall create input files for 
the information needed for the design GPK file to load into the ROW GPK file. 

 
i. Surface Coordinate and the ROW GIS Geo-Database 
 

Surface adjustment factors and basis of datum must be well documented in the electronic 
deliverables “file structure/deliverables read me” file. 

 
j. Requirements for Electronic Deliverables 

a. Native MicroStation DGN files (reference files, sheets files, and parcel plats files); 
 
b. GEOPAK Survey GPK files. 
 
c. Separate comma delimited point files (ASCII file) in the following coordinate systems: 

Surface or Projected Coordinates, Grid Coordinates (Texas Coordinate System of 1983 
in U.S. Survey feet) and Geographic Coordinates (WGS-84 in decimal degrees). The file 
will have the following format: point number, northing or latitude, easting or longitude, 
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elevation, feature code, and point description. File naming convention is: ROWCSJ_Type 
of Coordinates.csv (e.g., 212101065_Surface.csv, 212101065_Grid.csv, and 
212101065_WGS84.csv); 

 
d. PDF files created in MicroStation of map sheets (both D-size and B-size sheets), one set 

in black and white and another set-in color if there is orthoimagery for the background. 
 
e. PDF files and Microsoft Word documents of signed and sealed Property Descriptions and 

Surveyor’s Reports. 
 
f. Raw and processed GPS files including adjustment reports. 

 
I. ROW MAPPING TASKS TO BE COMPLETED  
 

The Surveyor shall perform the following tasks: 
 

a. Abstracting 
The Surveyor shall obtain copies of all existing ownership documents for the parent tracts 
along with all subdivision plats and recorded documents defining existing easements 
within, along or intersecting the existing ROW, and prepare an Abstract Map. 

 
b. Field Surveys 

The Surveyor shall locate and set additional horizontal and vertical control points, as 
necessary, at the maximum spacing distance of 1,500 feet; field locate property corners, 
existing ROW markers, improvements, and visible utilities; verify and update the 
planimetric file; and as directed by the City or TxDOT, perform the following: 

 
a. Obtain right-of-entry to survey on private property and prepare a spreadsheet of the 

information. 
 
b. Locate existing horizontal and vertical control and verify the control information, locate 

property corners, and update the planimetric information with any missing visible 
improvements or visible utilities. 

 
The Surveyor shall base all field work and calculations on the current controls and datum 
provided by the City or TxDOT. 

 
c. Property Description 

 
a. The Surveyor shall prepare a Property Description(s) for each parcel or tract in the 

form of a preliminary and a final deliverable(s). Each part of a Property Description 
shall be signed and sealed by an RPLS. The Surveyor shall prepare preliminary 
Property Description(s)- for review by the City or TxDOT. 
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Metes and bounds descriptions 
 
The Surveyor shall prepare a metes and bounds description for each parcel of land to 
be acquired. The Surveyor shall follow the standard formats for metes and bounds 
descriptions that the City or TxDOT has developed, as applicable. If requested by the 
Surveyor, the City or TxDOT, as applicable, will provide copies of the standard formats 
for metes and bounds descriptions for all purposes of the work authorizations. 

 
Parcel plats 
 
The Surveyor shall prepare a parcel plat for each parcel of land to be acquired. The 
Engineer shall follow the standard formats for parcel plats that the City or TxDOT, as 
applicable has developed. If requested by the Engineer, the City or TxDOT, as 
applicable will provide copies of the standard formats. Parcel plats must include all 
items of information shown on the ROW map that concerns the individual parcel. 

 
b. The Surveyor shall prepare final deliverables. 

 
The Surveyor shall set appropriate monuments on the proposed ROW lines at 
intersecting property lines, and at all points of curvature (PC), points of tangency (PT), 
angle points, intersecting ROW lines of side streets, and at 1,500-foot stations. 
The Surveyor shall set appropriate monuments on the existing ROW lines in areas of 
no acquisition at all PCs, PTs, angle points, and 1,500-foot stations, and as directed 
by the City or TxDOT, as applicable. 
 
The Surveyor shall set appropriate monuments at intersecting property lines with the 
new ROW lines. 
 
The Surveyor shall prepare the final ROW (ArcGIS) database template 
“ROW_Parcels_Edits” populated with the final parcels, final alignment, and project 
control points in ArcGIS 10.6.1 format or the current version in use by the City or 
TxDOT, as applicable. 
 
The Surveyor shall prepare final, signed, sealed, and dated Property Descriptions. 

 
d. Traditional ROW Map 

 
The Surveyor shall prepare a traditional ROW map for the specific work location 
consisting of the existing and proposed ROW lines. 
 
The Surveyor shall work closely with adjoining surveyors to incorporate all relevant 
information. 
 
The Surveyor shall provide the following: 
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a. The Surveyor shall prepare a preliminary ROW map for review purposes. 
 
b. The Surveyor shall prepare an initial ROW map for review purposes 
 
c. The Surveyor shall prepare a final ROW map. 

 
e. The Surveyor shall prepare a ROW project cover sheet using the Microsoft Word 

document template. The ROW project cover sheet must contain the highway, project 
limits, county, RCSJ, CCSJ, length of project, equations and exceptions, begin and end 
project information, datum statement, utility table, and signature lines for acquisition. 

 
f. Quality Assurance and Quality Control (QA/QC) 

 
The Surveyor shall conduct a QA/QC review and prepare a check list for each task 
performed. 
 
The Surveyor shall prepare a surveyor’s report regarding their survey procedures, 
findings, and decisions made. 

 
J. ROW MAPPING DELIVERABLES 
 

The Surveyor shall provide the following: 
 
a. Scanned copies of the ownership documents and one D-size paper copy of the Abstract 

Map and the associated MicroStation graphics files for review purposes. 
 
b. Field Survey Data 

 
a. A spreadsheet of the property owners and right-of-entry information. 
 
b. Scanned copies of the field notes, control data sheets, and a graphics file of all field 

survey data. 
 
c. Property Description Submittals 

 
a. Preliminary Property Description Submittals 

 
One paper copy of the preliminary Property Description(s) for review purposes marked 
“Preliminary – Not to be used for recording purposes”, and an electronic copy of each 
Property Description in PDF format. 
 
The ROW (ArcGIS) database template “ROW_Parcels_Edits” populated with the 
preliminary parcels, alignment, and project control points in ArcGIS 10.6.1 format or 
the current version in use by TxDOT. 
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b. Final Property Description Submittals 
 

Two paper sets of the final Property Description(s) showing the metes and bounds 
descriptions and parcel plats, signed and sealed by a RPLS, and the associated 
electronic files in PDF and Word formats. 
 
Bentley MicroStation parcel plat graphics files and master reference files (MRF). 
 
The ROW (ArcGIS) database template “ROW_Parcels_Edits” populated with the final 
parcels, final alignment, and project control points in ArcGIS 10.6.1 format or the current 
version in use by the City or TxDOT. 

 
d. ROW Map Submittals 

 
a. Preliminary ROW Map Submittals 

 
Two ANSI D-size (22” x 34”) paper copies  and one ANSI B-size  (11” x 17”) half-scale 
paper copy of the preliminary ROW map with the note “Preliminary – Not to be used 
for recording purposes”, and the associated MicroStation graphics files. 

 
b. Initial ROW Map Submittals 

 
One D-size paper copy of the initial ROW map with the note “Preliminary – Not to be 
used for recording purposes”, and the associated Bentley MicroStation and GIS 
graphics files. 

 
c. Final R.O.W. Map Submittals 

 
Two D-size paper copies and one B-size half-scale paper copy of the final ROW map, 
and the associated Bentley MicroStation and GIS graphics files. 
 
PDFs of the final ROW map. 

 
e. Two ANSI A-size (8.5” x 11”) paper copies of the ROW project cover sheet and the 

associated Word document file. 
 

f. QA/QC 
 

Documentation stating that the appropriate monuments were set on the proposed ROW 
lines at intersecting property lines, PC’s, PT’s, angle points, ROW lines of side streets 
and at 1,500-foot stations. 
 
Documentation stating that the appropriate monuments were set on the existing ROW 
lines in areas of no acquisition at intersecting property 
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lines, PC’s, PT’s, angle points, ROW lines of side streets and at 1,500-foot stations. 
 
A copy of TxDOT’s ROW map checklist signed by the surveyor, if required. 
 
A copy of the surveyor’s report signed by the surveyor. 

FC 140 – Project Management and Administration 
A. Prepare invoices and monthly written progress reports. 
B. Develop and maintain a detailed project schedule to track project conformance to Exhibit C, Work 

Schedule, for each work authorization. The schedule submittals shall be hard copy and electronic 
format.  

C. Meet on a scheduled basis with the City to review project progress (16 Maximum).   
D. Prepare, distribute, and file both written and electronic correspondence.   
E. Implement and execute a QAQC plan. 

FC 150 – Field Surveying and Photogrammetry 
150.1 GENERAL REQUIREMENTS.   

A. DEFINITIONS 
1. Design Survey 

A design survey gathers data in support of transportation systems design. A design 
survey includes the research, field work, analysis, computation, and documentation 
necessary to provide detailed topographic (3-dimensional) mapping of a project site 
(e.g. locating existing ROW, surveying cross-sections or developing data to create 
cross-sections and digital terrain models, horizontal and vertical location of utilities 
and improvements, collecting details of bridges and other structures, review of ROW 
maps, establishing control points). 

B. TECHNICAL REQUIREMENTS FOR DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION SURVEYS 
1. Design surveys and construction surveys must be performed under the supervision of 

a RPLS currently registered with the TBPELS. 
2. All control must meet the of accuracy requirements of the State. 

The Surveyor shall comply with the standards of accuracy for control traverses 
provided in the TxDOT Survey Manual or the TSPS Manual of Practice for Land 
Surveying in the State of Texas, as may be applicable. 
 

3. Short traverse procedures used to determine horizontal and vertical locations must 
meet the following criteria: 
 
a. Short traverses must begin and end on horizontal and vertical ground control as 

described above. 
b. Required horizontal accuracy (unless otherwise stated): 

(1) Bridges and other roadway structures: less than 0.1 feet. 
(2) Utilities and improvements: less than 0.2 feet. 
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(3) Cross-sections and profiles: less than 1 foot. 
(4) Bore holes: less than 3 feet. 

 
c. Required vertical accuracy: 

(1) Bridges and other roadway structures: less than 0.02 feet. 
(2) Utilities and improvements: less than 0.1 feet. 
(3) Cross-sections and profiles: less than 0.2 feet. 
(4) Bore holes: less than 0.5 feet. 

C. DATA REQUIREMENTS FOR DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION SURVEYS 
1. Planimetric DGN files must be fully compatible with the version of the MicroStation 

graphics program currently used by TxDOT without further modification or conversion. 
2. Electronically collected and processed field survey data files must be fully compatible 

with TxDOT’s computer systems without further modification or conversion. All files 
must incorporate only those feature codes currently being used by TxDOT. 

3. Digital terrain models (DTMs) must be fully compatible with the version of the Bentley 
OpenRoads civil design system currently used by TxDOT without further modification 
or conversion.  All DTM must be fully edited to provide a complete digital terrain model 
with all necessary break lines. 
 

150.2 DESIGN SURVEY 
A. TASKS TO BE COMPLETED 

Design Surveys 
If requested by the State, the Surveyor shall perform one or more Design Surveys. 
Design Survey tasks include the following: 

 
1. Obtain and/or collect data to create cross-sections and digital terrain models (DTMs). 
2. Locate existing utilities. 
3. Locate topographical features and existing improvements within the existing ROW. 
4. Provide details of existing bridge structures, including bridge limits, existing vertical 

clearances, bents, columns, retaining walls, and natural ground elevations. 
5. Locate details of existing drainage features including culverts, manholes, retention 

and detention ponds, flowlines, and associated features. 
6. Locate all waters of the United States (WOTUS), including wetlands. 
7. Review existing ROW maps and locate the existing ROW. 

a. Review existing ROW maps 
b. The Surveyor shall review ROW maps prepared by others for completeness 

using the current schematic and the checklist provided by the TxDOT district. 
c. Locate existing ROW 
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The Surveyor shall resurvey the existing ROW where it is necessary to update or 
redefine ROW lines. All standard surveying procedures must be adhered to 
including record research, recovering existing monuments, and replacing 
monuments as appropriate. The Surveyor shall prepare an abstract map, 
preliminary map, final map, GIS graphics file, and a Surveyor’s report. The final 
map must also include a monument table showing the property monuments that 
were found and set and certified by the Surveyor. The Surveyor shall prepare 
maps either in standard map sheets format or roll map format as requested by 
the TxDOT district. 

8. Locate boreholes 
9. Perform hydrographic surveys, according to details requested by the City. 
10. Prepare and distribute Right-of-Entry letters in a format approved by the State, by 

Certified Mail, Return Receipt requested (one time only). Follow up with up to two 
additional letters sent by regular mail and make reasonable efforts to contact 
landowners. Prepare a digital map and Excel spreadsheet and provide bi-weekly 
updates of the Right-of-Entry Status. Provide notification to the City or State and 
seek assistance with landowners who are unresponsive or deny right of entry. 
(Estimated 35 tracts). 

11. Verify the condition and usefulness of existing control points including verification of 
the values. Establish additional control as needed. Tie to other control points in the 
project vicinity including points established by the NGS, the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA), and any other local entities. 

12. Update existing control information and prepare new survey control data sheets, as 
directed by the State to be included in the construction plan set as described below: 
a. The Surveyor shall prepare, sign, seal, and date a survey control index sheet and 

horizontal and vertical control sheet(s) to be inserted into the plan set. 
b. The survey control index sheet provides an overview of the primary project 

control and must include: 
(1) An unscaled vicinity map showing the general location of the project in 

relation to nearby towns or other significant cultural features. 
(2) A scaled project map showing the extents of the project and the location of 

the primary control points. The map must show street networks, selected 
street names, control point identification, and significant cultural features 
necessary to provide a general location of the primary control. 

(3) A table containing the primary control point values including the point number, 
northing, easting, elevation, stationing, and stationing offset values. 

(4) Map annotation including a graphic scale bar, north arrow, and standard 
TxDOT title block. The title block shall contain a section for the district name, 
county, highway, and CSJ number. The title block shall also contain a section 
for a Texas registered engineer to sign, seal and date the sheet to include the 
following statement, “The survey control information has been accepted and 
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incorporated into this PS&E.” The required format of the survey control index 
sheet can be downloaded from the TxDOT website. 

(5) In the title block under the heading “Notes”, identification of the horizontal and 
vertical datum on which the primary control is based with the date of the 
current adjustment, the surface adjustment factor used, and unit of measure.  
The Surveyor shall include a note stating that the coordinates are State Plane 
and a notation specifying either grid or surface adjusted coordinates. 

c. The Surveyor shall prepare horizontal and vertical control sheets providing 
detailed information about the construction, location, and monumentation of the 
primary control, which must include: 
(1) An unscaled location map for each primary control point showing the location 

of the monument in relation to physical features located in the vicinity. The 
location map must include a north arrow, the monument designation, the 
monument northing, easting, and elevation. 

(2) Directly below the location map a text description of the monument including 
size, material and construction followed by a description of the location of the 
monument starting with the county and state followed by a description 
suitable to locate the monument on the ground. 

(3) Map annotation including a graphic scale bar, north arrow, and a standard 
City or TxDOT title block. The title block must contain a section for the district 
name, county, highway, and CSJ number and contain a section for a Texas 
registered engineer to sign, seal and date the sheet to include the following 
statement, “The survey control information has been accepted and 
incorporated into this PS&E.” The required format of the survey control index 
sheet can be downloaded from the TxDOT website. 

(4) In the title block under the heading “Notes”, identification of the horizontal and 
vertical datum on which the primary control is based with the date of the 
current adjustment, the surface adjustment factor used, and unit of measure.  
The Surveyor shall include a note stating that the coordinates are either grid 
or surface adjusted coordinates. 

 
150.3 DELIVERABLES FOR DESIGN AND SURVEYS 

The Surveyor shall prepare and submit the deliverables as specified in individual work 
authorizations for design surveys and construction surveys. The deliverables might be any 
combination of the following: 
A. Digital terrain models (DTM) and the triangular irregular network (TIN) files in a format 

acceptable by the State. 
B. Maps, plans, or sketches prepared by the Surveyor showing the results of field surveys. 
C. Computer printouts or other tabulations summarizing the results of field surveys. 
D. Digital files or media acceptable by the State containing field survey data (ASCII data 

files). 
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E. Maps, plats, plans, sketches, or other documents acquired from utility companies, 
private corporations, or other public agencies, the contents of which are relevant to the 
survey. 

F. Field survey notes, as electronic and hard copies. 
G. TxDOT Form 2462 for each primary and secondary control point. This form must be 

submitted in printed format on letter (i.e., A-size) and submitted electronically in PDF 
format. 

H. A digital and hard copy of all computer printouts of horizontal and vertical conventional 
traverses, GPS analysis and results, and survey control data sheets. 

I. All OpenRoad files. 
J. Survey reports in a format requested by the State. 

 
150.4 MAPPING SERVICES TO BE PROVIDED 

 
The Surveyor shall provide the following mapping services as requested by the State: 
A. MOBILE AND AERIAL LIDAR 

The Surveyor shall prepare planimetric design (DGN), digital terrain model (DTM), and 
triangulated irregular network (TIN) MicroStation graphics files covering the specific work 
location, meeting standards and specifications as required. 

 
B. MAPPING TASKS TO BE COMPLETED 

The Surveyor shall perform the following tasks as requested for each mapping service. 
 

1. Horizontal and Vertical Control for Aerial Mapping 
a. The Surveyor shall prepare and submit an aerial ground control layout showing 

the proposed aerial ground control points, for approval by the State. 
b. The Surveyor shall establish and determine the coordinates of the aerial ground 

control points. 
c. The Surveyor shall establish and determine the elevations of the aerial control 

points. 
d. The Surveyor shall place aerial ground control target material at the established 

points and maintain until the photographs from the flight are approved. 
e. The Surveyor shall prepare, to scale, a survey control index sheet for the aerial 

control points. 
f. The Surveyor shall be prepared to locate additional points, as determined by the 

American Society for Photogrammetry and Remote Sensing (ASPRS) certified 
Photogrammetrist, if any panel points are not visible from the air. 
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2. Deliverables for Horizontal and Vertical Control for Aerial Mapping  
The Surveyor shall provide the following deliverables: 
a. A final aerial control point layout showing the location of the points and labeled 

with their respective alpha-numeric designations. 
b. A plot and computer graphics of an B-size index map showing an overall view of 

the project and the relationship of primary monumentation and control used in the 
preparation of the project, signed and sealed by a RPLS, and as directed by the 
State. 

c. An A-size data sheet for each aerial ground control point, which must include a 
location sketch, a physical description of the point, surface coordinates, the 
elevation, and datums used. 

d. A CD, DVD, or USB flash drive containing the graphics files and scanned images 
of the control data sheets. 

e. A written statement describing the datum used along with copies of all relevant 
NGS and data sheets. 

f. A written tabulation of all aerial control points with their respective alpha-numeric 
designations, surface coordinates (for center panel points only), and elevations. 

 
3. Prepare Planimetric and DTM Data 

The Surveyor shall perform the following tasks for each requested mapping service: 
a. The Surveyor shall provide low altitude aerial mapping to cover an area 400 feet 

wide centered on the recommended roadway alignment identified in the 
previously completed Southwest Collector and HPR Extension Feasibility Study 
Report unless otherwise specified, with cross flights as directed by the City. 
The Surveyor shall follow all standards and specifications in accordance with 
established guidelines and recommended or approved by the State. 

b. The Surveyor shall prepare planimetric design (DGN), digital terrain model (DTM), 
and triangulated irregular network (TIN) Bentley MicroStation graphics files and 
orthophotography files covering the specific work location, meeting standards and 
specifications as required. 
(1) The Surveyor shall collect supplemental planimetric and DTM survey data. 
(2) The Surveyor shall update aerial 2D and 3D mapping with ground surveys. 
(3) The Surveyor shall maintain the current DGN level structure and legend used 

by TxDOT. 
(4) The Surveyor shall maintain the current DTM level structure and legend used 

by TxDOT. 
(5) The Surveyor shall use file features and level structures in compliance with 

TxDOT’s current photogrammetry mapping legend. 
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(6) The Surveyor shall locate, and field check random points. 
(7) The Surveyor shall perform a tree survey to include 4” trees or larger within 

the footprint of the aerial lidar survey limits, with the following exceptions:  
Celtis Occidentalis (Hackberry), Juniperus Virginiana (Eastern Red Cedar), 
Melia Azedarach (Chinaberry), and Juniperus Ashe (Common Cedar), the 
measurement and inclusion of on a tree survey starts at 12” and above.  
Surveyed trees will be tagged in the field to create a corresponding cross-
reference with trees identified in the tree survey deliverable. 

(8) The surveyor shall locate boreholes. 
c. The Surveyor shall conduct quality assurance and quality control (QA/QC) for 

each task performed and prepare a Surveyor’s Report. 
 

4. Deliverables for Planimetric and DTMs  
The Surveyor shall provide the following: 
a. Certification that the photographs or LiDAR imagery were taken on the date 

indicated, signed by the airplane pilot or aerial photographer. 
b. The DGN, DTM, and TIN files on a medium and in a format acceptable to the 

State, delivered on CD, DVD, USB flash-drive or hard-drive. 
(1) Orthophotography (created using the DTM) delivered on CD, DVD, USB flash 

drive, or hard-drive in tiff format (3 banded) with world files. 
(2) TxDOT’s photogrammetry mapping legend and supplements. 

c. A tabulation showing the field-check points. 
d. Quality Assurance and Quality Control (QA/QC) and Statement of Map Accuracy. 

(1) Statement of map accuracy. 
(2) A surveyor’s report signed and sealed by an RPLS. 

 
 
Deliverable/Submittal Requirements 
At each submittal, Engineer will provide a pdf of submitted documents and a flash drive containing 
native files (CADD files, calculation spreadsheets, roadway and drainage models, etc) to the City.  
 
FC 110 Deliverables 
1. Draft and final copies of the Design Summary Report (DSR) 
2. Draft and final copies of the Drainage Report 
3. Draft and final copies of the Traffic Analysis Report 
4. Draft and final copies of Traffic Projections Memo for RM 3238 Re-alignment (for TxDOT) 
5. Draft and final copies of the Geometric Schematic Plan & Profile Roll Plots 
6. Draft and final copies of the design cross-sections (roll plots or 11 x 17 sheets) 
7. Draft and final copies of the Retaining Wall Aesthetics Options Technical Memo 



   
 

 

 Page 36 of 36 Exhibit A 
 

 

8. Draft and final copies of the Sequence of Construction Roll Plots 
9. Draft and final copies of the Opinion of Probable Construction Cost (OPCC) 
10. Draft and final copies of the Geotechnical Technical Memo (Pavement Design) 
11. Draft and final copies of the Engineering Summary Report 
 
FC 120 Deliverables 
1. Preliminary Environmental Constraints Report 
2. Public Involvement Plan 
3. Stakeholder List 
4. Public meeting documents and public meeting summary report (assume 1 public meeting) 
 
FC 130 Deliverables 
1. ROW Base map (DGN) to include existing parcels, existing ROW (e.g., RM 3238, SH 71, etc.), and 

recorded easements. 
2. Existing Utility Base map (DGN)  
3. Utility Conflict Matrix along with Utility Conflict Exhibit. The Utility Conflict Exhibit will be on 11x17 

sheets and include callouts to indicate the conflict ID#, utility owner, type of line (water, sewer, high 
pressure gas, etc.), material (if it is an AC pipe line), and size (if known). 

4. Utility Contacts list in excel and pdf format 
5. Utility Summary to indicate major utility facilities or time sensitive items pertaining to utilities that 

need to be addressed in PS&E. 
6. Property Schematic (DGN) to show existing parcels and proposed ROW limits and acquisition areas 

along SWC, HPR, and HPRE. 
7. ROW Parcel documents (35 parcels) 

FC 150 Deliverables 
As noted under the FC 150 section of this scope of work. 



ID Task
Mode

Task Name Duration Start Finish

1 NOTICE TO PROCEED 0 days Sun 10/1/23 Sun 10/1/23
2 FC 150 - FIELD SURVEYING AND PHOTOGRAMMETRY 87 days Mon 10/2/23 Tue 1/30/24
3 150.2 Design Survey 31 days Mon 10/2/23 Mon 11/13/23
4 A.10. Prepare and Distribute ROE Letters 31 days Mon 10/2/23 Mon 11/13/23
5 150.4 Mapping Services to be Provided 56 days Tue 11/14/23 Tue 1/30/24
6 A. Mobile and Aerial Lidar 10 days Tue 12/5/23 Mon 12/18/23
7 B.  Mapping Tasks to be Completed 56 days Tue 11/14/23 Tue 1/30/24
8 1.  Horizontal and Vertical Control for Aerial Mapping 15 days Tue 11/14/23 Mon 12/4/23
9 2.  Deliverables for Horizontal and Vertical Control for Aerial Mapping 31 days Tue 12/19/23 Tue 1/30/24
10 3.  Prepare Planimetrics and DTM (including tree survey, boreholes, etc) 30 days Tue 12/19/23 Mon 1/29/24
11 4. Deliverables for Planimetrics and DTM 0 days Mon 1/29/24 Mon 1/29/24
12 FC 110 - ROUTE AND DESIGN STUDIES 307 days? Mon 10/2/23 Tue 12/3/24
13 A.  Data Collection and Field Reconnaissance 36 days Mon 10/2/23 Mon 11/20/23
14 B.  Design Criteria 21 days Mon 10/2/23 Mon 10/30/23
15 C.  Design Concept Conference (DCC) Meetings with COBC and TxDOT 15 days Tue 10/31/23 Mon 11/20/23
16 D. Drainage Study and Preliminary Design 190 days Tue 11/21/23 Mon 8/12/24
17 E. Traffic Projections and Operational Analysis 62 days Tue 11/21/23 Wed 2/14/24
18 F. Bicycle and Pedestrian Accomodations 190 days Tue 11/21/23 Mon 8/12/24
19 G. Geometric Design Schematics 221 days? Tue 1/30/24 Tue 12/3/24
20 1. 30% Schematics 50 days Tue 1/30/24 Mon 4/8/24
21          COBC/TxDOT Review 15 days? Tue 4/9/24 Mon 4/29/24
22 2. 60% Schematics 50 days? Tue 4/30/24 Mon 7/8/24
23         COBC/TxDOT Review 15 days Tue 7/9/24 Mon 7/29/24
24 3. 95% Schematics 40 days Tue 7/30/24 Mon 9/23/24
25         COBC/TxDOT Review 15 days Tue 9/24/24 Mon 10/14/24
26 4. 100% Schematics 21 days? Tue 10/15/24 Tue 11/12/24
27         COBC/TxDOT Final Review/Approval 15 days? Wed 11/13/24 Tue 12/3/24
28 H. Design Cross-Sections 210 days Tue 1/30/24 Mon 11/18/24
29 I.  Retaining Walls 210 days Tue 1/30/24 Mon 11/18/24
30 J. ROW Requirements 210 days Tue 1/30/24 Mon 11/18/24
31 K.  Sequence of Construction 210 days Tue 1/30/24 Mon 11/18/24
32 L. Preliminary Opinion of Probable Construction Cost (OPCC) 210 days? Tue 1/30/24 Mon 11/18/24
33 M. Geotechnical Borings, Investigations, and Pavement Design 63 days Tue 11/14/23 Thu 2/8/24
34 N. Engineering Summary Report (ESR) 63 days? Tue 7/30/24 Thu 10/24/24
35 FC 120 (120) SOCIAL/ECON/ENVIRON STUDIES 291 days? Mon 10/2/23 Mon 11/11/24
36 A. Preliminary Environmental Constraints Report 42 days Tue 11/21/23 Wed 1/17/24
37 B.  Jurisdictional Waters Assessment 42 days Thu 1/18/24 Fri 3/15/24
38 C. Threatened and Endangered Species Habitat Assessment 42 days Thu 1/18/24 Fri 3/15/24
39 D. City of Bee Cave Critical Environmental Features Review 63 days Thu 1/18/24 Mon 4/15/24
40 E. Hazardous Materials Review 63 days Thu 1/18/24 Mon 4/15/24
41 F. Curltural Resources Desktop Assessment 63 days Thu 1/18/24 Mon 4/15/24
42 G. Public Lands Review 63 days Thu 1/18/24 Mon 4/15/24
43 H. TxDOT Hamilton Pool Road NEPA Classification 42 days Tue 11/21/23 Wed 1/17/24
44 I. Project Management 291 days Mon 10/2/23 Mon 11/11/24
45 J. Public Involvement 193 days? Mon 10/2/23 Wed 6/26/24
46 1. Develop Public Involvement Plan 42 days Mon 10/2/23 Tue 11/28/23
47 1A.  COBC/TxDOT Review/Approval 15 days? Wed 11/29/23 Tue 12/19/23
48 2. Compile Stakeholder List 75 days Wed 12/20/23 Tue 4/2/24
49 3.  Public Meeting for SWC and HPRE 42 days? Tue 4/30/24 Wed 6/26/24
50 3A.  Meeting Notice 21 days? Tue 4/30/24 Tue 5/28/24
51 3B.  Public Meeting 0 days? Tue 5/28/24 Tue 5/28/24
52 3C.  Public Meeting Summary Report 21 days? Wed 5/29/24 Wed 6/26/24
53 FC 130 - RIGHT-OF-WAY DATA / UTILITIES 339 days Tue 11/14/23 Fri 2/28/25
54 A.  Existing Right-of-Way and Parcel Map 42 days Tue 11/14/23 Wed 1/10/24
55 B.  Existing Utility Locations 42 days Tue 1/30/24 Wed 3/27/24
56 C.  Utility Conflict Identification and Coordination 42 days Tue 4/30/24 Wed 6/26/24
57 D. Proposed / Planned Utilities 84 days Tue 11/21/23 Fri 3/15/24
58 E. Preliminary Boundary Surveying and Parcel Preparation (Property Schematic) 42 days Tue 7/30/24 Wed 9/25/24
59 F. ROW Mapping - traditional ROW map 63 days Wed 12/4/24 Fri 2/28/25
60 1. ROW Parcel Creation (up to 35 parcels) 42 days Wed 12/4/24 Thu 1/30/25
61 2. Prepare a Traditional ROW Map set 63 days Wed 12/4/24 Fri 2/28/25
62 FC 140 - PROJECT MANAGEMENT AND ADMINISTRATION 346 days Mon 10/2/23 Mon 1/27/25
63 CONTRACT MANAGEMENT AND ADMINISTRATION 347 days Mon 10/2/23 Mon 1/27/25
64 FINAL SUBMITTAL 64 days Wed 12/4/24 Mon 3/3/25
65 COMPILE FINAL DELIVERABLES 21 days Wed 12/4/24 Wed 1/1/25
66 SUBMIT FINAL DELIVERABLES 0 days Wed 1/1/25 Wed 1/1/25
67 REVIEW/ACCEPTANCE OF FINAL DELIVERABLES 43 days Thu 1/2/25 Mon 3/3/25
68 CONTRACT TERMINATION 0 days Mon 3/3/25 Mon 3/3/25

10/1

1/29

5/28

1/1

3/3

S O N D J F M A M J J A S O N D J F M
Half 2, 2023 Half 1, 2024 Half 2, 2024 Half 1

2024

Task Milestone Summary Critical Critical Split Progress

Rodriguez Transportation Group, Inc.
Southwest Collector (SWC) and 
Hamilton Pool Road Extension (HPRE)

Attachment A-2: Schedule City of Bee Cave Contract Number PSA-XXX
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EXHIBIT B: FEE ESTIMATE

RODRIGUEZ TRANSPORTATION GROUP, Inc. City of Bee Cave
Estimate of Engineering Services Budget SW Collector and HPR Extension

RODRIGUEZ ACI FORESIGHT GILPIN McGRAY & McGRAYNANCY LEDBETTER RVi Planning + THE RIOS TX TRANSPORATION
TASK TRANSPORTATION CONSULTING ENG SERVICES ENGINEERING COLAND SURVEYORS & ASSOCIATES Landscape GROUP SOLUTIONS TOTAL

GROUP, INC. LLC LLC INC. INC. Architecture INC. INC. COST

FC 110 Route and Design Studies; Geotechnical Investigation $452,790.98 $0.00 $27,676.04 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $39,720.00 $0.00 $47,267.14 $567,454.16

FC 120 Environmental Documentation $27,141.56 $41,446.21 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $39,613.82 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $108,201.59

FC 130 ROW Data/Utilities $30,331.96 $0.00 $0.00 $69,450.00 $262,230.97 $0.00 $0.00 $15,366.66 $0.00 $377,379.59

FC 140 Project Management and Administration $34,507.82 $3,845.48 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $9,808.60 $2,820.00 $0.00 $17,178.44 $68,160.34

FC 150 Field Surveying and Photogrammetry $16,510.50 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $224,082.30 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $240,592.80

FC 160 Roadway Design $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

FC 161 Drainage $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

FC 162 Signing, Pavement Markings, Signals and Illumination $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

FC 163 Miscellaneous $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

Subtotal - Labor 561,282.82$       45,291.69$         27,676.04$         69,450.00$         486,313.27$         49,422.42$           42,540.00$         15,366.66$         64,445.58$             1,361,788.48$    

Subtotal - Other Direct Expenses  $              786.00 106,173.63$       292.18$              78.60$                  7,925.80$             117.90$              14,600.00$         229.70$                  $130,203.81

GRAND TOTAL 562,068.82$       45,291.69$         133,849.67$       69,742.18$         486,391.87$         57,348.22$           42,657.90$         29,966.66$         64,675.28$             1,491,992.29$    
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EXHIBIT B: FEE ESTIMATE

Exhibit B - FEE ESTIMATE City of Bee Cave
RODRIGUEZ TRANSPORTATION GROUP, INC. (RTG) Southwest Collector and HPR Extension
Estimate of Engineering Services Budget

Project Quality Senior Project Design Sr. Engineer Engineer Jr. Engineer Admin./ Total Total Labor
Rodriguez Transportation Group, Inc. Manager Manager Engineer Engineer Engineer EIT Tech Tech Tech Clerical Hours Cost

$242.13 $239.28 $230.74 $179.46 $148.13 $113.94 $156.67 $122.49 $94.00 $91.15

FC 110 Route and Design Studies; Geotechnical Investigation

A. Data Collection and Field Reconnaissance
  1.  Secure and review available misc. data 4 4 4 2 14 $2,854.30
  2.  Secure and review site plans (existing & proposed) 4 4 4 6 2 20 $3,537.94
  3.  Secure and review available flood plain information 6 6 $1,384.44
  4.  Conduct field reconnaissance and photographic record 4 4 4 4 16 $3,065.08
B.  Develop design critieria (roadway and drainage)
       for SWC and HPRE (new location collector roads) 4 4 8 $1,891.48
       for HPR/RM3238 (TxDOT Facility)(exising minor arterial) 4 4 8 $1,891.48
C. Design Concept Conference (DCC) 
        DCC meeting with City of Bee Cave (SWC and HPRE)
              Initial meeting with Staff 6 4 4 14 $3,093.58
              2nd meeting with Staff (if requested) 6 4 4 14 $3,093.58
              Attendance at one Council Meeting (if requested) 6 4 4 14 $3,093.58
        DCC meeting with TxDOT (HPR/RM3238) 6 4 4 14 $3,093.58
D. Drainage Study and Preliminary Design 
     1.  Drainage Study and Report 12 16 24 40 40 12 144 $22,481.04
     2.  Preliminary Culvert and Storm Drain Preliminary Design
          a1)  On-site Drainage Area Maps 12 16 24 32 40 60 184 $27,551.60
          a2)  Off-site Drainage Area Maps 2 8 12 16 24 24 86 $12,528.10
          b)  Hydraulic Computations (Run-off and Inlet, and Storm Drain 16 8 20 40 60 144 $22,070.80
          c) Storm Drain Plan/Profiles 16 20 30 40 60 80 246 $36,433.48
          d) Storm Drain Lateral Profiles 4 8 12 16 20 24 84 $12,556.60
     3. Water Quality Ponds (preliminary locations/size) 4 12 32 40 40 40 168 $24,862.52
     4.  Bridge Class Culvert - SWC Roundabout at Limekiln Creek 1 8 16 24 32 16 97 $14,120.45
     5.  Proposed Bridge Crossing at Little Barton Tributary (Freitag Cre 1 8 16 24 32 81 $12,160.61
     6.  Detention Analysis 4 8 20 40 40 40 152 $21,786.04
E. Traffic Projections and Operational Analysis 
     1.  Traffic Projections and line diagrams for Schematic 2 8 8 18 $3,765.86
               Traffic projections memo submittal for TxDOT 4 24 8 4 40 $8,431.92
     2.  Operational Analysis 2 8 8 18 $3,765.86
F.  Bicycle and Pedestrian Accomodations 2 8 8 18 $3,765.86
G. Geometric Design Schematic
  1. Develop horizontal alignments  24 24 24 72 $13,604.88
  2. Horizontal Curve Data (tabular format) - place on sheets 24 24 $2,939.76  3.  Roadway design file (pavement edges, curb lines, sidewalks, 
etc )  24 40 64 $10,573.84
  4. Develop typical sections  16 16 12 44 $7,531.80
  5.  Identify proposed structures, bridge layouts, bent & rail locations 8 12 12 32 $5,093.36
  6.  Incorporate existing and proposed utilities into schematic 4 12 12 28 $4,170.40
  7.  Existing property lines and property owner data 8 8 16 $2,164.96
  8.  Existing ROW and Easements 8 8 12 28 $4,090.60
  9  Show proposed ROW/Easements in schematic 4 8 12 $1,572.44
10.  Identify waters of the US (WOTUS) 2 2 $484.26
11.  Control of Access limits (N/A) 8 8 $979.92
12.  Existing and projected traffic volumes 2 2 4 8 $1,663.58
13.  Location and Text of proposed Large Guide Signs (LGS) 2 4 8 14 $2,182.02
14.  Proposed Pavement Marking design per TMUTCD requirements 2 8 8 8 8 8 42 $6,751.14
15.  Develop vertical alignments (profile grade, vertical curves) 40 40 24 104 $18,094.56
    1.  30% Schematic submittal 8 16 8 16 16 64 $11,941.36
     2.  60% Schematic submittal 8 12 4 12 8 44 $8,488.84
     3.  90/100% Schematic submittal 4 8 4 8 4 28 $5,480.72
     4.  Coordination with adjacent engineers for segment HPRE-3 8 24 24 8 64 $12,009.84
     5.  Coordination with TxDOT for HPR/RM 3238 Re-alignment 16 16 16 48 $9,936.00
H.  Design Cross-Sections 8 24 16 40 88 $12,807.36
I.  Retaining walls (identify locations, type, wall limits) 40 40 8 88 $16,134.72
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EXHIBIT B: FEE ESTIMATE

Project Quality Senior Project Design Sr. Engineer Engineer Jr. Engineer Admin./ Total Total Labor
Rodriguez Transportation Group, Inc. Manager Manager Engineer Engineer Engineer EIT Tech Tech Tech Clerical Hours Cost

$242.13 $239.28 $230.74 $179.46 $148.13 $113.94 $156.67 $122.49 $94.00 $91.15
J.  ROW Requirements - Identify proposed ROW limits 12 16 8 36 $6,118.88
K.  Develop preliminary sequence of construction exhibit 4 4 40 24 72 $11,576.76
L.  Develop preliminary cost estimate (OPCC); update at each submit 4 4 2 2 24 36 $6,506.12
M.  Geotech borings, Investigations, Pavement Design (coord w/ sub) 4 4 8 $1,891.48
N.  Engineering Summary Report 8 4 24 24 24 84 $14,721.60

FC - 110 Subtotal - Labor Hrs. 198 44 454 340 632 422 136 520 8 12 2766 $452,790.98

FC 120 Environmental Documentation

A.  Prelim. Env. Constraints Report 4 4 8 16 $3,771.56
B. Jurisdictional Waters Assessment 2 2 $484.26
C. T/E Species 2 2 $484.26
D. City of Bee Cave CEFs 2 2 $484.26
E. Hazardous Materials Review 2 2 $484.26
F. Cultural Desktop 0 $0.00
G. Public Lands Review 0 $0.00
H. TxDOT HPR NEPA Classification (coordination) 4 4 8 $1,891.48
J. Public Involvement
     1.  Develop a public involvement plan (Review Only) 2 2 $484.26
     2.  Stakeholders List (Review Only) 2 2 $484.26
     3.  Public Meeting (up to 1) - prepare exhibits and attend 8 8 8 8 8 8 48 $8,636.96
     4,  Public Meeting Summary Report - Comment/Response matrix 16 16 16 48 $9,936.00

FC - 120 Subtotal - Labor Hrs. 44 4 36 8 24 0 8 8 0 0 132 $27,141.56

FC 130 ROW Data/Utilities

A. Right-of-Way Map
  1. Existing ROW and Parcel Map (Review Only) 2 2 4 $843.18  2. Review design data to confirm existing/proposed ROW (Review 
Only) 2 2 4 $843.18
B.Existing Utility Locations
  1. Request marking of underground utilities and field tie 0 $0.00
  2. Secure record drawings of all utilities along the corridor, site visit 0 $0.00
  3. Identify/Resolve discrepancies (Review Only) 2 2 4 $843.18
C.  Utility Conflict Identification and Coordination (coordinate w/ Sub) 0 $0.00
     1.  Prepare Utility Conflict Matrix (Review Only) 2 4 6 $1,407.22
     2.  Prepare for and Attend Utility Coordination Meetings (up to 6) 12 12 8 32 $7,110.12
D.  Proposed/Planned Utilities
     1. Attend Utility Coordination Meetings (8 Maximum) 16 16 32 $7,565.92
     2.  Attend Meetings with the City (up to 6) 12 12 8 32 $7,110.12
     3.  Incorporate planned utilities in design (typical sections, etc.) 2 8 8 18 $3,765.86
E. Boundary Surveying and Parcel Preparation
  1. Locate property corners and confirm existing ROW limits 0 $0.00
  2. Prepare property schematic of the overall project 2 2 4 $843.18

FC - 130 Subtotal - Labor Hrs. 52 0 52 32 0 0 0 0 0 0 136 $30,331.96

FC 140 Project Management and Administration

A. Prepare Invoices and Monthly Progress Reports (12 Mo.) 24 24 $5,811.12
B. Develop and maintain work schedule 6 6 $1,452.78
C. Prepare for and attend City meetings (up to 6) 24 8 8 40 $9,092.72
D. Project file maintenance (12 Mo.) 12 12 $2,905.56
E. Implement and execute QAQC plan (schematic, 60%, 90% and Fin 12 40 12 64 $15,245.64

FC - 140 Subtotal - Labor Hrs. 78 40 20 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 146 $34,507.82
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EXHIBIT B: FEE ESTIMATE

Project Quality Senior Project Design Sr. Engineer Engineer Jr. Engineer Admin./ Total Total Labor
Rodriguez Transportation Group, Inc. Manager Manager Engineer Engineer Engineer EIT Tech Tech Tech Clerical Hours Cost

$242.13 $239.28 $230.74 $179.46 $148.13 $113.94 $156.67 $122.49 $94.00 $91.15

FC 150 Field Surveying and Photogrammetry

150.2 Design Survey
   A1.  Obtain and/or collect data 4 4 4 12 $2,484.00
   A2.  Locate existing utilities 2 2 2 6 $1,304.66
   A3.  Locate topographical features/improvements 2 2 2 6 $1,242.00
   A4.  Provide details of  existing structures. 0 $0.00
   A5.  Locate existing drainage structures 2 2 2 6 $1,304.66
   A6.  Locate WOTUS, including wetlands 0 $0.00
   A7.  Review exist ROW maps and locate existing ROW 2 2 2 6 $1,304.66
   A8.  Locate boreholes 0 $0.00
   A9.  Perform hydrographic surveys 0 $0.00
   A10.  Prepare/mail Right of Entry (ROE) letters (review/coord only) 4 4 4 12 $2,609.32
   A11.  Identify/Verify existing control points 0 $0.00
   A12.  Prepare control data sheets (H&V) (Review Only) 2 2 $484.26
150.3 Deliverables for Design and Surveys
  Items A through J.
150.4 Mapping Services to be Provided
A.  Mobile and Aerial Lidar 0 $0.00
B.  Mapping Tasks to be Completed 0 $0.00   1.  Horizontal and Vertical Control for Aerial Mapping (Review 
Only) 1 1 2 $472.87
   2.  Deliverables for H&V Control for Aerial Mapping (Review Only) 1 1 2 $472.87
   3.  Planimetric and DTM Data 0 $0.00
   4.  Deliverables for Planimetric and DTMs (Review Only) 4 4 8 16 $3,144.84

B. Digital Planimetric Mapping (DGN) and DTM
  1. Planimetric (DGN) file (Review Only) 2 2 4 $843.18
  2. DTM File (Review Only) 2 2 4 $843.18

FC - 150 Subtotal - Labor Hrs. 28 0 22 14 6 0 8 0 0 0 78 $16,510.50

Total - Labor Hours 400 88 584 402 662 422 152 528 8 12 3258

Total - Labor Cost $96,852.00 $21,056.64 $134,752.16 $72,142.92 $98,062.06 $48,082.68 $23,813.84 $64,674.72 $752.00 $1,093.80 $561,282.82

DIRECT EXPENSES
Photocopies BW (11"'x17") sheets @ $0.20 $0.00
Photocopies BW (8.5"x11") sheets @ $0.15 $0.00
Photocopies Color (11"'x17") sheets @ $1.50 $0.00
Photocopies Color (8.5"x11") sheets @ $0.75 $0.00
Mileage 1200 miles @ $0.655 $786.00
Overnight Mail - Letter Size Deliveries @ $14.00 $0.00
Overnight Mail - Oversize Box Deliveries @ $50.00 $0.00

Subtotal - Other Direct Expenses $786.00

GRAND TOTAL $562,068.82

RTG, INC. PAGE 4 OF 12 PRINT DATE:  8/1/2023



EXHIBIT B: FEE ESTIMATE

Exhibit B - FEE ESTIMATE City of Bee Cave
aci consulting, a division of aci group, LLC Southwest Collector and HPR Extension
Estimate of Engineering Services Budget

Supervisory Prof. Prof. Prof. Scientist III Scientist II Admin Total Total Labor
aci consulting Scientist IV Scientist IV Scientist III Scientist II Hours Cost

$224.44 $213.22 $202.00 $168.33 $130.92 $104.74 $82.30

FC 120 Environmental Documentation
A.  Prelim. Env. Constraints Report 8 17 20 45 $7,275.53
B. Jurisdictional Waters Assessment 4 10.5 14 28.5 $4,498.11
C. T/E Species 8 16 16 40 $6,583.52
D. City of Bee Cave CEFs 6 14.5 15 35.5 $5,751.23
E. Hazardous Materials Review 4 12 14 30 $4,750.60
F. Cultural Desktop 4 12 14 30 $4,750.60
G. Public Lands Review 1 3 4 8 $1,253.11
H.  TxDOT Hamilton Pool Road NEPA Classification 8 16 16 40 $6,583.52

FC - 120 Subtotal - Labor Hrs. 43 0 0 101 113 0 0 0 257 $41,446.21

FC 140 Project Management and Administration

A. Prepare Invoices and Monthly Progress Reports (4 Mo.) 3 8 11 $1,331.72
B. Develop and maintain work schedule 3 3 $673.32
C. Prepare for and attend City meetings (up to 3) 6 6 $1,346.64
D. Project file maintenance (6 Mo.) 6 6 $493.80

0 $0.00

FC - 140 Subtotal - Labor Hrs. 12 0 0 0 0 0 14 0 26 $3,845.48

Total - Labor Hours 55 0 0 101 113 0 14 0 283

Total - Labor Cost $12,344.20 $0.00 $0.00 $17,001.33 $14,793.96 $0.00 $1,152.20 $0.00 $45,291.69

DIRECT EXPENSES
Mileage 320 miles @ $0.655 $209.60
Hazmat Background 1 each @ $600.00 $600.00

Subtotal - Other Direct Expenses $809.60

GRAND TOTAL $46,101.29
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EXHIBIT B: FEE ESTIMATE

Exhibit B - FEE ESTIMATE City of Bee Cave
Foresight Planning & Engineering Services, LLC Southwest Collector and HPR Extension
Estimate of Engineering Services Budget

Project Senior Design Engineer Admin./ Total Total Labor
FORESIGHT ENG SERVICES, LLC. Manager Engineer Engineer EIT Tech Clerical Hours Cost

$194.94 $200.43 $137.23 $101.59 $98.97 $68.64

FC 110 Route and Design Studies; Geotechnical Investigation
M. Geotechnical Borings, Investigations, and Pavement Design
1. Stake Boreholes 10 10 $1,015.90
2. Utlity Clearance (TX811) 4 4 $395.88
3. Clearing Services and Coordination 1 8 9 $949.95
4. ROE Coordination 2 8 10 $1,087.18
5. Traffic Control Coordination 4 4 $548.92
6. Drilling Coordination and Logging 80 80 $8,127.20
7. Dynamic Cone Penetrometer 10 10 $1,015.90
8. Review Field Logs 4 4 $548.92
9. Assign Laboratory Testing 2 2 $274.46
10. Laboratory Data Review 1 2 3 $474.89
11. Boring Log Preparation 2 4 6 $680.82
12. Pavement Analysis (FWD and DCP Data) 4 4 8 $1,350.64
13. Pavement Design 4 8 12 $1,899.56
14. Bridge Foundation Analysis and Recommendations 2 4 6 $949.78
15. Draft Report Preparation 6 24 30 $4,496.10
16. Fina Report Preparation 2 8 10 $1,498.70
17. Meetings and Misc Coordination 4 4 $779.76
18. Invoicing 6 6 12 $1,581.48

FC - 110 Subtotal - Labor Hrs. 10 19 65 120 4 6 224 $27,676.04

Total - Labor Hours 10 19 65 120 4 6 224

Total - Labor Cost $1,949.40 $3,808.17 $8,919.95 $12,190.80 $395.88 $411.84 $27,676.04

UNIT COST - FIELD INVESTIGATION
Soil Boring/Rock Coring with TCP every 5 ft interval (>60) 40 ft @ $46.00 $1,840.00
Soil Boring/Rock Coring with TCP every 5 ft interval (<60) 120 ft @ $44.00 $5,280.00
Soil Boring/Rock Coring without TCP 520 ft @ $40.00 $20,800.00
Borehole Grouting (Bentonite Chips) 680 ft @ $12.00 $8,160.00
Drilling Rig Mobilization/Demobilization Track Rig 75 miles @ $6.00 $450.00
Drilling Support Vehicle 75 miles @ $0.655 $49.13
Traffic Control 1 day @ $5,150.00 $5,150.00
Site Clearing 2 day @ $2,500.00 5,000.00$        

UNIT COST - LABORATORY TESTING
Moisture Content in Soil 208 ea @ $13.00 2,704.00$        
Determining Liquid Limit of Soils 208 ea @ $55.00 11,440.00$      
Determining Plastic Limit of Soils 208 ea @ $50.00 10,400.00$      
Determine Plasticity Index 208 ea @ $40.00 8,320.00$        
Amount of Material in Soils Finer than the No. 200 Sieve 104 ea @ $60.00 6,240.00$        
Particle Size Analysis of Soil 104 ea @ $85.00 8,840.00$        
Determining Sulfate Content in Soils 52 ea @ $65.00 3,380.00$        
Unconfined Compressive Strength (Rock) 6 ea @ $70.00 420.00$           
Unconfined Compressive Strength (Soil) 0 ea @ $70.00 -$                 
Soil Lime Testing Part III 4 ea @ $330.00 1,320.00$        
Ground Penetrating Radar (GPR) 1 day @ $2,500.00 2,500.00$        
Falling Weight Deflectometer (FWD) 1 day @ $3,500.00 3,500.00$        
Dynamic Cone Penetrometer 7 ea @ $45.00 315.00$           

DIRECT EXPENSES
Mileage 100 miles @ $0.655 $65.50

Subtotal $106,173.63

GRAND TOTAL $133,849.67
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EXHIBIT B: FEE ESTIMATE

Exhibit B - FEE ESTIMATE City of Bee Cave
Gilpin Engineering Company, (GILPIN) Southwest Collector and HPR Extension
Estimate of Engineering Services Budget

Project Project Total Total Labor
Gilpin Engineering Company Manager Engineer EIT Hours Cost

$175.00 $150.00 $125.00

FC 130 ROW Data/Utilities
C. Utility Conflict Identification and Coordination
  1. Prepare Existing Utility Layout 4 8 20 32 $4,400.00
  2. Prepare Utility Conflict Matrix (identify potential conflicts) 20 40 60 120 $17,000.00
  3. Coordinate with each utility company for relocations
      required 20 20 40 $6,500.00

  4. Attend Utility Coordination Meetings (8 Maximum) 16 16 32 $5,200.00
  5. Coordinate with City to determine existing and proposed 
      utility locations 12 12 24 $3,900.00

D. Proposed/Planned Utilities
  1. Attend Meetings with the City (6 Maximum) 12 12 24 $3,900.00
  2. Existing Service Connection (Water & Wastewater) 6 20 20 46 $6,550.00
  3. Route/Size Coordination (Water & Wastewater) 20 20 40 $6,500.00
  4.a. Preliminary Planning for Utilities within the ROW (City) 20 20 10 50 $7,750.00
  4.b. Preliminary Planning for Utilities within the ROW 
    (TxDOT) 20 20 10 50 $7,750.00

FC - 130 Subtotal - Labor Hrs. 150 188 120 458 $69,450.00

TOTAL SHEETS

Total - Labor Hours 150 188 120 458

Total - Labor Cost $26,250.00 $28,200.00 $15,000.00 $69,450.00

DIRECT EXPENSES
Photocopies BW (11"'x17") 200 sheets @ $0.20 $40.00
Photocopies Color (8.5"x11") 200 sheets @ $0.75 $150.00
Mileage 156 miles @ $0.655 $102.18

Subtotal - Other Direct Expenses $292.18

GRAND TOTAL $69,742.18
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EXHIBIT B: FEE ESTIMATE

Exhibit B - FEE ESTIMATE City of Bee Cave
McGray & McGray Land Surveyors, Inc. Southwest Collector and HPR Extension
Estimate of Engineering Services Budget

No. of Total Total Labor

McGray & McGray Land Surveyors, Inc. Sheets Hours Cost
$183.19 $75.08 $159.17 $108.11 $102.11 $165.00 $15,000.00

FC 130 ROW Data/Utilities
A. Existing Right-of-Way and Parcel Map
  1. Locate property corners and confirm existing ROW limits 30 60 120 150 360 $48,264.90
E.  Preliminary Boundary Surveying and Parcel Preparation
  1. Prepare property schematic of the overall project 6 30 60 96 $10,324.92
F.  Right of Way Mapping - Traditional ROW Map
  1. ROW Parcel Creation  (35 parcels) 35 60 270 490 280 $141,385.45
  2. Prepare a Traditional ROW Map set 50 200 320 $62,255.70

FC - 130 Subtotal - Labor Hrs. 0 35 0 146 560 990 430 0 456 $262,230.97

FC 150 Field Surveying and Photogrammetry
150.4 Mapping Services to be Provided
  1. Project Control 4 20 40 40 104 $13,483.28
  2. Project Control Sheets 6 20 40 66 $7,201.62
  3. Datum Ties 0 $0.00
  4. Field Surveys 6 100 200 40 1 347 $53,788.02
  5. Field survey (drainages channels) 15 30 40 85 $11,284.95
  6. Field surveys (existing concrete weir) 15 30 30 75 $9,634.95
  7. Secure right of entry 10 10 10 30 $3,603.80
  8. Tie visible utilities and develop DGN file 6 30 60 80 176 $23,524.92
  9. Profile existing drainage facilities 0 $0.00
 10. Provide traffic control for survey activities 0 $0.00
 11. Tie soil boring locations 2 8 20 30 $4,333.10
12. Tree Survey 4" and up 8 30 100 500 638 $97,227.66

FC - 150 Subtotal - Labor Hrs. 0 10 10 30 232 518 750 1 1551 $224,082.30

Total - Labor Hours 45 10 176 792 1508 1180 1 3712

Total - Labor Cost $8,243.55 $750.80 $28,013.92 $85,623.12 $153,981.88 $194,700.00 $15,000.00 $486,313.27

DIRECT EXPENSES
Mileage 120 miles @ $0.655 $78.60
Overnight Mail - Letter Size Deliveries @ $0.00

Subtotal - Other Direct Expenses $78.60

GRAND TOTAL $486,391.87
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mounted 
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2 - Person 
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EXHIBIT B: FEE ESTIMATE

Exhibit B - FEE ESTIMATE City of Bee Cave
RVI, INC. (RTG) Southwest Collector and HPR Extension
Estimate of Engineering Services Budget

Principal Project Project Associate P. Landscape Designer Planner Project Admin./ Total Total Labor
RVI, Inc. Director Manager Manager Architect Administrator Clerical Hours Cost

$240.00 $210.00 $190.00 $140.00 $170.00 $140.00 $200.00 $140.00 $90.00

FC 110 Route and Design Studies; Geotechnical Investigation

I.  Retaining walls (identify locations, type, wall limits) 0 $0.00
     3a.  Design Workshop/review meetings with City (up to 2) 4 4 4 12 $2,280.00
     3b.  Develop Concepts /Theme options incl. renderings 3 4 16 20 40 83 $13,600.00
     3c.  Develop final concepts/renderings 16 20 80 116 $17,640.00
     3d.  Presentations to City Staff and/or Council (up to 2 presentatio 2 4 4 4 14 $2,760.00
     3e.  Final Recommendations (technical memo) 2 4 4 8 18 $3,440.00

FC - 110 Subtotal - Labor Hrs. 7 16 44 0 56 120 0 0 0 243 $39,720.00

FC 140 Project Management and Administration

A. Prepare Invoices and Monthly Progress Reports 6 6 6 18 $2,820.00

FC - 140 Subtotal - Labor Hrs. 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 6 18 $2,820.00

Total - Labor Hours 13 16 44 0 56 120 0 6 6 261

Total - Labor Cost $3,120.00 $3,360.00 $8,360.00 $0.00 $9,520.00 $16,800.00 $0.00 $840.00 $540.00 $42,540.00

DIRECT EXPENSES
Photocopies BW (11"'x17") sheets @ $0.20 $0.00
Photocopies BW (8.5"x11") sheets @ $0.15 $0.00
Photocopies Color (11"'x17") sheets @ $1.50 $0.00
Photocopies Color (8.5"x11") sheets @ $0.75 $0.00
Mileage (estimate 6 round trips) 180 miles @ $0.655 $117.90
Overnight Mail - Letter Size Deliveries @ $14.00 $0.00
Overnight Mail - Oversize Box Deliveries @ $50.00 $0.00

Subtotal - Other Direct Expenses $117.90

GRAND TOTAL $42,657.90
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EXHIBIT B: FEE ESTIMATE

Exhibit B - FEE ESTIMATE City of Bee Cave
Nancy Ledbetter & Associates, Inc. (NLA) Southwest Collector and HPR Extension
Estimate of Engineering Services Budget

PI Project Deputy PI Senior PI Total Total Labor
NLA Manager Manager PI Specialist Specialist Hours Cost

$188.92 $166.24 $114.96 $100.29

FC 120 Environmental Documentation
J. Public Involvement
    1.  Public Involvement Plan 3 8 $1,369.08
    2.  Stakeholder List/Project Contact Database (Review Only) 2 6 8 $934.22
    3.  Public Meetings (1) 40 20 90 100 250 $31,257.00
         3a.  Website Updates (up to 3) (Review Only) 6 6 12 24 $3,026.76
         3b.  Email Updates (up to 3) (Review Only) 6 6 12 24 $3,026.76

FC - 120 Subtotal - Labor Hrs. 55 22 102 138 306 $39,613.82

FC 140 Project Management and Administration

A. Prepare Invoices and Monthly Progress Reports (12 Mo.) 12 12 24 $3,646.56
B. Develop and maintain work schedule 2 2 $377.84
C. Prepare for and attend City meetings (up to 6) 12 12 $2,267.04
D. Project file maintenance (12 Mo.) 12 12 $1,203.48
E. Implement and execute QAQC plan (schematic, 60%, 90% and Fin 8 8 16 $2,313.68

FC - 140 Subtotal - Labor Hrs. 34 12 20 66 $9,808.60

Total - Labor Hours 89 114 158 361

Total - Labor Cost $16,813.88 $13,105.44 $15,845.82 $49,422.42

DIRECT EXPENSES
Photocopies BW (11"'x17") 200 sheets @ $0.25 $50.00
Photocopies BW (8.5"x11") 600 sheets @ $0.15 $90.00
Photocopies Color (11"'x17") 200 sheets @ $1.25 $250.00
Photocopies Color (8.5"x11") 1,000 sheets @ $1.00 $1,000.00
Mileage 360 miles @ $0.655 $235.80
Public Involvement Facility Rental 1 event@ $1,000.000 $1,000.00
Presentation Boards  30" X 40" Color Mounted 12 boards@ $100.00 $1,200.00
Newspaper Advertisement-Community Newspaper 1 displayad@ $2,500.00 $2,500.00
Public Notices-Mass Mailing (500 pieces) 2 per500@ $800.00 $1,600.00

Subtotal - Other Direct Expenses $7,925.80

GRAND TOTAL $57,348.22
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EXHIBIT B: FEE ESTIMATE

Exhibit B - FEE ESTIMATE City of Bee Cave
The Rios Group, Inc. Southwest Collector and HPR Extension
Estimate of Engineering Services Budget

Project Supervisory Assistant CADD Engineering Total Total Labor
The Rios Group, Inc. Manager Engineer Project Manager Technician Tech Hours Cost

$169.71 $190.86 $118.30 $74.84 $74.67

FC 130 ROW Data/Utilities
B. Utility Locations
  1. Request marking of underground utilities and field tie 0 $0.00
  2. Secure record drawings of all utilities along the corridor 4 10 14 $1,425.54

  3. Quality Level C/D SUE DGN and Plans 8 4 24 120 156 $13,941.12

FC - 130 Subtotal - Labor Hrs. 12 4 24 120 10 170 $15,366.66

Total - Labor Hours 12 4 24 120 10 170

Total - Labor Cost $2,036.52 $763.44 $2,839.20 $8,980.80 $746.70 $15,366.66

Unit Costs
SUE Services (One Man Designating Crew) 60 hours @ $160.00 $9,600.00
SUE Services (Two Man Designating Crew) 20 hours @ $250.00 $5,000.00
SUE Services (QL A 0 feet to 5.00 feet) holes @ $1,315.00 $0.00
SUE Services (QL A 5.01 feet to 8.00 feet) holes @ $1,600.00 $0.00
SUE Services (QL A 8.01 feet to 13.00 feet) holes @ $1,995.00 $0.00
SUE Services (QL A 13.01 feet to 20.00 feet) holes @ $2,575.00 $0.00
SUE Services (Pavement Coring) day @ $370.00 $0.00
SUE Services (Traffic Control)(Single Lane Closure) day @ $1,474.00 $0.00

Subtotal - Other Direct Expenses $14,600.00

GRAND TOTAL $29,966.66
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EXHIBIT B: FEE ESTIMATE

Exhibit B - FEE ESTIMATE City of Bee Cave
Texas Transportation Solutions, Inc. (TTS) Southwest Collector and HPR Extension
Estimate of Engineering Services Budget

Quality Senior Project Sr. Engineer Engineer Admin./ Total Total Labor
Texas Transportation Solutions, Inc. Manager Engineer Engineer EIT Tech Tech Clerical Hours Cost

$290.44 $251.28 $218.65 $124.01 $202.33 $133.80 $104.43

FC 110 Route and Design Studies; Geotechnical Investigation
A. Data Collection and Field Reconnaissance
  2.  Secure and review site plans (existing & proposed) 2 2 $502.56
  4.  Conduct field reconnaissance and photographic record 4 4 8 $1,879.72
B. Assist with design critieria (roadway and drainage) 2 2 $502.56
C. Assist in Preparing for DCC with bridge Concepts 8 8 4 20 $3,537.52
D. Drainage Study and Preliminary Design 2 8 10 $1,494.64
  4.  Assist with custom detail evaluation for bridge class culvert @SWC Roundabout 12 8 8 28 $5,077.84
G. Geometric Design Schematics 0 $0.00
  1.  Develop Bridge Alternatives 6 4 12 4 26 $4,405.60
  2.  Prepare bridge Type Study 6 4 16 6 32 $5,169.24
  3. Prepare Preliminary Bridge Layout 12 8 20 24 16 80 $14,241.48
I. Retaining Walls 0 $0.00
  1.  Assist in Retaining Wall concepts and type selections 6 12 26 12 56 $8,961.34
L.. Develop preliminary cost estimate 2 8 10 $1,494.64

FC - 110 Subtotal - Labor Hrs. 0 62 32 106 24 50 0 274 $47,267.14

FC 140 Project Management and Administration

A. Prepare Invoices and Monthly Progress Reports (12 Mo.) 12 12 24 $4,268.52
B. Develop and maintain work schedule 0 $0.00
C. Prepare for and attend City meetings (up to 6) 12 12 $3,015.36
D. Project file maintenance (12 Mo.) 0 $0.00
E. Implement and execute QAQC plan (schematic, Bridge Layout) 20 12 8 40 $9,894.56

FC - 140 Subtotal - Labor Hrs. 20 36 0 0 0 8 12 76 $17,178.44

Total - Labor Hours 20 98 32 106 24 58 12 350

Total - Labor Cost $5,808.80 $24,625.44 $6,996.80 $13,145.06 $4,855.92 $7,760.40 $1,253.16 $64,445.58

DIRECT EXPENSES Units Cost/Unit
Photocopies BW (11"'x17") 100 sheets @ $0.25 $25.00
Photocopies BW (8.5"x11") 100 sheets @ $0.15 $15.00
Photocopies Color (11"'x17") 10 sheets @ $1.25 $12.50
Photocopies Color (8.5"x11") 20 sheets @ $1.00 $20.00
Mileage 240 miles @ $0.655 $157.20

Subtotal - Other Direct Expenses $229.70

GRAND TOTAL $64,675.28
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From: Kevin Ramberg
To: Brock Miller
Cc: Mason Finley
Subject: Hamilton Pool Road Realignment
Date: Tuesday, July 25, 2023 4:17:52 PM
Attachments: image001.png

image002.png

Brock,
As we discussed yesterday, there are several elements of the environmental scope that are different
for the Hamilton Pool Road Realignment (and possibly the Little Barton Creek Tributary Creek
bridge). These projects are being prepared for possible CAMPO funding. CAMPO funnels federal
money from Federal Highway to local sponsors via TxDOT Austin District. With the federal funding
comes additional environmental regulations that pertain to federal actions differently than non-
federal (State of Texas or City of Bee Cave) projects. Some of these elements include (but may not be
limited to):

National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). This is not required for cities in Texas but is
required for federal actions;
Noise analysis following federal standards. This is not required for cities in Texas but is
required for federal actions;
Public involvement following federal standards. This is more stringent and structured than
common public involvement for cities in Texas but is required for federal actions;
Federal Historic Standing Structures review under Section 106 of National Historic
Preservation Act. This is not required for cities in Texas but is required for federal actions;
Section 4(f) of Department of Transportation Act. This is not required for cities in Texas but is
required for federal actions;
Section 6(f) of Land and Water Conservation Act. T.his is not required for cities in Texas but is
required for federal actions;
Air emissions analysis. This is not required for cities in Texas but is required for the TxDOT
process;
TxDOT unregulated habitat analysis. This is not required for cities in Texas but is required for
the TxDOT process; and
Community Impact Analysis. This is not required for cities in Texas but is required for the
TxDOT process.

 
Each of these elements have differing depths of step-by-step review which is driven by a TxDOT
structured process. Unfortunately, we don’t yet know the level of review that TxDOT will require yet.
Our current scope (to develop the Preliminary Envi. Constraints Report and an introductory meeting
with TxDOT) will help us frame up some of the unknown. That said, I know that we will have
additional environmental scope once we finish this phase. We, unfortunately, don’t know what that
is yet.
 
Based on my experience, our future scope could range from ballpark of $50k to more than $200k. I
know that is a huge range and doesn’t provide certainty, but, unfortunately the TxDOT process is
iterative and we must go step by step to understand the level of required.
 
I hope this helps. If you would like to discuss, please call my cell. 512-771-0227.

mailto:kramberg@aci-group.net
mailto:bmiller@rtg-texas.com
mailto:MFinley@aci-group.net




 
___________________
Kevin Ramberg
Principal Ecologist, COO
512.852.3888 direct •  512.771.0227 mobile
 
www.aci-consulting.net    a division of aci group, llc

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of RTG. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

http://www.aci-consulting.net/


Economic Development Board Meeting
8/29/2023

Agenda Item Transmittal

 Agenda Item:  5.

 Agenda Title:  Discussion and update from the Workshop Session regarding current
and future City projects and priorities.

 Board Action:  Discussion

 Department:  City Manager

 Staff Contact:  Clint Garza

1. INTRODUCTION/PURPOSE

The purpose of this item is to discuss updates from the Corporation's workshop on August 8, 2023. 
2. DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION

a) Background

The DC held a workshop on 8/8/23 to discuss priorities and goals for the board as the current fiscal year
comes to an end and implementation of the CIP moves along. 

b) Issues and Analysis

Staff will be present to assist the board President with updates regarding the item. 

3. FINANCIAL/BUDGET

Amount Requested  Fund/Account No. 
Cert. Obligation  GO Funds
Other source  Grant title
Addtl tracking info  

4. TIMELINE CONSIDERATIONS

5. RECOMMENDATION



Economic Development Board Meeting
8/29/2023

Agenda Item Transmittal

 Agenda Item:  6.

 Agenda Title:  Discussion regarding future administrative items, meeting times and
dates.

 Board Action:  

 Department:  City Secretary

 Staff Contact:  Kaylynn Holloway, City Secretary

1. INTRODUCTION/PURPOSE

2. DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION

a) Background

b) Issues and Analysis

3. FINANCIAL/BUDGET

Amount Requested  Fund/Account No. 
Cert. Obligation  GO Funds
Other source  Grant title
Addtl tracking info  

4. TIMELINE CONSIDERATIONS

5. RECOMMENDATION
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