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MS. STERRY: Good evening. On behal f of
t he Texas Departnment of Transportation and the G and
Par kway Association, | would Iike to wel cone each of you
to this public hearing for Segnent C of the G and
Par kway.

Segrment C of the Grand Par kway extends
fromUS. 59 in Fort Bend County to State Hi ghway 288 in
Brazoria County.

My nane is Robin Sterry, and I'mwith the
Houston District of the Texas Departnent of
Transportation, also known as TxDOT. TxDOT has the
responsibility for the planning, design, construction
and nmai ntenance of State hi ghways in Texas.

It is our responsibility under a variety
of Federal |aws, including the National Environment
Policy Act, to prepare an Environnental |npact
Statenment, commonly referred to as an EI'S, to exam ne
the need for a project and the inpacts of any
transportation i nprovenents. The EIS nmust address a
variety of alternatives to neet the transportati on needs
of this area.

Tonight we will be presenting the
findings of the Draft Environnental |npact Statenent, or
DEI'S, of Segment C of the Grand Par kway. The

preparation of the DEIS is the responsibility of TxDOT
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and the Federal Hi ghway Admi nistration. The DElI S being
presented tonight does not include the selection of a
Preferred Alternative. It exani nes the environnmenta
consequences of several alternatives including the
no-build alternative. A Preferred Alternative will be
sel ected once coments fromthe public and fromthe
resource agencies are received and consi der ed.

The purpose of tonight's public hearing
is to present the findings of the DEI'S, and nore
i mportantly, to seek public coments on the proposed
action and work perforned to date.

Al t hough approval of the DEIS by the
Federal H ghway Admi nistration cleared the way for
tonight's activities, it in no way represents a fina
approval of Segnent C or a proposed route.

Al'l comments received tonight as well as
witten comments postnmarked by July 13th, 2000, wll be
included in the official public hearing record and wll
be addressed in the Final Environnmental |npact
Statenent, or FEIS.

The DEI'S was circulated to nunerous State
and Federal resource agencies on May 1st, 2000. It has
al so been made available to the public through placenment
at TxDOT's Houston District Ofice, public libraries

within the study area, and the G and Par kway
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Association's office. Conments to the DEIS nust al so be
post marked by July 13th, 2000.

This public hearing is being held
pursuant to Federal rules and regul ations inplenenting
the National Environnment Policy Act of 1969 and
governi ng the devel opment of the environnmental inpact
statenments for transportation inprovenents.

This public hearing is being recorded by
a certified court reporter.

This is one of two |ocations for public
hearings for Segment C of the Grand Parkway tonight.

This same presentation is now being nmade in Fort Bend

County.

Bef ore we begin our technica
presentations, I'd like to make a few announcenents.
First, | want to thank everyone for being here tonight

to participate in this public hearing. W appreciate
your interest, and we wel come your conments later this
evening. We'd also like to thank the Sacred Heart
Catholic Church for allowing us to use these facilities
t oni ght .

You may have noticed our registration
table as you wal ked in. |If you have not already done
so, please register before you | eave tonight. The

sign-in sheets allow us to record tonight's
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participation and gives you the opportunity to be added
to our project mailing list.

You will have an opportunity to nake
conments tonight. Your comrents are wel come with
respect to any aspect of the project including, but not
limted to: The project's purpose and need, the
project's alternatives, the criteria for screening
alternatives, the project's environnental and physica
constraints.

You can nmake comments in two different
ways, orally or in witing.

To make oral comments, you need to have
conpl eted the speaker registration card. |f you would
like to make oral coments but have not filled out the
card, please raise your hand now and we will make sure
that you get a card.

We al so have a court reporter here to
make record of your oral comments at tonight's neeting.

The format for meking oral coments is
sinple. We will call on those who conpl eted speaker
request cards in the order which the cards were
received. You will nake your comments |ocated at the
nm crophone in the center aisle.

We ask that you limt your conments to

three m nutes so that everyone has a chance to speak
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timer will be used to Iimt each speaker to three
m nut es.

Al so, please do not repeat things that
ot her commentors have already said. That will help us
nove al ong and gi ve everyone a chance to speak

We request that your coments, both for
or against, are related to issues of Segment C of the
Grand Par kway.

W will not respond to your comments
during this neeting. The purpose of this neeting is to
recei ve your input and coments on issues that should be
addressed in the Environmental |nmpact Statenent. Each
of your comments will be addressed or answered in the
Fi nal Environnental |npact Statement.

If you would |like to comment but do not
wi sh to comment orally tonight or wish to coment in
nore detail, you may submit a witten comment. Witten
comments will be considered equally to oral comrents.

There are comrent forms for providing
witten comments at the registration table. You can
conplete the formtonight and | eave themw th us or mail
themto us. [If you want to nmmil your comments, the
address is also available at the registration table.
Witten coments nmust be postnmarked by July 13th, 2000.

At this time, | would Iike to recognize
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some of the menbers of the community who are here
tonight in their official capacity.

We have Mayor Robert Wall from | owa
Col ony. Mayor \all.

Commi ssi oner James C auson from Brazori a

County.

We have Dick Carter fromthe City of
Al vin.

And we have Commi ssioner Donald -- I'm
sorry about the pronunciation -- Shear man.

COW SSI ONER SHEARMAN:  |'m not here in

ny official capacity.

MS. STERRY: All right. Thank you, sir.

And we al so have Conmi ssioner Jack Harris
who just walked in that's with us tonight.

Thank y'all for com ng.

Al so, | want to introduce the people
sitting here beside me. These individuals are part of a
study team responsible for preparing the DEI'S for
Segnent C of the G and Par kway.

I have Ms. Diane Schenke fromthe G and
Par kway Associ ation, M. Bob Arroyave from Brown & Gay
Engi neers, and M. d enn G aham from PBS&J.

Briefly 1'd like to explain the agendas

of tonight's neeting.
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First, Di ane Schenke of the G and Parkway
Association will provide an overview of the G and
Par kway Association, a history of the project, and the
pur pose and need for the project.

Next, Bob Arroyave of Brown & Gay
Engi neers will describe various alternatives that have
been st udi ed.

Next, d enn Graham of PBS& will provide
an overvi ew of the environmental consequences of each of
the Representative Alternatives.

Then | will provide an overview of
TxDOT' s right-of-way acquisition and rel ocation policy.

After these presentations, we will take a
15-m nute break so that you may display -- may view the
di splays located to ny right and ask questions of the
study team

Finally after the break, we wll
reconvene to receive oral coments.

Now, I'mgoing to turn the presentation
over to Diane Schenke of the Grand Parkway Association
Diane will provide an overvi ew of the G and Parkway
Associ ation, a history of the project, and the purpose
and need of the project.

MS. SCHENKE: Thank you, Robin. And it's

good to see so nmany of you here tonight. | would like
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to begin with a quick overview of what the G and Par kway
Associ ation is.

We are a transportation corporation
that's charged with working with | ocal governnents,
| andowners, and TxDOT to build the third outer |oop
around Houston. We acconplish this through partnerships
with | ocal governnments, with TxDOT and | andowners.

In the case of Segnment C -- this segnent
that we're tal ki ng about tonight, we have Fort Bend
County, Brazoria County, and TxDOT, all of whom are
i nvol ved in funding the engi neering design and the
environnental studies which the Grand Parkway overseas.

TXDOT will be responsible for the
construction and the mai ntenance of this highway.

The Grand Parkway, which is al so known as
State Highway 99, will forma 170-nmile circunferentia
freeway around the greater netropolitan area. The G and
Par kway woul d provide access to radial freeways and
woul d serve as a third outer |oop at a radial distance
of between 20 and 30 miles outside of the downtown
Houston, similar to Beltway 8 and Loop 610.

The Grand Parkway is proposed to be
constructed as a | andscaped and controll ed access
Parkway that typically will not have frontage roads.

The frontage roads will be constructed only where they
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11

are necessary to provi de access at interchanges and
where they are required to continue providing access to
adj acent property.

For planning and desi gn purposes, the
Grand Parkway's been divided into nine different
segnents. These segments have been identified on this
map as Segnents A through Segment |I. W are here
toni ght to discuss Segnent C which traverses through
fromU S. 59 South to State H ghway 288 through Fort
Bend and Brazoria Counties.

The Congress of the United States has
determned that it is acceptable to study and devel op
the Grand Parkway on a segnent-by-segnent basis. The
Depart ment of Transportation Appropriation Bill that was
adopted in July of '93 specifically instructed the
Federal H ghway Adnministration to prepare EISs for the
Grand Parkway on a segnent-by-segnent basis.

Each segnent of the Grand Parkway that is
studi ed must have independent utility; that is, each
segnent must constitute a conplete and i ndependently
justifiable project without reliance on any other
segnent to nake a usabl e piece of freeway.

During devel opnent of the draft DEIS for
Segrment C, the purpose and need for Segment C has been

studi ed and docunented. Segnment C s purpose and need
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has two conponents: The first is to relieve |Iocal and
regi onal congestion in the area, and the second is to
i nprove hurricane evacuation.

The first conponent of the purpose and
need for Segment Cis to inprove nmobility and to relieve
| ocal congestion which has resulted fromthe high
popul ation grow h, increased residential devel oprment,
and the increased commercial devel opnent within and
adj acent to the study area.

Also, this facility is needed to relieve
regi onal congestion which has resulted fromincreasing
regi onal devel opment associated with the strong Houston
Texas, and U.S. econom es through the 1990s.

The second comnponent of the purpose and
need for Segnent Cis to provide additional capacity
around the southern portion of Houston for evacuations
fromthe coast prior to or during a hurricane.

Currently State Hi ghway 288 serves as
the main hurricane evacuation route in Brazoria County.
Simlarly, Interstate 45 and State Hi ghway 6 serve as
the main hurricane evacuation routes for Gal veston
County. The evacuation adequacy of these routes has
been questioned because they leave traffic into the
congest ed Houston mnetropolitan area.

This concludes nmy portion of the
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presentation. |'mnow going to turn the m crophone over
to Bob Arroyave with Brown & Gay Engineers. He wll
di scuss the alternatives considered for Segnent C

MR. ARROYAVE: Thank you, Di ane.

Qur study team along with the G and
Par kway Associ ati on, TxDOT, and the Federal Hi ghway
Adm ni stration, has been preparing the DEIS that we are
presenting to you here tonight since our |ast public
wor kshop in Cct ober of '98.

At that workshop, we presented an
overvi ew of constraints in the study area and a | arge
group of alternative corridors. Since that workshop, we
have perfornmed environnental field investigations within
the alternative corridors.

As a result of these investigations, we
have elin nated many of the corridors from consideration

due to various inmpacts. What remains today is a group

of eight Representative Alternatives which will be
presented tonight and are described in detail in the
DEI S.

Bef ore di scussi on of the eight
Representative Alternative corridors, | want to review
the study process we have followed that resulted in the
ei ght Representative Alternatives which remain for

consi derati on.

13



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

This study is being performed in three
phases. At this point intine, we are nearing the end
of Phase 2. Phase 1 included an eval uation and
screening of all alternatives. Phase 2 included a nore
detail ed eval uation and screening of a smaller group of
alternatives. Phase 3 will include a detailed
eval uation of the Preferred Alternative

In early 1998, we began to study
Segnment C. Several public meetings have been held for
Segnent C over the past two years.

On March 5th, 1998, a neeting was held
with transportation agencies and counties to tal k about
the need for a facility. Also on March 5th, 1998,
anot her nmeeting was held with resource agencies to
di scuss inpacts to Brazos Bend State Park and potentia
mtigation alternatives.

On April 22, 1998, an open house was hel d
for everyone, although environmental interest groups
were specifically invited.

On April 27, 1998, an open house was hel d
for citizens within the study area.

On August 20th, 1998, a public scoping
neeting for Segnent C was held which included a
presentation of the project study area, the study

process, and constraints within the study area.

14
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On Cctober 27, 1998, a public workshop
for Segment C was held and included exhibits that showed
all alternative corridors devel oped by the study team

A key element of this process has been
the criteria used in evaluating and elimnating
alternatives. All alternatives have been eval uated
based upon criteria stipulated in NEPA, the Nationa
Envi ronnent Policy Act, and in | STEA the Internodel
Surface Transportation Efficiency Act. These include
natural environnent, hunman environnent, nobility,

i nvest ment, engineering, and other criteria identified
during the study process.

Initially, per the requirenents of the
Nati onal Environment Policy Act, the study team
considered a | arge range of node alternatives to neet
t he purpose and need for this facility.

As you recall, Diane nentioned that the
purpose for this facility are regional congestion
relief, Iocal congestion relief, and hurricane
evacuation capacity.

Several node alternatives listed on this
slide were considered and elimnated because they did
not adequately neet this purpose.

Transportation system management, or TSM

alternatives, are those actions which naxim ze the
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efficiency of the present roadway system Two exanpl es
of TSM alternatives are Park & Ride lots and traffic
si gnal coordination.

Travel demand nanagenent, or TDM
neasures, consi st of behavioral changes to commuters
travel habits which result in fewer vehicles during the
peek hours. These neasures, such as car pooling or
tel ecommuting, are beneficial but do not conpletely neet
t he purpose for this proposed facility.

O her alternatives which were elimnated
because they did not fully nmeet the purpose for this
facility included HOV | anes, rail transit, bus transit,
bi cycl e paths, bicycle | anes, added capacity to existing
roadways, and new roadways.

The correct node alternative for a
transportation facility in this study area is a new
| ocation-controll ed access highway. This type of
facility will best satisfy the purpose and need of the
project: Congestion relief, increased |ocal and
regi onal nmobility, and increased capacity for hurricane
evacuati on needs.

The study area is shown on this slide.
Key features of the study area are the George Ranch
Lake Wort hington, Thonmpson's O Field, Brazos Bend

State Park, and the Texas Department of Crimna

16
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Justice's Darrington Unit.

At the begi nning of Phase 1, the study
teamidentified known constraints fromrecorded
dat abases and through site visits via public
rights-of-way. All of the constraints are shown on the
| arge exhi bits on display.

Duri ng Phase 1, the study team devel oped
alternatives based upon input fromlocal officials and
the public. The alternatives shown here are shown in
nore detail in the exhibits at this public hearing. The
study teamreduced this group of alternatives to the
group of reasonable alternatives by elimnating severa
based upon inpacts quantified during Phase 1

Segnment B2, highlighted here in blue, was
el i mi nat ed because of inpacts to forested wetl ands and
prairie vegetative conmunities.

Segnent E1 was elim nated because of
i npacts to the historic conmunity of Crabb

Segrment F1 and two connecting segnents
were elimnated because of inpacts to potential historic
structures on the George Ranch and because of its close
proximty to the George Ranch Historical Park

Segnent A7 was el im nated because of
i npacts to forested and nonforested wetlands, Thonpson's

Ol Field, floodplains, and nonconformty with | oca

17
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pl anni ng.

Segnment ML was el im nated because of
i npacts to Schlunberger's Perforating and Testing
Center.

Segnent B8 and its connecting segnents
to State Hi ghway 288 were elimnated because of inpacts
to the dark skies south of the George Observatory of
Brazos Bend State Park, inpacts to historica
plantations in the vicinity of China G ove and Bonney,
and inpacts to comercial and residential properties
al ong FM 1462 and in the vicinity of Rosharon

The result was a group of alternatives
that the study teamterned as "reasonable alternatives."
These were the alternatives to be studied in greater
detail in Phase 2.

Duri ng Phase 2, the study team performned
nondestructive environnental field investigations within
the reasonable alternative corridors to better identify
and quantify the environmental consequences of each of
t he reasonabl e alternatives.

As the study team began to docunent the
envi ronnent al consequences of each of the reasonable
alternatives in the DEIS, TxDOT's Environmental Affairs
Di vi sion asked the study teamto reeval uate and screen

the group of alternatives to a snmaller group of

18
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alternatives for discussion in the DEIS.

In the screening of the reasonable
alternatives, the study team found three inpacts that
resulted in the elimnation of additional alternatives.

Segnent D1, highlighted here in blue, was
elimnated due to rapid devel opnent in the northern
portion the study area. The new devel opnent, which
occurred after selection of the reasonable alternatives,
i ncluded 29 single-famly site-built hones that would be
i npacted by Segnent D1. This devel opnment was platted
after the study comrenced in 1998. Sone of the 29 homnes
exi st, and sonme are currently under construction

Segnent A4 and two connecting segnents
were elimnated because of inpacts to the George Ranch
Hi storical Park. The George Ranch Hi storical Park
over|l ooks Smithers Lake. Segment A4 woul d obstruct the
vi ew shed to the east of the park onto the | ake.

Segnent &3, G4, Hl, and J2 were
el i mi nat ed because of inpacts to a bald eagle's nest.

The nost significant discovery of the
field investigations during Phase 2 was the bald eagle's
nest. The bald eagle is currently a federally listed
t hreatened species. Their nests are protected by
primary and secondary managenent zones. The zones can

restrict certain types of activity within their

19
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vicinity. These zones cause the elimnation of the
three southern alternatives.

The elimnation of these three
alternatives left only one alternative in the mddle
portion of the study area. In order to nmaintain a
southern alternative through the mddle portion of the
study area, the study team created a new segment,
Segnment T1, which stayed an acceptabl e di stance away
fromthe eagle's nest.

Al so, the elimnation of Segnents D1 and
A4 left only one alternative in the northern portion of
the study area. Simlarly, the study team devel oped a
new segnent, Segment S1, to provide for a second
alternative in the northern portion of the study area.

The second screening process resulted in
ei ght remmi ning Representative Alternatives. This
screening process was approved by TxDOT's Environnenta
Affairs Division and the Federal H ghway Adm nistration
i n August of 1999. Eight Representative Alternatives
remain and are described in detail along with the
no-build alternative in the DElS.

This concludes nmy portion of the
presentation. |I'mnow going to turn the presentation
over to @ enn G aham of the study teamwho will be

di scussi ng the environnental consequences of each of the



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

21

ei ght Representative Alternatives.

MR, GRAHAM  Thank you, Bob. | would now
like to focus on environnental issues associated with
this project.

As mentioned earlier, the National
Envi ronnental Policy Act, or NEPA, places a great deal
of inportance on public participation. Your presence
here tonight is essential to the NEPA process, and we
appreci ate your interest and involvenent. The Final
Envi ronnental |npact Statenent will docunent and respond
to all of your comments along with those of the various
agenci es invol ved.

I f changes to the project design or
alternatives are determ ned necessary as a result of the
public invol venment process and the DEIS revi ew process,

t hose changes will be addressed in the final
Envi ronnent al | npact Statenent.

| would |ike to draw your attention to
t he exhibits and handouts that we have in the room here
toni ght and encourage each of you to | ook at the
i nformati on displ ayed.

This slide is a table from Section 4 of
the DEIS that quantitatively sumuarizes the key inpacts
for each alternative.

This chart, along with copies of the
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DEI'S, are on display and avail able for reviewin the
back of the room

Rat her than repeating the quantified
i npacts for each alternative now, | would like to give
you a brief overview of sone of the main environnenta
i ssues.

Wi | e devel opi ng and screening
alternatives, environnental inpacts were either avoided
or mininmzed to the nmaxi mum extent practicable. Inpacts
were neasured within a 300-foot right-of-way footprint
for each Representative Alternative using secondary data
sources as well as extensive field research

There are two nmj or ecol ogi cal issues
that warrant explicit nention. The first is forested
wet | and i npacts, and the second is protected species.

The Representative Alternatives that have
been carried through Phase 2 require a decision as to
whet her the Preferred Alternative will inpact forested
wet | ands and Col onmbi a Bottonl and Forest in the Rabbs
Bayou-Bi g Creek corridor

None of the Representative Alternatives
conpletely avoids inpacts to wetlands. However, each
Representative Alternative alignnment was noved around
wi thin the thousand-foot corridor during Phase 1 in

order to mninize wetland inpacts.

22
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The resulting Representative Alternatives
i npacts between -- the resulting Representative
Al ternatives inpacts between 25.3 and 67.2 acres of
wet | ands.

Unavoi dabl e i npacts to wetlands will be
specifically addressed in the Final EI'S pending the
sel ection of a Preferred Alternative and the devel opnent
of a conpensatory wetland mitigation plan

Al so, a determ nation must be nmade as to
whet her the Preferred Alternative, when chosen, woul d
encroach on the managenent zones of the bald eagl e nest
| ocated north of the Brazos Bend State Park

Four of the Representative Alternatives
i nclude a segnent that potentially encroaches upon the
managenent zones for an existing bald eagle's nest.

Si nce the managenment zones are a
recomendation by the U S. Fish and Wldlife Service and
their bald eagl e nanagenent guidelines, the study team
has initiated coordination with the U S. Fish and
Wldlife Service and is currently nonitoring the status
of the nest and its success.

The occurrence of the nest is conplicated
by the fact that the Brazos Bend State Park is | ocated
to the south. Study team biol ogi sts have been

nonitoring the nest and the bald eagle's feeding habits

23
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for the past eight nonths.

These conflicts may be resol ved by the
proposed de-listing of the bald eagle. The bald eagle
is scheduled to be de-listed as a threatened species in
July of this year.

Al t hough all regulatory protection wll
not cease upon de-listing, the de-listing may allow the
study teamto reconsider alternatives that were
el i mi nated because of the proximty to the nest.

Specifically, we will reconsider
alternatives that include Segment G3 in the Fina
Envi ronnental | npact Statenent.

O her environmental issues that were
researched and considered in the DEIS include socia
i ssues, vegetative comrunities, relocations, air
quality, noise, floodplains, historic and archaeol ogi ca
resources, and hazardous materials. Again, you can find
t hese inpacts quantified in the handouts or in the DEIS.

The constraints | have just discussed are
sone of the nmore significant environnental consequences
of the alternatives being considered. Al environmental
consequences are described in the DEIS.

I f you know of any other environnenta
i ssues that should be further addressed, please let us

know t hrough your verbal or witten comments.

24



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

The Final Environnmental |npact Statenent
wi || docunment and respond to all of your comrents al ong
wi th those of the various agencies invol ved.

If changes to the project design or
alternatives are determ ned necessary as a result of the
public invol vemrent and DEIS revi ew process, those
changes will be addressed in the Final Environnental
| npact St atenent.

That concludes my portion of the
presentation. | amnow going to turn the presentation
back over to Robin Sterry with TxDOT who will be
di scussi ng TxDOT' s right-of-way acquisition and
rel ocati on program

MS. STERRY: Thank you, G enn.

At this time | would |ike to present
TxDOT' s policies on right-of-way acquisition and
rel ocati on assi stance.

Both the United States and the Texas
Constitutions provide that no private | and may be taken
for public purposes w thout adequate compensati on being
pai d therefor.

The TxDOT right-of-way acquisition and
Rel ocati on Assistance Programw || be conducted in
accordance with the Uniform Rel ocati on Assi stance and

Real Property Acquisition Policy Acts of 1970 as
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anended.

Rel ocation resources are available to al
resi dential and busi nesses -- business rel ocatees
Wi t hout discrimnation. Thus, all |andowners from whom

property is needed for hi ghway purposes are entitled to
be paid for that property.

In that regard, TxDOT contracts wth
i ndependent fee appraisers who inspect the individua
parcel s of |and needed for highway purposes, and they
prepare appraisal reports for the property to arrive at
t he amount of just conpensation to be paid.

Just conpensation is based upon the fair
mar ket value of the land. Sinply stated, this is the
amount a willing seller would expect froma wlling
buyer, neither being under any compul sion to buy or sel
and bot h havi ng reasonabl e knowl edge of all rel evant
facts.

After the appraisal is conpleted, each
property owner will be personally contacted by a
representative from TxDot's right-of-way section and
gi ven a copy of the appraisal of their property. That
i ndividual will go over in detail the steps involved in
acquiring property for highway purposes. These steps
i ncl ude an opportunity to nmake a one-tine counteroffer

to TxDOT.
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Under the laws of eminent domain, if the
property owners feel they are not being justly
conpensat ed, they have the right to pursue a hearing by
t hree special commissioners; and if still not satisfied,
the amount will be determ ned by a six-person jury.

Qccasional ly TxDOT receives or solicits
donati ons of private land for hi ghway purposes.

However, whether or not such land is ultimtely donated
i s based upon the free and voluntary act of the

i ndi vidual property owner and only after the property
owner has been inforned of the right to receive just
conpensation for the property.

Detailed information regarding
ri ght-of -way acquisition procedures can be obtained from
t he TxDOT right-of-way acquisition representative.

Bookl ets entitled The State Ri ght-of-Wy
Purchase are al so available for your information which
provi de general information on acquisition procedures.
We have several copies of these booklets here this
evening with a right-of-way representative at the back
of the room

The devel opnent of hi ghways or ot her
public transportation services needed to serve and
i mprove our way of life require the use of land. This,

in turn, nmeans that sone persons may be required to nove
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to another | ocation.

TxDOT is aware of the cost and the
i nconveni ence associated with having to nove froma
hone, business, or farm |In order to assist those who
are required to nove, TxDOT provi des paynment and
services to aid in novenment to a new | ocation through
its Relocation Assistance Program

It is TxDOT policy on residentia
rel ocation that no person will be displaced due to
right-of-way acquisition until safe and sanitary
repl acenent housing is available in the area. The
avai | abl e housi ng nust al so be open to persons
regardl ess of race, color, religion, or nationality and
be within the financial mnmeans of the person displaced.

Rel ocation assistance is available to al
i ndividuals, fam lies, businesses, farms, and nonprofit
organi zations displaced as a result of the State hi ghway
or other transportation project. This assistance
applies to tenants as well as owners occupying the rea
property needed for the project.

Repl acenent properties nust be conparabl e
with regard to the type of construction, design, age,
and condition and must be | ocated in the conparable
nei ghbor hood wi th equally accessible public services and

pl aces of enpl oynent.
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The TxDOT rel ocation office will also
provi de assistance to displaced busi nesses and nonprofit
organi zations to aid in their satisfactory relocation
with mnimal delay so as not to cause a substantial |oss
i n earnings.

The project will not proceed to
construction unless all displaced famlies and
busi nesses are advi sed of conparabl e replacenent sites
within the financial neans of the individuals affected.

Pl ease be aware that we al so have
rel ocati on assi stance brochures for your information,
which are offered for general information purposes only.
It is not a docunent of law, rule, or regulation

Thi s concludes our oral presentation.

At this time, we will take a 15-mnute
break. After the break, we will reconvene to receive
oral conmments fromthe public.

If you would |like to speak and have not
filled out a speaker registration card, please do so and
turn in the card at the registration table during the
break. The cards are available at and should be
returned to the comment formtable in the back

Al so, please take a nonment to | ook at the
exhibits and to review the records of prior neetings.

W will be happy to answer any questions
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during the break, and we'll start our break now and
reconvene at about five till. Thank you

(Brief recess)

M5. STERRY: |If we could reconvene,
please. |1'd like to recognize an individual that |
nm ssed earlier, Kay Belle Miudd, who is the City Counci
of lowa Col ony, back in the corner there.

And we al so had a question arise about is
this information available on the Web. There is a Grand
Par kway Web site. It is www. grandpky -- that's one
word, GR-A-NDP-K-Y, .com Sone of the things that
will be on that Wb site is the script for tonight's

hearing. There is also the executive summary fromthe

El S.

W' ve received several cards from
i ndi viduals which may -- which wish to nake ora
comments. |If you would like to make oral comrents but

have not filled out the card, please raise your hand and
we' |l make sure that you get a card.

I would like to go over the format for
maki ng oral comments one nmore time. We will call on
t hose of you who have conpl eted speaker registration
cards in the order in which the cards were received.

Pl ease nmake your comments at the

nm crophone | ocated in the center aisle. W ask that you
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[imt your comments to three mnutes so that everyone

has a chance to speak. This tiner will be used to limt

each speaker to three m nutes.

P

ease do not repeat things that other

commentors have already said. This will help us nove

al ong and gi ve everyone a chance to speak. W request

that you Iimt your conments both for or against to

i ssues related to Segnent C of the Grand Par kway.

W will not respond to your comments

during this neeting. The purpose of this neeting is to

recei ve your

i nputs and conments on issues that should

be addressed in the Environnental |npact Statenent.

Each of your comrents will be addressed or answered in

t he Fi na

Envi ronnment al | npact Statenent.

We have a couple of elected officials

that would |ike to speak.

Mayor Robert Wall from |l owa Col ony.

MAYOR WALL: First, | would like to

wel cone you tonight to | owa Col ony, which the church

here is in. | amthe mayor of lowa Colony. | am here

basi cally speaking for the City; and | think we have

SONME counci

nmenbers here that will speak, also

think that -- I"msure there's people

in our city that would be for this; but at our city

counci

neeti ngs,

t hey' ve been mainly against this.
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A couple of points 1'd like to make. One
is with H ghway 6 expanding like it is, | see this as
ki nd of strange that P1 would be so close to that. That
is an evacuation route. That's a brand-new w dened
road. | would think this road would need to be further
down in the county.

Ri ght now, when you're in Iowa Col ony,
when you go out and try to get on the freeway in the
nmorni ngs and evenings, it's alnmost inpossible. | have
tal ked to the hi ghway departnment about this, and they
don't really say they can -- they are not going to do
anyt hi ng about it real soon.

| see with this road coming in, surely
you will have an off ranmp at 288. |If you do, you're
going to throw nore traffic on citizens trying to get on
that road in the norning and in the evening.

As it is right now, |'mstarting to see
farmtrucks actually run the stop signs because they
can't get enough speed up to cross that road. It's like
crossing 45 or sonething with just a stop sign

I"d like to go back to city hall. If you
take the P1 route, it would cone down 63, which woul d
run right through our city hall

lowa Colony City Hall, the area there was

originated in '39 as a school, the best of what |'ve
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been told. The school was there for a long time unti
t hey joi ned Manvel as a school, and then that building
was used for a community center.

That is -- there is a building there now
that we now use as our city hall. W have one of the
| argest neeting rooms in our city hall of anybody around
here including Manvel, Alvin. | nean, we have a pl ace
we rent out. We let charities use it |like the church
here does.

We al so have a fire departnent right next
door to us. W heard it was told that we were in a
doubl e-wi de trailer. W're not in a double-w de
trailer. W have a metal building; and our fire
department has a netal building, which we're |ooking at
expandi ng right now which this would run right into.

The City of lowa Colony is a rural area.
We're zoning right now for the reason of keeping it that
way, trying to let the people live out there. Mst of
the people that live in Iowa Col ony was either raised
there or noved from sonewhere like a city to get away
frombeing in the City of Houston or around -- like
Pasadena, nyself.

We really don't want this road com ng
right through, splitting our city; and it will do just

that. It will split our city. The road that you're
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com ng through is one of the nore popul ated roads in our
city, which would be 63.

We have a | ot of new houses going up
right nowin that area, which | would think if that area
was going to be picked, sonebody should warn sone of

t hese peopl e because | think that would be a shane to

have sonebody build a house without knowing this. In
fact, | think through real estate, you al nbst have to do
t hat .

Wien | canme into the city, we had, |ike,

875 people; and | think since with the Census, we're
probably up close to a thousand people out there. So |
nean, we really -- | feel like splitting our city, it
woul d be a shame, really.

The | ower route below P1 would be in an
area | don't know who woul d be against. |'msure there
woul d be sonebody here tonight that woul d be agai nst but
not like it would be in our area, to be honest with you.

One of the points 1'd like to make is we
have a very snall fire department. W have one county
truck, and our firenen are all volunteers. They show up
when they get dispatched. The way | understand, this
woul d be the furthest route out. It would go out around
refineries, and I'msure there would be a |lot of stuff

running on this. So it would be dangerous.
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We have no way whatsoever to put out a
fire. W depend on Manvel to back us up, and they are
busy in the county thenselves. |'mnot speaking of the
fire departnent, but | think this would be a stretch
thi nking they could do anything to a nmajor truck fire or
somet hing out there carrying chem cals fromone of these
refineries. So | think in a less dense area would be a
huge pl us.

And with that, I'd like to give y'al
tonight a resolution, No. 2001; and I'lIl read a little
of this. It is: WHEREAS, the City of |owa Col ony nay
be on the proposed route of a newtraffic artery to be
naned the G and Par kway; and WHEREAS, the City of |owa
Colony is extrenely concerned that a major thoroughfare
such as the Grand Parkway will disturb |and use patterns
in lowa Col ony; and WHEREAS, the city council believes
that a mmjor thoroughfare such as the G and Par kway
woul d degrade the rural quality of life in lowa Col ony.

This was passed with a mgjority vote in
our city council, and there was no one in our counci
t hat night that opposed this. So | hope you'll take
that into consideration

MS. STERRY: Thank you, Mayor Wall

We have Conmmi ssioner Cl awson that woul d

like to speak.
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COWM SSI ONER CLAWSON: | want to thank
you fol ks for being here tonight and giving the | oca
fol ks an opportunity to express their opinion. | think
that's sonething that we should do nore often. And | --
I"malso here in support of the nbst southern route of
thi s Parkway.

We have approximately a hundred thousand
people living in the south end of the county. This
could be a very good opportunity for themto get an
evacuation route during the hurricane season
especially, or any disaster that m ght happen

| hope very soon we can scratch the route
on County Road 63.

The southern route on your plan, if that
shoul d be the -- becone the npst northern route that we
woul d accept, and we will take it nore further south
t han what you have on the plan if we can find a good
one.

And | do appreciate it.

MS. STERRY: Thank you, Conmi ssioner
Gl awson.

Woul d any of the other elected officials
care to speak at this time? |If not, we will go to the
general public and their coments.

The first speaker we have tonight is
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Judy Myers.

MS. MYERS: |'d also like to thank you
for holding this hearing and giving us an opportunity to
get some information and to speak

As nmany of you know, ny husband and
drafted a petition opposed to the County Road 63 option
that many of you have already signed. As we and our
nei ghbors circulated this petition, we found
overwhel mi ng objection to the proposed County Road 63
route of the Grand Par kway.

Here are the reasons for our opposition
as stated in the petition: First, the Grand Parkway
Associ ation says that on the County Road 63 route, only
one home and one nobile home woul d be rel ocated. They
do not nention the dozens of hones that woul d have their
quality of life destroyed by having a najor highway only
a few feet fromtheir door. Their environnmental survey
does not even consider the damage of going right through
our nearly hundred-year-old comrunity.

Second, at a neeting |last year at the
| owa Col ony Community Center, the executive director of
the Grand Parkway told us the County Road 63 route woul d
have no benefit to us or our conmunity. She said the
Grand Parkway benefits real estate devel opers who want

fast access to large tracts of open land. Those of us
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with small tracts such as nmost of us live on will see
only the noise, pollution, and danger

Third, Arlene Preble and Mary Kitternman
expressed lowa Col ony's opposition to this route at a
Grand Parkway workshop in 1998. As Robert Wall has just
told you, the lowa Colony City Council has also
unani nously passed a resol uti on opposi ng the County Road
63 route.

Four, although Segnent C officially ends
at State Hi ghway 288, at the neeting |ast year, we were
told by the Grand Parkway executive director that the
road will obviously not make a right-angle turn at State
H ghway 288.

She said everything within the first mle
east of 288 on County Road 63 woul d be affected or
condemmed. Wthin this mile there are many hones,
al nost all of themnew, and the |owa Col ony conmunity
center and fire departnent.

Even assuming the fire departmnment woul d
be noved and reestablished, if necessary, the County
Road 63 route, right through our comunity, would del ay
fire departnent response to whichever half of the
conmunity is on the other side of the G and Parkway.
This represents a danger to all of us.

We do not need the Grand Parkway to get
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around Houston. State Hi ghway 6 is being w dened just
to the north, County Road 1462 is just to the south.

We know our area will grow. However, we
are committed to having it growin a way that is
consi stent with our regional plan and our present
lifestyle, that of hone sites on acreages.

If there is a need for the G and Par kway
to |l et developers turn big acreages into little |ots,
| et them put the Parkway where those devel opers want it.

We are agai nst the County Road 63 route.
If those of you here tonight agree with us, we'd
appreciate it if you'd sign the petition. W've also
drafted letters you can sign and send in or take themto
use as the basis for your own letter. Your signatures
are inportant.

The Grand Parkway executive director told
us last year that if we don't want this route, we need
to tell them This is the first public neeting since
then. So, this is the tinme to tell them

Qur first priority is to have the County
Road 63 option rejected.

The County Road 60 option affects many
fewer people; but | believe, as Commi ssioner C awson has
just stated, it would be better to have the road even

farther south, south of 1462 where there is no road
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across Brazoria or Fort Bend County. Go far enough
south of Brazos Bend to get out of the -- to get the
lights out of their way.

It woul d al so be better to obtain the
right-of-way before the tracts are broken up; the people
have saved to buy property, built their hones, decorated
and gotten their lawns to grow, made friends and gotten
i nvolved in the schools.

If this would be too ideal to put the
road where it's really needed, at least don't bring it
right through |owa Col ony. Thank you.

MS. STERRY: Thank you, M. Mers.

Stephanie -- and I'msorry, Stephanie.
I'mnot sure how to pronounce your |ast narme.

DR. HRABAR. M nane is Hrabar.

M5. STERRY: Hrabar.

DR. HRABAR. M nane is Dr. Stephanie
Hrabar. |'ma certified professional geol ogist,
certified fraud exam ner specializing in |oss
prevention; and |I'm an independent consulting geol ogi st.

So ny comments today are really ny
sunmary to ny client who could not be here.

The DEIS is a hoax. The only viable
option to the public is the no-build option because the

systemerrors, geological em ssions, and deception to
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the lay public are egregious.

The geol ogi cal om ssions include but are
not restricted to, one, the failure to use a systenis
approach that interrelates all the conmponents of the
natural environnent -- air, land, water, and life -- a
requi rement of the National Environment Policy Act;

Two, failure to discuss natura
subsi dence and show the | ocation of active faults in the
proposed project area. Subsidence is a natural and
irreversible process that results in ground el evation
changes -- it goes down;

Three, the failure to discuss the
interrelationship of accel erated subsi dence, groundwater
punpi ng, reactivation of faults, and increased fl ooding
of devel oped areas during major storns;

Four, the failure to discuss the
interrelations of subsidence, excessive groundwater
punpage, increased flooding, and the nunber and cost of
i nsurance clainms in the proposed project area;

Five, the failure to discuss the probable
increase in flooding in Fort Bend and Harris Counties as
a result of the proposed hi ghway project and accel erated
residential and conmercial devel opnent al ong the
proposed route;

Six, the failure to include the inpact of
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NORM naturally occurring radi oactive material, on the
site workers; possible relocation of public water supply
wells, private water wells, and artificial recharge
wells in the proposed project area;

Seven, the failure to include al
appropriate Federal, State, and |local agencies wth
jurisdictional authority or technical expertise in the
review of this project as required by NEPA 1969. And
| adi es and gentl ermen, that nmeans the Harris and Fort
Bend subsi dence districts and the U S. Departnent for
Geol ogi cal Survey for CGeohazards and Faults.

Regardi ng environmental equity issues,
the DEI'S contains no discussion of groundwater
cont am nati on under the heading of "G oundwater." This
is noteworthy because at present, the State has no
regul ati ons or performance nmeasures to nonitor the
di stance or direction that hazardous wastes mnigrated
away frominjection or disposal |locations. That affects
wor ker safety and environmental equity issues.

Under the headi ng of "Social I|nmpacts and
Envi ronnental Equity," the authors of the DEI'S do not
consider the drinking water quality for homes that use
private water wells less than 5 inches in dianmeter.

At present, licensed water-well drillers

in Texas have no m ni mum drinki ng water standards to
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meet. That is a significant environnental equity issue.

For the above reasons, the public has
been deprived of the right to honest services of
Federal, State, and local officials. The only viable
option at this tine is "no build."

In fact, investigations by the
Envi ronnental Protection Agency, Federal Hi ghway
Adm ni stration, and Departnent of Interior may be
justified because of the taxpayer nonies used to date
for the proposed project. In fact, | have seen a fraud
audit, not a conventional audit.

That concl udes nmy commrents.

MS. STERRY: Thank you, Dr. Hrabar.

Brandt Mannchen.

MR, MANNCHEN:. M nane is Brandt
Mannchen, B-R-AA-NDT MA-NNGCHE-N and |I'mhere
this evening representing the Houston Sierra Club. W
will be subnmitting nore detailed comrents by the
July 13th deadline. 1'd just like to nention a couple
of items this evening.

First, a lot of the enphasis on this

project is hurricane evacuation; but there's an

i nconpl ete analysis with regard to hurricane evacuation

First, there's no di scussion about what a

hurricane will do to this area so that the public can
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get some idea of what the scope of the problemis as far
as this general area and fl ooding and that sort of
t hi ng;

Second, there are no other alternatives
that could be used in place of this one for hurricane
evacuation eval uated as reasonable alternatives. W
find this very strange, and we woul d encourage that sort
of detailed analysis and alternative selection in this
particul ar ElS;

And there is no discussion of the roads
| eading to the Grand Par kway, what will happen to them
during a hurricane. |If they are fl ooded, no one's going
to get to the Grand Par kway.

And so, there's no discussion of a |ot of
t hi ngs concerning hurricane evacuation; and that needs
to be discussed very carefully because that's one of the
purposes of this particular project.

Second, right-of-way donations. W're
concerned that sone fol ks have said, "W want to donate
our right-of-way." And we're concerned that that my
bi as the process as far as what alternatives will be
chosen because, obviously, that would | essen the cost of
t he proposal; and so, we would like to register that
concern.

Anot her concern we have deals with the
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"preferred alternative" scenario. W have never seen an
Envi ronnental | npact Statenent where the preferred
alternative is chosen and then additional detailed
analysis is done only on that alternative and not on the
ot her reasonabl e alternatives.

We feel that under the counsel on
environnental qualities regulations dealing wth NEPA
Nati onal Environmental Policy Act, it's very clear that

you rmust give a simlar level of detailed analysis to

each reasonable alternative; and we feel like what's
been proposed is not appropriate. W feel like it's
illegal.

Also a lack of alternatives. W have, in
our view, one alternative and eight variations to that
alternative; and that's to build a big highway.

There are other alternatives that were
dism ssed. W feel like those alternatives in
conjunction with several of those alternatives could be
reasonabl e alternatives, but those were never | ooked at
in conjunction with each ot her

We have additional concerns including air
quality. There's only about four pages on air quality,
one being a table. Yet, we feel like this Parkway and
t he secondary devel opment is going to create an awf ul

| ot of additional em ssions.

45



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

46

And, in fact, we feel like it's going to
create ozone viol ations because wherever devel opment has
occurred and they put an air nmonitor there, we found
excess ozone em ssions above the standard. So, we fee
like the air quality analysis is very weak and you need
to go back and | ook at that very extensively.

And we'll subnmit nore detailed conments
by the 13th. Thank you.

MS. STERRY: Thank you, M. Mannchen.

CJ. willer.
MR, WALLER: Yes. | live on -- off 521
i medi ately north of the proposed -- the proposed route

for this Grand Par kway.

Qur main concern is that this road not be
constructed in such a manner as to raise the water |eve
during flood tines on ny wife's property and her famly.
They' ve owned this place for al nost a hundred years, and
they know that there's a |l ot of water that cones down in
flood time. And that's their main -- that's our main
concern. We live there.

We really don't care about what sonebody
does as far as devel opnent sonewhere else. That's fine.

We'd just like to see the thing
designed -- if it's going to be put there, we'd like to

see it designed in such a way that it would not raise
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any fl oodpl ain elevation on properties upstream because
one solution to that is just nove the G and Par kway
upstream you know. You wouldn't have to go but about
2 mles, and you' d solve our problem

O you can nmove it downstream so that the
maxi mum el evation at the top of the road is El evation 53
so you woul dn't have -- and we woul dn't have a probl em
either, at that point.

But the -- we know that people need to go
pl aces, and they need to evacuate or whatever.

We've lived here | ong enough that we
| eave a long tine ahead of time when we're going to have
a storm We're not worried about the water or anything
el se. W just lock up everything because we figure that
our life is worth nore than a few earthly possessions
here. So, there is a solution to that evacuation; and
we have subscribed to it. O the famly, ain't nobody
staying. | nmean, we just |eave.

But really, that's a little comcal; but
it's serious business with us. W don't want to be
fl ooded, don't want water running through our house. W
built above the floodplain to take care of that in
conpliance with the laws |ike we're supposed to.

So, if you do build it, we're going to

| ook at you very closely when we get a flood. Don't
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rai se the water |evel.
Thank you very mnuch.

MS. STERRY: Thank you, M. Waller

Ni col e Goodman. Nicol e Goodnan.

M chell e Bates. Mchelle Bates.

Arl ene Preble.

MS. PREBLE: Good evening, folks. |
want to thank you, as the others have, for being here
t oni ght .

Mary Kitterman and | showed up at your
presentation at the George Ranch way back about a year
ago this fall. | think it was in Cctober. And we put
in our comments at that tine asking you to nmove this
thing south further than this preferred route on County
Road 63.

Now, there's a number of reasons why
peopl e out here are upset about this County Road 63,
sone of which have been voiced. And one particular
thing is that you have to -- you're -- you're only
concerning yourself with this segnent at this time. But
this road is going to have to go sonewhere; otherw se
it is going to be a road to nowhere.

And if you project this road due east, as
ot her peopl e have said, you're going right through the

m ddl e of lowa Col ony; but further than that, if you go
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farther to the east, you're going to come right into the
m ddl e of Alvin. And do you expect to build a bridge
over the top of Alvin? No. Really no.

Hi ghway 6 is the northern end of Al vin.
1462 is essentially the southern end of Alvin.

Now, you're going to have to go south at
sone point; and it would seemto nme that it would be
better for you-all in the long run to be planning to cut
farther south on this Segnment C that you're |ooking at
now. Now, that neakes sense to me. | don't know whet her
it does to you.

The gentlenman that just spoke, right now,
the City of lowa Colony and a lot of citizens out
here -- well, not the City but the citizens out here are
in the process of fighting with the TNRCC about putting
ina Type IV landfill, which incidentally is -- the
northern boundary woul d be on County Road 56 just
north -- inmrediately north of the Darrington prison farm
acreage that is on the east side of 521 and it's
boundard [sic] on the east by that rice canal and it's
boundard [sic] on the west by 521

And | have a nanme for that landfill if it
goes in, and it's Mount Trashnore.

And we are concerned about the run-off

fromthis thing already if it does go in. Hopefully, we
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can defeat it.

But this is sonething that you-all need
to consi der because there are things -- this is a
rapi dly devel oping area. W still haven't got the big,
super bi g subdivisions out here; and | hope they don't
cone. But sooner or later, these -- all of these open
fields out here are going to have houses in themor at
| east a good nany of them

Farther south there is still plenty of
room for devel opnment, and you-all could cut through

where you could cone in there and you woul d have far

| ess people to -- to deal with.
This landfill site, incidentally, is
supposed to go up to about 120 feet total. It goes down

12 feet, and they're looking at it to go up 120 feet.
And that's about the size of the Astrodonme. And we
consider it's going to be taking in over -- by about
hal f of a 500-acre tract -- 180 acres, | think it is.
And | think you-all should certainly check into that.

MS. STERRY: Thank you, Ms. Preble.

Nancy Kauf man.

MS. KAUFMAN: Yes, | had a question
Looking at the maps this evening, | did not notice any
other alternatives for the Parkway; and |'ve got sone

i nfornmati on that suggests turning -- instead of turning
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south at Lake Worthington -- it's referred to as
Option C Option C would follow the route of the
proposed Fort Bend Parkway toll road to the northeast.

And all this information is avail able on
the Internet, and that's where | got this from

And |' m wondering why it hasn't been
addressed this evening. There's no nention of it on the
maps or on any of the paperwork that |'ve seen here
tonight. And | would Iike to have that addressed, why
t hey cannot be nentioned and discussed. | feel I|ike
somebody' s withholding information. This is inportant
to us as residents out here, and |'d like to have it
addr essed.

There are 12 reasons listed here for
this -- why this is a better option, and I'Il read them
to you briefly: One, right-of-way is already provided
by Sienna Plantation; two, provides an excell ent
hurricane evacuation road; three, stays out of flood
prone areas; four, doesn't encourage building by the
George Foundation and Brazos River floodplain property
that will cause upstream flooding on the Brazos River;
five, preserves the green belt between Lake Worthi ngton
and Brazos Bend State Park; six, does not interfere with
Brazos Bend State Park watershed; seven, reduces air

pollution by putting a limt on urban spraw ; eight,
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avoi ds expensive el evated roadways and bridges required
for Options A and B to remain dry; nine, has |ess inpact
on wetl ands and bottom | and parkwood forests; ten
preserves the night sky at the George Astronomnica
observatory; el even, does not destroy the rural way of
life people have nmoved out to this country for; and

twel ve, maintains a higher quality of Iife for residents
who enjoy visiting a viable State park and observatory.

Thank you.

MS. STERRY: Thank you, Ms. Kauf man.

Now, we had one additional speaker who
knows he's going to go past three mnutes. So, |I'd |ike
to give anybody el se an opportunity to speak if they'd
like to before M. Myers steps up.

Yes, sir. Can you cone to the
nm crophone, please, so our court reporter can get it on
record?

MR WLLIAVS: M nane is Buddy
Wlliams. | live in Manvel. | don't see why we're
goi ng through so much stuff on this study on the G and
Par kway when we've got two contracts held up on
H ghway 6 that have al ready been | et and whatnot, and
anot her contract is supposed to be over 521 that can't
be | et because we're held up on account of the wetl ands,

| under st and.
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Wy can't we focus our energy on trying
to get what we've already got -- already bought right
away, we've already let the contract, why can't we focus
our energy on trying to finish what we've al ready
started? That contract's been held up now, what, four
five nonths? And really, nost people don't know why.

Well, we -- we're not trying to stop
devel opnent, but we don't want to just keep on buying
 and and not hi ng happening. It's costing taxpayers of
Texas a bunch of nobney on Highway 6. | would like to
see that cleared up, and | understand it's because of
wet | ands. | don't know

But I'd like to see Hi ghway 6 finished
bef ore we even start on another part of the work.

Thank you.

MS. STERRY: Thank you, sir

I's there anybody el se who'd like to
speak.

M5. UNDERWOOD: | thought that | signed
up to speak. |'m Frances Underwood. Perhaps | didn't,
and I'msorry. Thank you-all for having us here
t oni ght .

On the way in when | signed in,

M's. Schenke indicated that she had al ready received ny

letter, renenbered nme; and | was inpressed by that.
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| -- | actually wote two letters and just wanted to
make sure that | was on record that both were in with
t hese formal comrents.

One was addressing an issue that had
al ready been covered earlier about the potential of
flooding along the Brazos River on the east of the
Brazos River and north of Darrington prison farm

We are knowi ng, as famlies who |ive
there, that we have only one opportunity to construct
that portion of the road in a nanner that does not
di srupt the natural flow of water during flooding
events. And | sent a letter to that effect, and I'm
assumng it's there

The second letter that | sent, which
haven't heard anyone nention tonight, is regarding a

tract of land approxi mately 370 acres, also to the east

of the Brazos River but -- and to the north of
Darrington prison farmbut to the west -- imediately to
the west of Hi ghway 521. |'msure that that's a letter

that Ms. Schenke was referring to.
| also wanted it to be on the record that
you'll be receiving a letter out of Judge John Wley's
of fice regarding the historical value of that property.
It's the contention of nmy famly that the

Par kway needs to stay on State property. As it crosses
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the Brazos River, it's on State property. There's no
need to cut through that tract of Iand and effectively
ruin that tract of land, disturbing it.

As M's. Schenke al so had pointed out to
nme on a visit to the Parkway office, there's sone woods
there -- about 50 or 60 acres of some woods and sone
wetlands. And | know that in the grand schene of things
that that seems |like a small anount, but staying on
State property woul d | eave those undi sturbed. There are
no wetlands on State property. Those were drained years
ago for obvious reasons and stripped of hardwoods, which
makes that, in our opinion, the nore viable option and
we woul d request that -- that the G and Parkway abandon
any nore consideration of going through that 370-acre of
tract of land. Thank you.

MS. STERRY: Thank you, Ms. Underwood.

I's there anybody el se who would like to
speak?

M. Mers.

MR MYERS: | also would like to thank
you for the opportunity to speak tonight; and Robin,
woul d Iike to thank you especially. | was feeling
constrained by this three-mnute tine [imt. |
appreci ate your |eniency.

Again, | would like to express ny genera
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distaste for that limt because | think we all came here
toni ght expecting a public hearing and the public being
allowed to speak; and | really feel like the
three-minute limt is sonething that should not
constrain us.

Again, | am Denny Myers. M wi fe Judy
spoke to you earlier. She told you that we were the
ones that put this petition together against the G and
Par kway' s County Road 63 route, and she said that we've
begun circulating a petition throughout our comunity.

And | must tell you, all the response has
been overwhel ni ng agai nst the County Road 63
alternative

I want to tell you a little bit about how
we found out we were affected by the Grand Par kway. W
received a letter in March of "99 in the mail froma
surveyor from sone of the folks that | think have been
represented here tonight, from PBSJ, asking for
permi ssion to come on to our property to survey for a
Grand Par kway ri ght-of -way.

| called a nunber of our neighbors and
asked themif they knew anything about this. Very few
of them had not heard a word about it -- very few heard
anything about it. There were a few like us that had

received the letter. Mst had heard nothing.
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| then called the G and Parkway
requesting a nmap showi ng the proposed route. A few days
later, | received a map fromthe G and Parkway.
called the surveyor. | kind of scratched my head over
that map. | |ooked at the county road nunbers and so
forth. | called the surveyor and described the map to
hi m

Hi's conmment to ne was, "Were did you get
that? That is wong."

So the surveyor, after several requests,
sent me a map show ng the proposed route across our
property.

My thought at this point was, "Does
anyone really know what's goi ng on?"

So, | set out to get sone nore
information. O course, in matters |like these, you want
sone | egal advice; and being a cheapskate like | am |
sought out at first sone free advi se.

I work for an independent oil conpany,
North Central GO l; and we have an attorney on staff.

Qur guy's nane is Rob MacMIlian. He's a friend of
mne. So | walked down to Rob's office one day.

| said, "Rob, this Grand Parkway outfit
is wanting to survey for a road across our property and

t hrough the heart of our nei ghborhood."
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Rob said to ne -- he kind of |eaned back
in his chair and rolled his eyes and said, "Let ne tel
you about the Grand Parkway. The Grand Parkway is a
private organi zation funded by a bunch of real estate
devel opers. They want to open up the countryside to
subdi visions. Do not kid yourself about their
pr opaganda show ng sceni c roadways and them wanting to
hel p the current residents. They are in this for one
reason: So they can make noney."

| thought those were interesting
comments, but Rob had nore to say.

He said, "I made the mistake of buying a
house that backs up to the Grand Parkway in C nco Ranch
in Katy." He said, "I have seen a steady increase in

traffic at all hours, especially lots nore big trucks at

all kinds of hours." He said, "So, another thing" -- he
was ki nd of philosophizing here -- "but it seens to ne
that the Parkway's devel opment is very haphazard. It's

quite hit-and-mss; and if there is a plan, it must be a
poor one."

And he continued to expand. He said he
didn't agree with the Grand Parkway about the need for
nore roadways right now, supposedly based on projected
gromh rates for Houston. And he said that he felt

like, in his opinion, what should be done -- as has been
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stated earlier tonight -- is to inmprove traffic flowin
ot her areas such as expandi ng existing key arteries.

And his other coment to our conversation
was this: He said, "Frankly, Denny, |'mthinking about
selling ny home; that is, if |I can get anything for it."

So | want the people here tonight to hear
the words from soneone who has had the pleasure of
living next to the existing Grand Parkway at Katy.

Let's talk for a mnute about the need
for a new Parkway in our community, and let's conpare it
to other segments of a proposed outer |oop around
Houst on.

For those of us -- and | think that's
about everybody here -- familiar with Houston, we're al
aware of Houston's expansion in different directions
f rom Houst on.

| believe you would all agree that
Houston's growh to the west and northwest has, for nany
years, outstretched the growth towards us to the south.

Tonbal | and Katy are virtually suburbs to
Houston and |'ve got a number of colleagues that live in
that direction and |'m sonewhat fanmiliar with them

Let's see what happened to the G and
Par kway' s pl anned segnent to the Northwest of Houston

between 1-10 and |-45. Again, this is an area grow ng
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much nore rapidly than we are; and that's been the case
for many years.

| want to cite an article fromthe
HOUSTON CHRONI CLE -- | have the article here for any of
you that would like to see it -- dated April 3rd, 1999,
just alittle over a year ago. The article is titled
"Parkway Toll is Too Steep for Texas."

To summari ze, it says that traffic
studi es done for this Northwest segnent did not show
enough traffic volume to support a new road in that
ar ea.

The article goes on to quote a Grand
Par kway opponent, Janes Bl ackburn, an environnenta
attorney. He is quoted as saying, quote, "The |ow
traffic nunbers prove the road is not about congestion
relief for Houston as backers enphasized. It is a road
i ntended to devel op property, not relieve congestion."

Bl ackburn said that the Parkway was neant
to relieve existing congestion by diverting traffic
around Houston, it should have access to the major
freeways.

Well, it turns out the way they have it
pl anned, there was an exit proposed for about 2.3 mles.

So, the State Transportation officials in

Harris County said no |ast year, barely a year ago, to
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the Grand Parkway's northwest segment. Traffic studies
could not support a northwest segnent for the busiest,
fastest growi ng quarter segnent away from Houston

Now t hey want us to believe it nakes
sense for us, where our growh is nmuch slower, to
support a new roadway in our area

Does that really make sense?

Judy told you sone of the reasons we're
opposi ng the County Road 63 route. 1'd like to tell you
what we've done so far.

First of all, Judy and | had a persona
neeting | ast year -- and we thank Di ane Schenke for that
neeting -- on April the 30th of '99.

She told us at that tine that one of the
Grand Parkway's goals was to disrupt as few people as
possi bl e.

The next thing we did was we attended a
neeting at lowa Colony City Hall on April the 19th of
| ast year, as many of you-all here did.

When Di ane Schenke nade her presentation
we agai n expressed our opposition to County Road 63.

Anot her thing we've done, we also
contacted both Conmmi ssioner C awson's office and
Judge Wley's office expressing our opposition. And

then just last April the 19th, several of us, a nunber
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of people in this room met with Judge Wley down in
Angl eton to express our opposition to the County Road
63. Then several of us net wi th Conmi ssioner Clawson to
express our opposition.

And just |ast week, we sent letters to
our county judge and our county comm SSioner expressing
our opposition, and we are now circul ating the
petition -- the petition stating the opposition to the
County Road 63 route.

| want to show you a nap we put together
You' ve seen the Grand Parkway's map. W' ve got a
U S. G S. topographic map which shows -- this is kind of
snmal |l scale, but | hope you can see the nmain points.
This is why I wish | could stand up there.

MS. STERRY: Let me hold that for you.

MR. MYERS: Ckay. This is the U S. GS.

t opographic map. About 2 and a half inches here is
1 mle on the scale. And this shows the roads as wel
as the geologic features and sonme culture features.
There are a few hones there but only a few.

The map was done -- the map was done in
'63 and the photo was revised fromaerial photographs in
'74.

That red |ine you see on that map shows a

proposal -- that red line you see right there is the
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proposed County Road 63 route between FM 521 and 288.

The red triangles you see are sone of the
hones -- and yours nmay be on there -- very near the
proposed route. Conversely, this route, you see one
green triangle right down there. There are no hones on
County Road 60, 2 mles west of 288. But the G and
Parkway -- | think I'"'mright on this -- D ane, you may
want to correct me on this.

The Grand Parkway map we | ooked at in the
Grand Parkway office showed a blue star right there
where the green triangle is -- it was nmy recollection --
indicating a historical site.

Well, folks, that house has a cattle
feeder in the front road. It's an abandoned house. It
has been for a number of years, and | guess they would
be di srupting the cows there.

None of the honmes al ong there, none of
those honmes with the red triangles were cited on the nap
fromthe GPA

I want to show both the Grand Par kway and
the TxDOT fol ks here toni ght my house. You were
concerned -- you were concerned about this house. This
is my house (indicating). |'mconcerned about that
house. | don't want your freeway in my backyard.

And | can say the sanme for M. Nato's
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house, M. Thonpson's house, the Vans' house, and all of
our other neighbors that we don't want your freeway in
our backyard or our property.

Thank you very much.

MS. STERRY: Thank you, M. Mers. |Is
t here anybody el se who would |ike to coment tonight?

If not, I'd like to thank each and every
one of you for your comrents tonight. Your conments
will be included in the minutes of tonight's neeting,
and they will be part of the official record of the
conpl eted EIS.

Again, if you would like to comment in
witing, you my do so by conpleting a witten coment
form The forns may be conpl eted tonight; or you may
mail themto us by July 13th, 2000. If you want to nmi
your coments, the address is available at the
regi stration table.

We antici pate holding a public workshop
this fall to announce the selection of the preferred
alternative. Newsletters will be mailed prior to the
wor kshop to i nformindividuals of exact tine and
| ocation of that workshop. |[If you are not on the
mailing list and would |ike to be included on it, please
make sure that you signed in at this nmeeting. Al

i ndi vidual s that have signed in at this neeting will be
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added to the mailing list.

i nput .

Agai n, thank you for your attendance and

Be carefu

driving home and good ni ght.
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